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Executive Summary
This Executive Summary presents an overview of the scoping process conducted for the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Modernization and Expansion of Townsend
Bombing Range (TBR) in McIntosh and Long Counties, Georgia.

ES.1 Description of the Proposed Project
As part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, the United States Marine
Corps (USMC) is evaluating a range of reasonable alternatives for modernizing and expanding TBR in
order to meet current and future training requirements. As such, several alternatives, in the form of land
acquisition scenarios, have been identified that would meet this need. These alternatives were developed
through the use of modeling software to determine the land area necessary to accommodate the use of
inert (with spotting charges) precision-guided munitions at TBR in a manner that will allow pilots from
Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort to accomplish nearly all of their training requirements while
maintaining public safety at and around TBR.
Six alternatives (five action alternatives and the No Action Alternative) were presented to the
public during the public scoping periods. Subsequently, five alternatives (four action alternatives and the
No Action Alternative) were presented in the draft EIS. The alternatives were reevaluated and refined
after the scoping and public comment periods resulting in a slightly modified set of four action
alternatives, which are analyzed in the final EIS, along with the No Action Alternative.

ES.2 Public Scoping Process
Notification
The USMC initiated a 30-day public scoping period, from August 6 to September 7, 2010,
through the publication of the Notice of Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register. At the conclusion of the
initial scoping period, the EIS Team identified a problem with the project’s Post Office Box because
comment letters were not received and some were returned to sender. As a result, the USMC reopened the
public scoping period for an additional 30 days, from October 10 to November 8, 2010, to allow the
public an opportunity to resubmit their feedback.

Public Scoping Meetings
Two open-house public scoping meetings were held to provide the opportunity for local
communities, government agencies, special interest groups, and the general public to learn about the
USMC’s Proposed Action and to express their thoughts regarding the Proposed Action and alternatives.
The first meeting was held in Ludowici, Georgia, on August 24, 2010, and the second in Darien, Georgia,
on August 26, 2010. No public scoping meetings were held during the additional scoping period.

Additional Public Outreach
In addition to the public scoping meetings, the USMC has attended various regional and local
interest group meetings and accepted invitations for briefings to various groups, associations, and
councils. These groups include, but are not limited to: the McIntosh County Manager, Long County
Commission Chairman, The Nature Conservancy, Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Executive
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Director of the Altamaha Riverkeepers, United States and State of Georgia Congressmen and Senators,
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and the United States Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE).

Other Media
In order to provide the public with current project information, resources, and updates, the USMC
has developed a project Web site (http://www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com) that is being maintained
throughout the EIS process. In addition to the advertisements in local newspapers, the USMC conducted
interviews and made announcements at local radio stations and media outlets. Live interviews and radio
spots that announced the project details and public scoping meeting details were conducted and played on
WYNR 102.5 Fun Country; WWSN 103.3 FM; and WHFX, 107.7 The Fox. In addition to these
interviews and radio spots, these stations ran information about the public scoping meetings and invited
people to get involved and voice any concerns or support.

ES.3 Cooperating Agencies
TBR is under the jurisdiction of the USMC and is part of the Georgia Air National Guard’s (GA
ANG’s) Combat Readiness Training Center in Savannah, Georgia. The airspace is controlled by the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). Therefore, at the beginning of the EIS process, the USMC
requested via letter that these entities participate in the preparation of this EIS as cooperating agencies.
The GA ANG accepted the invitation by letter dated November 16, 2010, and the FAA accepted by letter
dated April 8, 2011. Additionally, in response to a coordination meeting with the USACE on November
29, 2010, the USMC transmitted a letter to the USACE, Savannah District, with an invitation to
participate in the EIS process as a cooperating agency; the USACE accepted by letter dated May 26,
2011. The USMC will regularly coordinate, throughout the EIS process, with these agencies.

ES.4 Public Scoping Comments
Comment Methods
The public was offered the opportunity to provide comments during the two scoping periods via a
number of methods, including submitting a comment form at one of the scoping meetings, email, mail,
and the public Web site (http://www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com). The USMC advertised these
methods in the NOI and the scoping letters, on the public Web site, in press releases to the local media, in
display advertisements in local newspapers, and on the scoping meeting comment sheets and display
boards. A total of 110 comments were received during the two public scoping periods (Table ES-1).
Table ES-1
Comments Received During the Public Scoping Periods
Comment Method
Scoping Meetings
Mail
Email
Web Site
Totals

Number of Comments Received
Initial Scoping Period
Second Scoping Period
18 (a)
N/A (b)
2
28
23
11
20
8
63
47

Totals
18
30
34
28
110(c)

Notes:
(a) Four comments were provided at the Ludowici, Georgia, meeting, and 14 were provided at the Darien, Georgia, meeting.
(b) No additional scoping meetings were held during the second scoping period.
(c) A comment received from the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma after the scoping periods had closed is not included in this table but
is discussed in Section 5.2 and appears in Appendix D.
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Stakeholder Groups
During the public scoping periods for the proposed TBR Modernization and Expansion EIS,
comments were received from a variety of stakeholder and interest groups including local residents and
landowners, local governments, environmental groups, and local hunt club representatives, among others.
Scoping letters were sent to 15 tribal organizations. To date, only four tribes have responded. The
Catawba Nation responded with the following requests: (1) all information in hardcopy; (2) additional
information on sites considered for acquisition; (3) photographs of the project area from each direction;
and (4) a copy of any archaeological surveys that have been completed in the project area. The United
Keetoowah Band of Cherokee Indians in Oklahoma also responded to the scoping letter, stating that they
had no objection to the referenced project, but that if any remains, artifacts, or other items were
discovered, that construction be halted and they be re-contacted. The Seminole Tribe of Florida declined
to comment at this time, but requested they be added to the distribution list for the Draft EIS. The
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma also sent a scoping response letter and stated that the project is out of the
area of their interest.

Scoping Comments
A wide variety of resources and issues were identified through comments received during the
scoping periods. Many of these issues were also voiced during the public scoping meetings to Project
Team members.
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1

Introduction

This Scoping Summary Report presents a summary and overview of the scoping process
conducted for the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Modernization and Expansion
of Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) in McIntosh and Long Counties, Georgia, pursuant to the
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (42 United States Code [U.S.C.]
4321 et seq.); Executive Orders 11514 and 11991; Council on Environmental Quality Regulations (40
Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Parts 1500-1508); the Environmental Quality Improvement Act of
1970, as amended (42 U.S.C 4371 et seq.), Department of the Navy (DoN) NEPA regulations (32 CFR
Part 775); and United States Marine Corps (USMC) NEPA directives (Marine Corps Order P5090.2A,
change 2).
Following this introduction, the report is organized as follows: Section 2 discusses the public
scoping process, including notification methods used by the USMC to inform the public of opportunities
for involvement during the scoping period; Section 3 summarizes the scoping meetings, including
preparation, locations, attendance, and format; and Section 4 summarizes additional public outreach
efforts conducted by the USMC. Section 5 describes the methods by which comments were received, the
number of comments received, and the stakeholders who provided them.

1.1 Purpose of Scoping
Scoping, as required by NEPA, is defined as the process by which lead agencies solicit input from
the public and interested agencies on the nature and extent of issues and impacts to be addressed in the
EIS and the methods by which they will be evaluated. The intent of the scoping process is to provide
ample opportunity for the public and agencies to learn about and comment on the Proposed Action,
alternatives, and the No-Action Alternative. This Scoping Summary Report discusses the materials
prepared for, as well as public input obtained during, the scoping process. Although this report identifies
the scoping comments obtained during the scoping period, it does not make decisions regarding the
Proposed Action, nor does it set forth policies.

1.2 Description of Proposed Project
As part of the NEPA process, the USMC is evaluating a range of reasonable alternatives for
modernizing and expanding TBR in order to meet current and future training requirements. As such,
several alternatives, in the form of land acquisition scenarios, have been identified that would meet this
need. These alternatives were developed through the use of modeling software to determine the land area
necessary to accommodate the use of inert (with spotting charges) precision-guided munitions at TBR in a
manner that will allow pilots from Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort to accomplish nearly all of their
training requirements while maintaining public safety at and around TBR.
Six alternatives (five action alternatives and the No Action Alternative) were presented to the
public during the public scoping periods. Subsequently, five alternatives (four action alternatives and the
No Action Alternative) were presented in the draft EIS. The alternatives were reevaluated and refined
after the scoping and public comment periods resulting in a slightly modified set of four action
alternatives, which are analyzed in the final EIS, along with the No Action Alternative.
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2

Public Scoping Process

2.1 Scoping Periods
The USMC initiated a 30-day public scoping period, from August 6 to September 7, 2010,
through the publication of the Notice of Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register as detailed in Section 2.2.1.
At the conclusion of the initial scoping period, the EIS Team identified a problem with the project’s Post
Office Box because comment letters were not received and some were returned to sender. As a result, the
USMC reopened the public scoping period for an additional 30 days, from October 10 to November 8,
2010, to allow the public an opportunity to resubmit their feedback. The comments received during both
scoping periods are detailed in Section 5.

2.2 Scoping Notification
The USMC utilized several methods to notify the public of opportunities for involvement and
comment during scoping. These methods included:



a NOI to prepare an EIS announcement in the Federal Register;



a mailing of public scoping letters to government agencies, special interest groups,
and local landowners/residents;



a public Web site; and



press releases, newspaper advertisements, and local radio public service
announcements.

Details of these notification methods are outlined below and copies of these materials are
provided in Appendix A.

2.2.1

Federal Register Notice of Intent to Prepare an EIS

As required by NEPA, an NOI to prepare an EIS was published in the Federal Register (75 FR
47564) on Friday, August 6, 2010 (Appendix A). This notice set forth the USMC’s intent to prepare an
EIS to evaluate the potential effects of the proposed modernization and expansion of TBR in McIntosh
and Long Counties, Georgia. The NOI announced the Proposed Action, proposed alternatives, and the
purpose and need for the Proposed Action. The NOI also provided the public scoping meeting times and
locations, the project Web site location, contact information for questions about the proposal, and the
closing date of the public scoping period.

2.2.2

Scoping Letters

The USMC mailed letters to various government agencies, representatives, and organizations to
inform them of the opening of the formal scoping period, the methods for providing comments, and the
scoping meeting dates, times, and locations, as announced in the NOI published in the Federal Register.
Additionally, individual letters were mailed to political officials within potentially affected congressional
districts and counties, informing them of the project and scoping details. When the need for a second
scoping period was identified, letters were again mailed to government agencies, representatives,
organizations, and political officials to provide them with details of the second scoping period.
Both rounds of scoping letters were distributed to stakeholders, private landowners, other
interested parties, and all individuals and groups who have requested to be on the scoping mailing list
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(Appendix A). The mailing list will be used throughout the NEPA process to ensure that all interested
parties are kept informed. The mailing list will be expanded to include all those who attended the scoping
meetings or provided comments or expressed an interest in being informed.

2.2.3

Press Releases and Newspaper Advertisements

In addition to publication of the NOI, the USMC issued a press release on August 6, 2010,
announcing the opening of the formal scoping period, as well as the dates, times, locations, and purpose
of the scoping meetings. An additional press release was issued on October 9, 2010, when the need for an
additional scoping period was determined.
The press releases were distributed to approximately 25 media representatives. Furthermore,
advertisements announcing the scoping periods were placed in three local newspapers as described in
Table 2-1. The press releases and publication affidavits are provided in Appendix A.
In addition to the scoping advertisements, various local and regional newspapers printed articles
on the proposed changes at TBR and the scoping process. Table 2-2 lists these publications and the dates
the articles appeared. All newspaper articles are provided in Appendix A.
Table 2-1
Notice of Intent/Public Scoping Newspaper Advertisements
Newspaper

Press-Sentinel
(Jesup)

Darien News
(Darien)

Savannah Morning News

(Savannah)








Publication Dates
Initial Scoping Period: Wednesday, August 11, Saturday, August 14, 2010
Second Scoping Period: Wednesday, October 13, 2010
Initial Scoping Period: Thursday, August 12, Thursday, August 19, 2010
Second Scoping Period: Thursday, October 14, 2010
Initial Scoping Period: Sunday, August 15 through Tuesday, August 17, 2010
Second Scoping Period: Sunday, October 10, 2010

Notes:

Press Sentinel is a biweekly distribution newspaper.
Darien News is a weekly distribution newspaper.
Savannah Morning News is a daily distribution newspaper.

Table 2-2
Townsend Bombing Range Environmental Impact Statement
Newspaper Articles
Newspaper

Publication Dates
August 7, 2010
August 12, 2010 and October 9, 2010
August 12, 2010 and September 2, 2010
August 27, 2010
August 30, 2010 and October 31, 2010
September 15, 2010 and October 8, 2010

Florida Times-Union (Jacksonville, FL)
Beaufort Gazette (Beaufort, SC)
Darien News (Darien, GA)
Brunswick News (Brunswick GA)
Savannah Morning News (Savannah, GA)
Coastal Courier (Hinesville, GA)

2.2.4

Public Web Site

In order to provide the public with project information, resources, and updates, the USMC has
developed a project Web site (http://www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com) that will be maintained
throughout the EIS process. Specifically, the Web site provides relevant studies, press releases and other
public notification information, scoping meeting displays and handouts, and an online comment form that
was available for use during the public scoping periods. Furthermore, the Web site provides a link to a
Frequently Asked Questions downloadable handout that will also be updated throughout the NEPA
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process. Other information, such as project description, anticipated project schedule, and associated
maps/figures, are also available on the Web site.

2.2.5

Other Media

In addition to the advertisements in local newspapers, the USMC conducted interviews and made
announcements at local radio stations and media outlets. Live interviews and radio spots that announced
the project details and public scoping meeting details were conducted and played on WYNR 102.5 Fun
Country; WWSN 103.3 FM; and WHFX, 107.7 The Fox. In addition to these interviews and radio spots,
these stations ran information about the public scoping meetings and invited people to get involved and
voice any concerns or support. Additionally, Lauren Nobles at 1140 AM conducted a 30-minute radio
interview with USMC Master Sergeant Chad McMeen.
Newspaper interviews were conducted with the following publications: The Darien News, The
Brunswick News, The Beaufort Gazette, The Florida Times Union, and Inside the Navy. An interview was
also conducted with a freelance journalist (out of Columbia, South Carolina) for the Associated Press.

2-3

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Scoping Summary Report

This page left blank intentionally.

2-4

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Scoping Summary Report

3

Public Scoping Meetings

Two open-house public scoping meetings were held to provide the opportunity for local
communities, government agencies, special interest groups, and the general public to learn about the
USMC’s Proposed Action and to express their thoughts regarding the Proposed Action and alternatives.
The first meeting was held in Ludowici, Georgia, on August 24, 2010, and the second in Darien, Georgia,
on August 26, 2010. No public scoping meetings were held during the additional scoping period.

3.1 Scoping Meeting Attendance
Table 3-1 summarizes the public scoping meeting times, locations, and the number of attendees.
The meetings were held in communities that are centrally located and that serve those areas anticipated to
be most affected by the Proposed Action.
Table 3-1
Schedule of Public Scoping Meetings and Attendance
Meeting Date
August 24, 2010
August 26, 2010

Location
City of Ludowici Meeting Room
City Hall
469 N. Macon Street, Ludowici, GA
Haynes Auditorium
Ida Hilton Public Library,
1105 Northway, Darien, GA

Time

Attendance

4:00 – 7:00 pm

55

4:00 -- 7:00 pm

93

TOTAL

148

Note: No public scoping meetings were held during the additional scoping period.

3.2 Scoping Meeting Format
The public scoping meetings were presented as an “open house,” a format that was specifically
designed to create a personable and informative atmosphere. Using this format, public participants could
speak individually with Navy/USMC personnel and other members of the Project Team. The goals of
these meetings were to introduce the communities to the EIS process, provide available project
information, answer questions from community members, and solicit public input on important issues and
concerns.
The meeting format (see Figure 3-1) consisted of a sign-in table at the meeting room entrance and
five information stations, each staffed by knowledgeable Navy/USMC personnel and/or other members of
the Project Team to provide technical expertise in their subject matter area. Information station topics
included Public Involvement, History and Mission, Proposed Action, Alternatives, and Environmental
Analysis. Similarly, a multi-page fact sheet/newsletter provided supplementary information for each
information station. The USMC also provided two computer stations that used digital overlays of the
alternative boundaries and aerial photographs (Google Earth©) to allow concerned stakeholders to
determine the proximity of their own real property in relation to the lands proposed for acquisition under
the various scenarios.
Materials presented and available at the public scoping meetings continue to be available at the
project Web site and are contained in Appendix B.
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Additional Public Outreach

4.1 Meetings and Briefings
As listed in Table 4-1, the USMC has attended various regional and local interest group meetings
and accepted invitations for briefings to various groups, associations and councils. These include, but are
not limited to McIntosh County Chamber of Commerce, the McIntosh County Tax Assessor Board
Chairman, Glynn County Airport Commission, Long County, Altamaha Riverkeepers, Georgia Coastal
Regional Commission, The Nature Conservancy, Georgia Department of Natural Resources, South
Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control, United States Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE), United States Fish and Wildlife Service, and representatives from offices of elected officials.
Table 4-1
Public Outreach Meetings and Briefings
August
August
August
August
August

Date
4, 2010
4, 2010
5, 2010
17, 2010
19, 2010

August 25, 2010

August 25, 2010
August 25, 2010
October 21, 2010
November 8, 2010
November 29, 2010
November 30, 2010
December 1, 2010
December 9, 2010
January 4, 2011

Meeting/Interested Entity/Individual
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan Annual Review
McIntosh County Manager: Luther Smart
Long County Commission Chairman: Bobby Walker
South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control (a)
The Nature Conservancy and Georgia Department of Natural Resources in Atlanta,
Georgia
McIntosh County Chamber of Commerce: Wally Orrel, President; Industrial
Development Authority: Wally Orrel, Executive Director; Glynn County Airport
Commission: Collette Edmisten and Steven Brian; McIntosh County Tax Assessor
Board: Paul Griffin, Chairman (McIntosh County resident and retired Navy pilot; The
Darien News: Kathleen Russell
Altamaha Riverkeeper: Deborah Shepherd, Executive Director
Coastal Regional Commission in Brunswick, Georgia (covers Long and McIntosh
Counties): Tricia Reynolds, Planning Director; Jason Kotarski, Historic Preservation
Planner; and Allen Burns, Executive Director
Rural Properties TerraPointe Services Inc. representing Rayonier: Curtis Hensyl,
Manager
Representative from Senator Saxby Chambliss’ office: Katherine Murph; Representative
from Senator Johnny Isakson’s office: Jarod Downs
United States Army Corps of Engineers, Savannah District: Mark Padgett, Shaun
Blocker, and William Rutlin
United States Fish and Wildlife Service, Coastal Environmental Services Office: Strant
Colwell and Robert Brooks
Georgia Department of Natural Resources: David Mixon, Will Ricks, Brad Winn, Jacob
Thompson, and Matt Elliott
Representatives from Congressman Jack Kingston’s office: Tom Lamb and Jeff Hogan
Long County Commission meeting

Note:
(a) SC Tier 1 Partnering Team Meeting

4.2 Cooperating Agencies
TBR is under the jurisdiction of the USMC and is part of the Georgia Air National Guard’s (GA
ANG’s) Combat Readiness Training Center in Savannah, Georgia. The airspace is controlled by the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). Therefore, at the beginning of the EIS process, the USMC
requested via letter that these entities participate in the preparation of this EIS as cooperating agencies
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(Appendix C). The GA ANG accepted the invitation by letter dated November 16, 2010 and the FAA
accepted by letter dated April 8, 2011(Appendix C). Additionally, in response to a coordination meeting
with the USACE on November 29, 2010, the USMC transmitted a letter to the USACE, Savannah
District, with an invitation to participate in the EIS process as a cooperating agency (Appendix C); the
USACE accepted by letter dated May 26, 2011. The USMC will regularly coordinate, throughout the EIS
process, with these agencies.
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Public Scoping Comment Summary

5.1 Comment Methods
The public was offered the opportunity to provide comments during the two scoping periods via a
number of methods, including submitting a comment form at one of the scoping meetings, email, mail,
and the public Web site (http://www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com). The USMC advertised these
methods in the NOI and the scoping letters, on the public Web site, in press releases to the local media, in
display advertisements in local newspapers, and on the scoping meeting comment sheets and display
boards. A total of 110 comments were received during the two public scoping periods as listed in Table
5-1 and detailed in Appendix D.
Table 5-1
Comments Received During the Public Scoping Periods
Comment Method
Scoping Meetings
Mail
Email
Web Site
Totals

Number of Comments Received
Initial
Second
Scoping Period
Scoping Period
18 (a)
N/A (b)
2
28
23
11
20
8
63
47

Totals
18
30
34
28
110(c)

Notes:
(a) Four written comments were provided at the Ludowici, Georgia, meeting, and 14 were provided at
the Darien, Georgia, meeting.
(b) No additional scoping meetings were held during the second scoping period.
(c) A comment received from the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma after the scoping periods had closed is
not included in this table, but is discussed in Section 5.2 and appears in Appendix D.

5.2 Stakeholder Groups
During the public scoping periods for the proposed TBR Modernization and Expansion EIS,
comments were received from a variety of stakeholder and interest groups including local residents and
landowners, local governments, environmental groups, and local hunt club representatives, among others.
Table 5-2 illustrates the various stakeholder groups that submitted comments during the public scoping
period.
As noted in Table 5-2, the majority of comments (72 comments; 65% of total received) came
from local residents/landowners. Some commenting stakeholders, particularly local landowners, used
multiple commenting mechanisms to voice their opinions. It is important to note that the numbers
discussed in this section represent all the comments that were received. Duplicate comments received
through different media or during the additional comment period are included. All comments are provided
in Appendix D.
Scoping letters were sent to 15 tribal organizations (see Appendix A for a complete list). To date,
four tribes have responded. The Catawba Nation responded with the following requests: (1) all
information in hardcopy; (2) additional information on sites considered for acquisition; (3) photographs of
the project area from each direction; and (4) a copy of any archaeological surveys that have been
completed in the project area. The United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee Indians in Oklahoma also
responded to the scoping letter, stating that they had no objection to the referenced project, but that if any
remains, artifacts, or other items were discovered, that construction be halted and they be re-contacted.
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The Seminole Tribe of Florida declined to comment at this time, but requested they be added to the
distribution list for the Draft EIS. The Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma sent a scoping response letter stating
that the project is out of the area of their interest.
Table 5-2
Commenting Stakeholder Groups
Stakeholder
Landowner/Citizen
Environmental Group
Media
Local Government
Hunt Club Representative
Tribe
Regulatory Agency
Regional Recreationalist
Other
Totals

Meeting
13
1
0
1
2
0
0
1
0
18

Comment Method
Mailed
Emailed
16
21
1
4
0
3
7
3
0
0
3
1
3
0
0
0
1
2
31
34

Web Site
22
0
1
0
0
0
1
1
3
28

Totals
72
6
4
11
2
4
4
2
6
111(a)

Note:
(a) Includes all comments received to date, including those received after the scoping period had closed.

5.3 Scoping Comments
A wide variety of resources and issues were identified through comments received during the
scoping period. Many of these issues were also voiced during the public scoping meetings to Project
Team members. Based on comments heard and received in writing, the most pressing concerns include
the following:



Impacts to privately owned real property (including property values and taxes);



Loss of county tax revenue;



Impacts to hunting/fishing and recreational activities;



Perceived increases in air traffic and noise;



Local road closures; and



Impacts to biological and water resources.

5.4 Other Concerns
Various other concerns were identified by stakeholders, but in fewer or individual comments.
These include, but are not limited to:



Inquiries about the project timeframe;



Potential misfires/crashes;



Chemicals associated with munitions;



Changes in ground operations at TBR associated with the Proposed Action;



Increases in local road traffic as a result of the expansion;



Changes in flight paths;

5-2

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Scoping Summary Report



Electric transmission lines (if they would need to be relocated);



Fire maintenance regime;



Impacts on cultural resources;



Impacts on airspace;



Air quality degradation;



Confusion over NEPA documentation already prepared;



Preference for West Coast training or training at another installation in Georgia or
South Carolina (such as Fort Stewart, Fort Benning, Fort Jackson, or Shaw Air Force
Base);



Alternative selection criteria validity; and



Military spending.

Additionally, some comments were purely in support or opposition of the Proposed Action, with
little or no justification. Several commenters had specific questions that will need to be considered
individually by the USMC.
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sites such as Marine Corps Training
Area Bellows (Bellows) in Waimanalo,
and training and readiness operations
by the VMM and HMLA squadrons at
various training facilities statewide
currently used by the Marine Corps. In
addition to MCB Hawaii Kaneohe Bay
and Bellows, VMM and HMLA
squadrons may train at Wheeler Army
Airfield, Dillingham Airfield, and
various U.S. Army training areas on
Oahu; Pohakuloa Training Area on the
island of Hawaii; Molokai Training
Support Facility and Kalaupapa Airfield
on Molokai; and the Pacific Missile
Range Facility on Kauai.
Environmental Issues and Resources To
Be Examined
After scoping is completed, the EIS
analysis will evaluate potential
environmental effects associated with
each alternative selected for full
analysis. Issues to be addressed include,
but are not limited to, aircraft noise,
cultural resources, traffic,
socioeconomics, biological resources,
geology and soils, water quality, air
quality, safety, hazardous materials and
waste, visual resources, and
environmental justice.

sroberts on DSKD5P82C1PROD with NOTICES

Agency Consultations
The DoN will undertake appropriate
consultations with regulatory entities
pursuant to the Endangered Species Act,
National Historic Preservation Act,
Coastal Zone Management Act, and
other applicable laws or regulations.
Consultation will include but is not
limited to the following federal, state,
and local agencies: U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, National Marine
Fisheries Service, State Historic
Preservation Office, Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation, National Park
Service, Native Hawaiian Organizations,
Historic Hawaii Foundation, and State
of Hawaii Office of Planning.
Schedule
This Notice of Intent initiates a 30-day
scoping comment period to identify
issues to be addressed in the EIS and
reasonable and feasible alternatives to
implement the proposed action. The
next opportunity for public input to the
EIS process occurs with publication of
a Notice of Availability (NOA) in the
Federal Register and local media,
announcing release of the Draft EIS and
commencement of a 45-day public
comment period. A notice will be
published in local papers to advertise
public meetings for the project during
the 45-day comment period. The DoN
will consider and respond to all
comments received on the Draft EIS
when preparing the Final EIS. The DoN

VerDate Mar<15>2010
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intends to issue the Final EIS in late
2011, at which time an NOA will be
published in the Federal Register and
local media. The NOA will initiate a 30day waiting period, after which the
Assistant Secretary of the Navy or
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary of
the Navy will issue a Record of
Decision.
Dated: July 29, 2010.
D.J. Werner,
Lieutenant Commander, Judge Advocate
Generals Corps, U.S. Navy, Federal Register
Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 2010–19422 Filed 8–5–10; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810–FF–P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Navy
Notice of Intent To Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for
the Proposed Modernization and
Expansion of Townsend Bombing
Range in McIntosh County, GA
Department of the Navy, DoD.
Notice.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

Pursuant to Section
(102)(2)(c) of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of
1969, and regulations implemented by
the Council on Environmental Quality
(40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR]
Parts 1500–1508), Department of the
Navy (DoN) NEPA regulations (32 CFR
Part 775), and United States Marine
Corps (USMC) NEPA directives (Marine
Corps Order P5090.2A, changes 1 and
2), the DoN intends to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
and conduct public scoping meetings
for the modernization and expansion of
the Townsend Bombing Range (TBR)
located in McIntosh County, Georgia to
accommodate the use of inert (with
spotting charges) Precision Guided
Munitions (PGMs) with their associated
larger land requirements. To accomplish
this, the USMC proposes to acquire
lands in the vicinity of TBR on which
to create new target areas to allow for a
greater variety of training activities. The
TBR is owned by the DoN, and is
operated by the Georgia Air National
Guard (GA ANG). The DoN will prepare
the EIS.
DATES AND ADDRESSES: The DoN is
initiating a 30-day public scoping
process to identify community interests
and local issues to be addressed in the
EIS, which starts with the publication of
this Notice of Intent. Two public
scoping meetings, using an informal
open house format, will be held from 4
p.m. to 7 p.m. on the following dates
SUMMARY:
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and at the following locations in
Georgia:
(1) Tuesday, August 24, 2010, City of
Ludowici Meeting Room, City Hall, 469
North Macon Street, Ludowici, GA
31316.
(2) Thursday, August 26, 2010,
Haynes Auditorium—Ida Hilton Public
Library, 1105 Northway, Darien, GA
31305.
The public is invited to attend these
meetings to view project-related
displays, speak with USMC
representatives, and submit public
comment forms. All comments
regarding the scope of issues that the
USMC should consider during EIS
preparation must be received prior to
September 7, 2010. Additional
information concerning the meetings
and the proposed alternatives are
available on the EIS website at http://
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com
and will be announced in local and
regional newspapers. Please submit
requests for special assistance, sign
language interpretation for the hearing
impaired, oral comments, or other
auxiliary aids needed at the scoping
meeting to the EIS Project Manager by
August 16, 2010.
Submitting Comments: Federal, state,
local agencies and interested parties are
encouraged to provide oral and/or
written comments regarding the scope
of the EIS, reasonable alternatives and/
or specific issues or topics of interest to
the public. There are four ways by
which comments can be submitted: (1)
Attending one of the public scoping
open-houses; (2) submitting through the
project’s public website at http://
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com;
(3) E-mail to
townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com; (4)
submitting written mailed comments on
the scope of the EIS. All written
comments should be submitted and/or
postmarked no later than September 7,
2010. Comments submitted by mail
should be sent to: Townsend EIS,
Project Manager, Post Office Box
180458, Tallahassee, FL 32318.
The USMC will consider all
comments received during the scoping
period. A mailing list has been
assembled to facilitate preparation of
the EIS. Those on this list will receive
notices and documents related to EIS
preparation. This list includes local,
state, and federal agencies with
jurisdiction or other interests in the
alternatives. In addition, the mailing list
includes adjacent property owners,
affected municipalities, and other
interested parties such as conservation
organizations. Anyone wishing to be
added to the mailing list may request to

E:\FR\FM\06AUN1.SGM

06AUN1

Federal Register / Vol. 75, No. 151 / Friday, August 6, 2010 / Notices
be added by contacting the EIS project
manager at the address provided below.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Community Planning and Liaison
Office; Attn: Ms. Alice Howard, Post
Office Box 9103, Building 601, Marine
Corps Air Station Beaufort, Beaufort,
South Carolina 29904–5001; phone:
843–228–7558; e-mail:
townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com.
The
purpose of the Proposed Action is to
provide a modern air-to-ground training
range which can accommodate inert
(with spotting charges) PGMs for
aviation units stationed at MCAS
Beaufort through the modernization and
expansion of TBR in order to meet
current training requirements.
The need for the Proposed Action is
to more efficiently meet current training
requirements for USMC aviation assets
by significantly increasing air-to-ground
training capabilities in the Beaufort,
South Carolina region. Presently,
squadrons from Marine Corps Air
Station (MCAS) Beaufort must use West
Coast training ranges to satisfy PGM
training requirements. Having a range
available for this training would result
in greater training efficiency. To
accomplish the proposed action, the
USMC would acquire land adjacent to
the existing 5,183-acre TBR and would
expand the area of controlled access
around the bombing targets. The EIS
will consider several land acquisition
scenarios and configurations of the
range to meet the training requirements.
Preliminary Alternatives: At this time,
it is anticipated that the EIS will
evaluate five action alternatives and the
No Action Alternative. Land acquisition
scenarios were developed through the
use of modeling software to determine
the land area necessary to accommodate
the use of inert (with spotting charges)
PGMs at TBR in a manner that will
accomplish the training requirements
while maintaining public safety. The
EIS will also consider other feasible
land acquisition scenarios that may be
identified during scoping or during the
preparation of the EIS. The five action
alternatives currently identified for
analysis in the EIS are as follows:
Alternative 1 proposes the acquisition
of approximately 11,948 acres to the
northwest and southeast of the TBR
boundary along the south side of State
Highway 57.
Alternative 2 proposes a combination
of the property acquisition under
Alternative 1 with an additional 24,880
acres located northeast of TBR and to
the north of State Highway 57, totaling
approximately 36,828 acres.
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Alternative 3 proposes the acquisition
of approximately 24,880 acres located
northeast of TBR and to the North of
State Highway 57.
Alternative 4 proposes a combination
of the property acquisition under
Alternative 1 with an additional 14,752
acres between TBR and the Altamaha
River, totaling approximately 26,700
acres.
Alternative 5 proposes a combination
of the property acquisition under
Alternative 3 and Alternative 4 totaling
approximately 51,580 acres.
The No Action Alternative proposes
no land acquisition and no changes to
operations at TBR. Aviation units
stationed at MCAS Beaufort would
continue to deploy to the western
United States to undergo inert (with
spotting charges) PGM training and
meet individual aircrew training
requirements.
Environmental Issues and Resources
To Be Examined: The EIS will evaluate
potential environmental effects
associated with each of the alternatives.
Issues to be addressed may include, but
are not limited to: Safety; land use;
recreation; air quality; socioeconomics
and environmental justice; water
resources; noise; cultural resources;
biological resources; forestry resources;
and airspace/air traffic. Relevant and
reasonable measures that could avoid or
mitigate environmental effects also will
be analyzed. Additionally, the USMC
will undertake any consultations
required by the Endangered Species Act,
Clean Water Act, National Historic
Preservation Act, and any other
applicable laws or regulations.
EIS Schedule: This Notice of Intent
(NOI) is the first phase of the EIS
process and announces the 30-day
public comment period and public
scoping meetings to identify community
concerns and local issues that should be
addressed in the EIS. The next phase
occurs when a Notice of Availability
(NOA) is published in the Federal
Register and local media to publicly
announce the release of the Draft EIS. A
45-day public comment period for the
Draft EIS will commence upon
publication of the NOA in the Federal
Register. The USMC will consider and
respond to all comments received on the
Draft EIS when preparing the Final EIS.
The USMC intends to issue the Final
EIS no later than Spring 2012, at which
time a NOA will be published in the
Federal Register and local media. A
Record of Decision is anticipated in Fall
2012.
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Dated: July 29, 2010.
D.J. Werner,
Lieutenant Commander, Judge Advocate
Generals Corps, U.S. Navy, Federal Register
Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 2010–19421 Filed 8–5–10; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810–FF–P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Navy
Notice of Availability of GovernmentOwned Inventions; Available for
Licensing
AGENCY:
ACTION:

Department of the Navy, DoD.

Notice.

The inventions listed below
are assigned to the United States
Government as represented by the
Secretary of the Navy. U.S. Patent No.
6,965,509: Poly(3,4alkylenedioxythiophene)-based
capacitors using ionic liquids as
supporting electrolytes, Navy Case No.
83733//U.S. Patent No. 7,578,859:
Poly(3,4-alkylenedioxythiophene)-based
capacitors using ionic liquids as
supporting electrolytes, Navy Case No.
97448.

SUMMARY:

Requests for copies of the
inventions cited should be directed to
Naval Air Warfare Center Weapons
Division, Code 4L4000D, 1900 N. Knox
Road Stop 6312, China Lake, CA 93555–
6106 and must include the Navy Case
number.

ADDRESSES:

Mr.
Michael D. Seltzer, PhD, Head,
Technology Transfer Office, Naval Air
Warfare Center Weapons Division, Code
498400D, 1900 N. Knox Road Stop 6312,
China Lake, CA 93555–6106, telephone:
760–939–1074, fax: 760–939–1210, Email: michael.seltzer@navy.mil.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Authority: 35 U.S.C. 207, 37 CFR part
404.7.
Dated: August 2, 2010.
D.J. Werner,
Lieutenant Commander, Judge Advocate
Generals Corps, U.S. Navy, Federal Register
Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 2010–19395 Filed 8–5–10; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810–FF–P
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Townsend Bombing Range EIS
Distribution List
Salutation FirstName

LastName

OfficeAgency

Title

Address1a

Address1b

City_State_Zip1

Federal
Senator

Saxby

Chambliss

U.S. Senate

Senator, Georgia, U.S. Senate

416 Russell Senate Office Building

Senator

Johnny

Isakson

U.S. Senate

Senator, Georgia, U.S. Senate

One Overton Park, Suite 970

The
Honorable
The
Honorable
The
Honorable
The
Honorable
Mr.

Jack

Kingston

U.S. House of Representatives

Sanford

Col.

Jeffrey

Mr.

Heinz

Mueller

Major

Phillip

May

Col.

John R.

Snider

U.S. Marine Corps, Air Station Beaufort

Mr.
Mr.

Vance C.
Rodney

Smith, Jr.
Barry

Mrs.
Mr.
Mr.

Cynthia
Strant
Dave

K. Dohner
Colwell
Purser

Georgia Department of Transportation
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration Georgia
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Southeast
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Coastal
U.S. Forest Service, Southern Region
(Region 8) NEPA Coordinator

Dr.

Willie

R. Taylor

Department of the Interior

Dr.

Roy

Crabtree

National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Regional Administrator
Administration
National Marine Fisheries Service
Southeast Regional Office

263 13th Avenue, South

Mr.

James E.

Tillman, Sr.

Natural Resources Conservation Service
(Georgia USDA Office)

355 East Hancock Avenue

Stop Number 200

Athens, GA 30601

State of Georgia
148 Williams Avenue

203 State Capitol

Atlanta, GA 30334
Lyons, GA 30436

Jack

Sanford
Douglas

Congressman
1st District, Georgia
Kingston
U.S. House of Representatives
Congressman
1st District, Georgia
D. Bishop Jr. U.S. House of Representatives
Congressman
2nd District, Georgia
D. Bishop Jr. U.S. House of Representatives
Congressman
2nd District, Georgia
Murphey
Federal Aviation Administration, Southern Regional Administrator
Region
M. Hall
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Savannah District Commander
District

3625 Cumberland Blvd.

Atlanta, GA 30339

2368 Rayburn HOB

Washington, DC 20515

805 Gloucester St. , Room #304

Brunswick, GA 31520

2429 Rayburn HOB

Washington, DC 20515

235 West Roosevelt Ave.

United States Environmental Protection
Chief, NEPA Program Office
Agency, Region 4
Federal Emergency Management Agency Regional Administrator
Region 4

Washington, DC 20510

Albany Towers, Suite 114

Albany, GA 31701

1701 Columbia Ave.

College Park, GA 30337

100 W. Oglethorpe Ave.

Savannah, GA 31401

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Mail Code: 9T25

Atlanta, GA 30303

3003 Chamblee Tucker Road

Atlanta, GA 30341

Commanding Officer

P.O. Box 55001

Beaufort, SC 22904

Commissioner
Division Administrator

One Georgia Center
61 Forsyth Street, S.W.

600 West Peachtree NW
Suite 17T100

Atlanta, GA 30308
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Regional Director
1875 Century Boulevard, NE
Field Supervisor
4980 Wildlife Drive N. E.
(Acting) Team Leader for Integrating Human 1720 Peachtree Road NW
and Natural Resources

Suite 400

Atlanta, GA 30345
Townsend, GA 31331
Atlanta, GA 30309

Director of the Office of Environmental
Policy and Compliance

MS 2462

Washington, DC 20240

1849 C Street, NW

St. Petersburg, FL 33701

State Conservationist

State
Governor
Senator

Sonny
Tommie

Perdue
Williams

Office of the Governor
Georgia State Senate

Governor
President Pro Tempore, District 19 (Long,
Wayne, Appling, Jeff Davis, Toombs,
Montgomery, Wheeler, Liberty, and Tattnall
Counties), Georgia State Senate

Senator

Jeff

Chapman

Georgia State Senate

Senator

Earl "Buddy"

Carter

Georgia State Senate

Senate District 3 (McIntosh, Glynn, Camden, P.O. Box 3119
Brantley, Charlton Counties)
406 Purple Finch Drive
Senate District 1 (Bryan, Chatham, and
Liberty Counties, Cities of Savannah,
Pembroke, and Hinesville)
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Brunswick, GA 31521
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LastName

OfficeAgency

Title

Address1a

Senator

Salutation FirstName
Earl "Buddy"

Carter

Georgia State Senate

Senate District 1 (Bryan, Chatham, and
Liberty Counties, Cities of Savannah,
Pembroke, and Hinesville)

302-B Coverdell Legislative Office
Building

Atlanta, GA 30334

Mr.

Roger

Lane

Georgia House of Representatives

P.O. Box 899-D

Darien, Georgia 31305

Mr.

Roger

Lane

Barbara

Jackson

Mr.
Mr.
Ms.

F. Allen
Chris
Jenny Lynn

Barnes
Clark
Bradley

402 Coverdell Legislative Office
Building
270 Washington Street, SW, 8th
Floor
2 Martin Luther King Jr. Drive
2 Martin Luther King Jr. Drive
1 Sylvan Island Road

Atlanta, GA 30334

Ms.

Representative, District 167 (McIntosh, Long,
Wayne, and Glynn Counties)
Georgia House of Representatives
Representative, District 167 (McIntosh, Long,
Wayne, and Glynn Counties)
Georgia State Clearing House
Intergovernmental Review State Point of
Contact
Georgia Department of Environmental
Director
Georgia Department of Natural Resources Commissioner
Georgia Department of Natural Resources Vice Chair, Coastal District

Mr.

Spud

Woodward

Director

400 Commerce Center Drive

Mr.

David

Crass

Acting Director

254 Washington Street, SW

Ground Level

Atlanta, GA 30334

Ms.

Becky

Kelley

Director

2 Martin Luther King Jr. Drive

Suite 1352, East Tower

Atlanta, GA 30334

Mr.

Darrell

Crosby

Georgia Department of Natural Resources,
Coastal Resources Division
Georgia Department of Natural Resources,
Historic Preservation Division
Georgia Department of Natural Resources,
Parks, Recreation, and Historic Sites
Georgia Department of Natural Resources,
District Operations Program

District Manager

Coastal District, Brunswick Office

400 Commerce Center Drive

Brunswick, GA 31523

Mr.

Brian

Baker

Coastal District, Savannah Office

400 Commerce Center Drive

Brunswick, GA 31523

Mr.

Tommy

Irvin

Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Manager
District Operations Program
Georgia Department of Agriculture
Commissioner

204 Agricultural Building

19 Martin Luther King, Jr. Dr., S.W. Atlanta, GA 30334

Major Gen.
Mr.

William T.
Mike

Nesbitt
Beatty

Adjutant General
Commissioner

P.O. Box 1970
60 Executive Park South

Marietta, GA 30061
Atlanta, GA 30329

Mr.

Mike

Garrett

Georgia Department of Defense
Georgia Department of Community
Affairs
Georgia Department of Economic
Development

Chairman

75 Fifth Street, N.W., Suite 1200

Atlanta, GA 30308

Col.

Bill

Hitchens

Georgia Department of Public Safety

Commissioner

P.O. Box 1456

Atlanta, GA 30371-1456

Mr.

Robert

Farris

5645 Riggins Mill Road

Dry Branch, Georgia 31020

Ms.

Jane

Griess

Georgia Forestry Commission (Districts 8 Director
and 10)
Savannah Coastal Refuges
Project Leader

Parkway Business Center

1000 Business Center Drive, Suite 10 Savannah, GA 31405

Mr.

Allen

Burns

Coastal Regional Commission of Georgia Executive Director

Coastal Georgia Regional
Development Center

127 F Street

Brunswick, GA 31520

Mr.

Rahn

Milligan

Regional Representative

151 Langston Chapel Road

Suite 700

Statesboro, GA 30459

Mr.

Brent L.

Dykes

Georgia Soil and Water Conservation
Commission - Region 6
Georgia Soil and Water Conservation
Commission Headquarters

Executive Director

4310 Lexington Road

P. O. Box 8024

Athens, GA 30603
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Address1b
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Atlanta, GA 30334
Suite 1152, East Tower
Suite 1152, East Tower

Atlanta, GA 30334
Atlanta, GA 30334
Savannah, GA 31404
Brunswick, GA 31523-8251
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106 Washington Street
106 Washington Street

Darien, GA 31305
Darien, GA 31305
Darien, GA 31305

P.O. Box 896
310 Northway
P.O. Box 476
469 N. Macon Street

Darien, GA 31305
Darien, GA 31305
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
Jesup, GA 31598
Jessup, GA 31546
Jessup, GA 31546

Local
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

John
Brett
Jason

Cox
Cook
Coley

City of Darien, Office of Mayor
City Mayor
City of Darien, Office of Mayor
City Manager
Darien-McIntosh Chamber of Commerce Chair

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.

Wally
Luther
Frank
Myrtice
Mike
Herb
Onda Cole

Orrel
Smart
Middleton
Warren
Deal
Shaw
Woodard

McIntosh County Industrial Development
McIntosh County Commissioner’s Office
Long County Commissioner’s Office
City of Ludowici
Wayne County Board of Commissioners
City of Jesup
City of Jesup

Director
County Manager
Clerk of Court
City Mayor
County Administrator
City Mayor
City Manager

P.O. Box 452
P.O. Box 452
1111 Magnolia Bluff Way
SW, #255
105 Fort King George Road
P.O. Box 584
County Courthouse
P.O. Box 800
P.O. Box 270
162 East Cherry Street
162 East Cherry Street

Tribal Representatives
Mr.

George

Blanchard

Absentee-Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma

Governor

2025 Gordon Cooper Drive

Shawnee, OK 74801

Ms.

Jennifer

Makaseah

Absentee-Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma

NAGPRA Representative/
Tribal Historical Preservation Officer

2025 Gordon Cooper Drive

Shawnee, OK 74801

Ms.
Ms.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Dr.

Glenna J.
Joann
Ron
Rebecca
Donald
Wenonah G.

Wallace
Beckham
Sparkman
Hawkins
Rogers
Haire

Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma
Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma
Shawnee Tribe
Shawnee Tribe
Catawba Indian Nation
Catawba Indian Nation

P.O. Box 350
P.O. Box 350
P.O. Box 189
P.O. Box 189
996 Avenue of the Nations
1536 Tom Steven Road

Seneca, MO 64865
Seneca, MO 64865
Miami, OK 74355
Miami, OK 74355
Rock Hill, SC 29730
Rock Hill, SC 29730

Mr.
Dr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.

Chadwick
Richard
George
Lisa
Mitchell
Willard
A.D.
Joyce
Buford
Robert

Smith
Allen
Wickliffe
Stopp
Cypress
Steel
Ellis
Bear
Rolin
Thrower

Cherokee Nation of Oklahoma
Cherokee Nation
United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee
United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee
Seminole Tribe of Florida
Ah-Tah-Thi-Ki Museum
Muscogee (Creek) Nation
Muscogee (Creek) Nation
Poarch Band of Creek Indians
Poarch Band of Creek Indians

Chief
NAGPRA Representative
Chairman
NAGPRA Representative
Chief
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer and
Director
Principal Chief
NAGPRA Representative
Chief
NAGPRA Representative
Chairman
NAGPRA Representative
Chief
NAGPRA Representative
Chairman
NAGPRA Representative/
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer

P.O. Box 948
P.O. Box 948
P.O. Box 746
P.O. Box 746
6300 Stirling Road
HC 62, Box 21 A
P.O. Box 580
P.O. Box 580
5811 Jack Springs Road
5811 Jack Springs Road

Tahlequah, OK 74465
Tahlequah, OK 74465
Tahlequah, OK 74464
Tahlequah, OK 74464
Hollywood, FL 33024
Clewiston, FL 33440
Okmulgee, OK 74447
Okmulgee, OK 74447
Atmore, AL 36502
Atmore, AL 36502

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.

Louis
Charles
Tarpie
Augustine

McGert
Coleman
Yargee
Asbury

Thlopthlocco Tribal Town
Thlopthlocco Tribal Town
Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town
Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town

Town King
NAGPRA Representative
Chief
Second Chief/NAGPRA Representative

P.O. Box 188
Rt. 1 Box 190-A
P.O. Box 187
P.O. Box 187

Okemah, OK 74859
Weleetka, OK 74880
Wetumka, OK 74883
Wetumka, OK 74883

Ms.
Ms.
Mr.

Jennie
Evelyn
Leo

Lillard
Bucktrot
Henry

Kialegee Tribal Town
Kialegee Tribal Town
Tuscarora Nation

Town King/Mekko
NAGPRA Representative
Chief

108 N. Main, P.O. Box 332
108 N. Main, P.O. Box 332
2235 Mount Hope Road

Wetumka, OK 74883
Wetumka, OK 74883
Sanborn, NY 14123

Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Richard
Bill
Virginia
Gregory
Terry
Olin

Hill
Anoatubby
Nail
Pyle
Cole
William

Tuscarora Nation
Chickasaw Nation
Chickasaw Nation
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma

Tribal Representative
Governor
NAGPRA Representative
Chief
NAGPRA Representative
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer

2235 Mount Hope Road
P.O. Box 1548
American Building, Suite 310
P.O. Drawer 1210
P.O. Drawer 1210
P.O. Drawer 1210

Sanborn, NY 14123
Ada, OK 74821
Ada, OK 74820
Durant, OK 74702
Durant, OK 74702
Durant, OK 74702
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Address1a
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City_State_Zip1

Suite 410

Atlanta, GA 30309
Savannah, GA 31401
Darien, GA 31305
Decatur, GA 30030

Other Interested Parties
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.

Braye
Alison
Len
Mark

Boardman
McGee
Hauss
Woodall

The Nature Conservancy, Georgia Chapter
The Nature Conservancy, Georgia Chapter
Altamaha River Keepers
The Sierra Club, Georgia Chapter

Chair
Local Staff
President
Chapter Chair

1330 West Peachtree Street
145 Bull Street, 2nd floor
P.O. Box 2642
743 E. College Ave, Suite B

Ms.

Catharine

Atlanta Audubon Society

Executive Director

4055 Roswell Road

Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.

Hazel
Ben
Stephen A.
Pierre
Beth

Brockman
Kuchar
Langrall
Brewton
Stutts
Howard
Blalock

Central Savannah River Land Trust
The Coastal Environmental Organization
Georgia Land Trust
Georgia Conservancy
Georgia Conservancy, Coastal Office

Executive Director

P.O. Box 148
P.O. Box 2107
President
428 Bull Street, Suite 210
President
817 W. Peachtree Street
Coastal Land Conservation Program Manager 428 Bull Street

Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Ms.
Mr.

Chris
Wayne
Ellen
April
Jerry L.

Osborne
Jenkins
Honeycutt
Ingle
McCollum

Mr.

Russ

Webb

Georgia Conservation Voters
Georgia Forest Watch
Georgia Native Plant Society
Georgia River Network
Georgia Wildlife Federation
Southeast Land Preservation Trust
Savannah National Wildlife Refuge

Executive Director
Executive Director
President
Executive Director
President and CEO
President
Refuge Manager

Mr.

William

Tan

Mr.

Bill

Cain

RTOC Limited Partnership
Rayonier Forest Resources
Georgia Military Affairs Coordinating
Committee

175 Trinity Avenue, SW
15 Tower Road
P.O. Box 422085
126 South Milledge Avenue
11600 Hazelbrand Road
11 Wildwood Valley
Savannah Coastal Refuge Complex

Atlanta, GA 30342

Suite 200

Suite E3

694 Beech Hill Lane

P.O. Box 728
Deputy Executive Director

Augusta, GA 30903
Savannah, GA 31402
Savannah, GA 31401
Atlanta, GA 30308
Savannah, GA 31401
Atlanta, GA 30303
Ellijay, GA 30540
Atlanta, GA 30342
Athens, Georgia 30605
Covington, GA 30014
Atlanta, GA 30350
Hardeeville, SC 29927
Fernandina Beach, FL 32035

#7 Martin L. King Jr. Drive

Room 144

Atlanta, GA 30334

Altamaha River Partnership

239 NE Park Avenue

Suite E

Baxley, GA 31513

United States Environmental Protection
Regional Administrator (Acting)
Agency, Region 4
Georgia Airports Association
President
Darien Downtown Development Authority Executive Director
Georgia Air National Guard
Commander
Squad Combat Readiness Training Center
The Georgia Lakes Society
President
Forest Resource Consultants
Account Manager
Portal Hunting Club
President

Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center

61 Forsyth Street, SW

Atlanta, GA 30303

SW Georgia Regional Airport
P.O. Box 452
Savannah CRTC/CC

3905 Newton Rd, Suite 100
106 Washington Street
1401 Robert B. Miller Jr. Road

Albany, GA 31701-7356
Darien, GA 31305
Savannah. GA 31408-9099

Additional Contacts
Mr.

Stanley

Meiburg

Ms.
Mr.
Col.

Yvette
Frank
Floyd

Aehle
Field
Harbin

Ms.
Mr.
Mr.

Mary
Craig
Gerald

Mayhew
Russell
Cail

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Michael
Michael
Jason

Smith
D. Garrett
Goldstein

Ms.

Katrina

Morris

Georgia Transmission
President and CEO
Georgia Power
President and CEO
Southern Natural Gas
Verizon Wireless of the East LP
Atlanta Gas Light
Georgia Department of Natural Resources nmental Review Coordinator
Nongame Conservation Section
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P.O. Box 440994
1233 Tram Rd., NW
1909 Stuckey Lane
Statesboro, GA 30461
2100 E. Exchange Place
241 Ralph McGill Boulevard NE
P.O. Box 2563
180 Washington Valley Road
P.O. Box 4569
Wildlife Resources Conservation
Center

Kennesaw, GA 30160
Townsend, GA 31331
Townsend, GA 31331
P.O. Box 2088

Dept. 6250
2065 US Highway 278 SE

Tucker, GA 30084
Atlanta, GA 30308
Birmingham, AL 35202
Bedminster, NJ 07921
Atlanta, GA 30302-4569
Social Circle, GA 30025
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Salutation FirstName

LastName

OfficeAgency

Title

Address1a

Address1b

City_State_Zip1

Kelly

FIATP SSF Timber LLC

President

Forest Investment Associates LP 15 Piedmont Center Suite 1250

Atlanta, Georgia 30305

IRA 150511
1888 River Road

Jacksonville, FL 32207
Jacksonville, FL 32207

Landowners
Mr.

L. Michael

Mr.
R. Lee Smith
Mr. and Mrs. Lee and Christy Smith

Mid-Ohio Securities Corp
Lee and Christy Smith

1888 River Road

Mr.

L. Michael

Kelly

Goodwood Georgia LLC

President

Forest Investment Associates LP 15 Piedmont Center Suite 1250

Atlanta, Georgia 30305

Mr.
Mr.

William
Lee M.

Tan
Thomas

RTOC Limited Parternship
Rayonier Forest Resources LP

Chief Executive Officer
President and Chief Executive Officer

P.O Box 728
P.O Box 728

Fernandina Beach, FL 32035
Fernandina Beach, FL 32035

259 Old Gun Road
2231 Steve Nelson Road, NE
1227 Goulds Landing Road, NE
205 W. Commons Drive

Midway, GA 31320
Townsend, GA 31331
Townsend, GA 31331
St. Simons Island, GA 31522

Interested Public (Requested to be added during Scoping Period)
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr. and Mrs.

Joe
Billy
David
Bill

Parker, Jr.
Wilkinson
Illegible
Weaver

Resident
Resident
Resident
Residents
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Notice of Intent to Conduct Public Scoping and
Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the
Proposed Modernization and Expansion of
Townsend Bombing Range, McIntosh County, Georgia
Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the Department of the Navy
(DoN) intends to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and conduct public
scoping meetings for the modernization and expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range
(TBR) located in McIntosh County, Georgia, to accommodate the use of inert (with spotting
charge) precision-guided munitions (PGMs) with their associated larger land requirements.
To accomplish this, the United States Marine Corps proposes to acquire lands in the vicinity
of TBR on which to create new target areas to allow for a greater range of training activities.
The DoN is initiating a 30-day public scoping process, which begins with the advertisement
of the Notice of Intent in the Federal Register on August 6, 2010, to identify community
interests and local issues to be addressed in the EIS. Two public scoping meetings, using
an informal open house format, will be held from 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. on the following
dates and at the following locations in Georgia:
August 24, 2010
City of Ludowici Meeting Room, City Hall,
469 North Macon Street, Ludowici, GA 31316.
August 26, 2010
Haynes Auditorium Ida Hilton Public Library,
1105 Northway, Darien, GA 31305.
All written comments must be postmarked by September 7, 2010 to:
Townsend EIS Project Manager
Post Office Box 180458
Tallahassee, Florida 32318
For additional project information, please refer to the project website at
http://www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com or phone (843) 228-7201.
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO REOPEN PUBLIC SCOPING
FOR THE PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE PROPOSED
MODERNIZATION AND EXPANSION OF TOWNSEND
BOMBING RANGE, MCINTOSH GEORGIA
The Department of the Navy (DoN) intends to prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the modernization and expansion of the Townsend
Bombing Range (TBR) located in McIntosh County, Georgia, to accommodate
the use of inert (with spotting charge) precision-guided munitions with their
associated larger land requirements. To accomplish this, the United States
Marine Corps proposes to acquire lands in the vicinity of TBR on which to
create new target areas to allow for a greater range of training activities.
The DoN initiated a 30-day public scoping process to identify community
interests and local issues to be addressed in the EIS, which ended on
September 7, 2010. However, the Environmental Impact Study Team identified
a problem with the project's Post Office Box when letters were not being
received and some were returned to their senders. As a result, the DoN is
reopening the public comment period for an additional 30 days, which will end
on November 8, 2010 to allow members of the public an opportunity to
resubmit their feedback. The public may submit comments during the
additional scoping period via the project Web site
(www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com) and project email address
(townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com).

Also, all written comments must be
postmarked by November 8, 2010 to:
Townsend EIS
Project Manager
Post Office Box 180458
Tallahassee, Florida 32318
For additional project information, please refer to the project Web site at:
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com or phone (843) 228-7558
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Release 17-10

Marine Corps to Study Potential Land Acquisition
MCAS BEAUFORT, S.C. (Aug 6, 2010) – The Department of the Navy announced today that it
will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that will analyze five alternatives for
possible land acquisition that would modernize the Townsend Bombing Range, as well as a noaction alternative.

“It is imperative that Marines receive the most realistic training before deploying to combat. The
modernization of our range in Townsend would allow Marines to train as they fight, with precisionguided munitions,” said Col. John R. Snider, Commanding Officer, Marine Corps Air Station
Beaufort. “We are committed to working with the local community as partners and look forward to
receiving public comments on our proposed alternatives and the issues to be studied.”

The Marine Corps’ Coastal Georgia range is operated by the Georgia Air National Guard. The Navy
published its Notice of Intent to prepare the environmental study, including a description of the
alternatives to be studied and announcing a schedule of public scoping meetings.

The first step in undertaking an environmental assessment will be the public scoping meetings and
public comment period. The public scoping meetings are scheduled as follows:
Tuesday, August 24, 2010, 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m., City of Ludowici Meeting Room,
City Hall, 469 North Macon Street, Ludowici, GA 31316
Thursday, August 26, 2010, 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m., Haynes Auditorium – Ida Hilton
Public Library, 1105 Northway, Darien, GA 31305
The 30-day public scoping comment period will end on September 7. All public comments will be
reviewed in determining the alternatives and issues to be studied and released in the final report.

Please contact Gunnery Sgt. Chad McMeen, MCAS Beaufort Public Affairs Officer, at
(843) 228-7201 or cell (843) 321-6659 with any additional questions.

-USMC-

Initial Study Areas and Alternatives for
TBR Modernization EIS

EIS ALTERNATIVE

AREA

ACREAGE

1

1

11,948

2

1+3

36,828

3

3

24,880

4

1+2

26, 700

5

1+2+3

51, 580
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Release 18-10

Marine Corps to reopen public comment period for Townsend Bombing Range

MCAS BEAUFORT, S.C. (Oct. 8, 2010) – The public comment period reopened to allow
the community an opportunity to resend their feedback to the Department of the Navy regarding the
proposed land acquisition that would modernize the Townsend Bombing Range. The new public
comment period will end Nov. 8.
The decision to reopen the public comment period was made when the Environmental
Impact Study team identified a problem with the designated post office box when letters were not
received during the initial public scoping period.
“We anticipate this will have minimum impact to the overall EIS timeline however, we felt
it necessary to inform the public and provide an opportunity to be involved and voice their
comments,” said Col. John Snider, Commanding Officer, Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort.
Comments or questions should be submitted via the following:
1) The project Web site (www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com);
2) Email to townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com; or
3) Letter to Townsend EIS, Post Office Box 180458, Tallahassee, FL 32318.
All public comments will be reviewed and considered in determining the alternatives and
issues to be studied. All comments will be released in the final report.
Please contact 1st Lt. Sharon Hyland, MCAS Beaufort Public Affairs Officer, at (843) 2287201 or cell (843) 321-6658 with any additional questions.
-xxxx-
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Name
Address
City/State
Dear Name:

Subj:

PROPOSED LAND ACQUISITION EXPANDING THE TOWNSEND BOMBING RANGE IN
COASTAL GEORGIA

from stakeholders will be considered in the finalization and evaluation of
alternatives. All efforts of which will lead to a Record of Decision.
I have included a project fact sheet, a graphic of the potential
acquisition areas that will be studied, and the public scoping meetings
schedule for your ready information.
Please be assured that the United States Marine Corps and the Georgia Air
National Guard are committed to working with neighbors and stakeholders as
full participating partners during this entire process. Should you have any
questions or desire further information, please contact my Community Planning
and Liaison Officer, Ms. Alice Howard, at 843-228-7558 or via email at
townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com.
Very Respectfully,

~~
Colonel, USMC
Commanding Officer

Attachments:
Public Meeting Sked
Fact Sheet
Potential Aqn Graphic

2

Environmental Impact Statement (EI
u lie co ing eeting Schedu e
Two public scoping meetings, using an informal open house format, will be held to provide the public with an
opportunity view project-related displays, speak with USMC and GA Air National Guard representatives and
submit public comment forms. All comments regarding the scope of issues that the USMC should consider
during the EIS preparation must be received prior to September 7,2010. Additional information concerning
the meetings and the proposed alternatives to be studie~ in the EIS are available on the EIS website at:
http://www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com

Public Meetings:
4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.
Tuesday, August 24, 2010
City of Ludowici Meeting Room
City Hall, 469 North Macon Street
Ludowici, GA 31316
Thursday, August 26, 2010
Haynes Auditorium - Ida Hilton Public Library
1105 Northway
Darien, GA 31305
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FACT SHEET
BACKGROUND A D REQU REME
Training efficiency for pilots stationed at Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Beaufort is sub-optimal because bombing ranges in the area
cannot fulfill a significant percentage of aircrew proficiency requirements, including for precision-guided munitions (PGM). The Marine
Corps' Townsend Bombing Range (TBR), located in coastal Georgia and operated by the Georgia Air National Guard, provides an
opportunity for conducting a wider variety of training for air-to-ground operations, including with PGM. Modernization at TBR to support
enhanced training would create a range meeting 93 percent of air-crew air-to-ground training requirements, as opposed to 43 percent
with the current range. This would also make for more efficient use of the larger training ranges in the Southwest IRegion.

MODER IZATIO ST TUS:
•

•
•

•
•
•
•

•
•

The Marine Corps Requirements Oversight Council (MROC) identified TBR for modernization and expansion to meet this PGM
training requirement for units stationed at MCAS Beaufort. The Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Energy, Installations
and Environment) concurred.
The Office of the Secretary of Defense (OSD) approved the study of opportunities for land acquisition at TBR.
An Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will study TBR modernization alternatives. The EIS will analyze land in the vicinity of the
range for possible acquisition. Multiple land acquisition configurations will' be evaluated that could best meet the training
modernization requirements. The EIS will assess environmental impacts of the alternatives, including identification of any mitigation
necessary. Five alternatives have been identified in the Notice of Intent issued in the Federal Register on August 6,2010; as well
as aNo Action Alternative.
Only minor modification to current Special Use Airspace would be required for any land acquisition, i.e., modifying the current
Restricted Airspace to include the area from 0-100 feet above ground level, over any newly acquired lands.
Public scoping meetings will be held on August 24th and 26 th to solicit public review and comments on the project and proposed
alternatives that will be studied in the EIS and will be used to finalize the range of reasonable alternatives studied in the EIS.
A Draft EIS will be available for review and comment by the public in the Fall of 2011.
After the Final EIS is completed and pUblished in the Spring of 2012, the Assistant Secretary of the Navy will determine the best
modernization option based on the completed EIS, training requirements, cost and other issues. This decision will be published in a
Record of Decision (ROD) in the Fall of 2012.
If approved in the ROD, any land acquisition would require Congressional approval and MILCON funding. The Federal Aviation
Administration would determine through rulemaking whether to make any requested Special Use Airspace modifications.
The Marine Corps and its partner the Georgia Air National Guard are committed to working with Congress, state and local leaders,
resource and regulatory agencies, neighbors and public stakeholders throughout the process to inform them, and receive and
analyze their comments.

TBR ODE NIZATION FACTS
•
•
•

The Georgia Air National Guard, U.S. Air Force, U.S. Army, and U.S. Navy units train at TBR and will continue to do so.
Land acquisition to provide for new training capabilities would include sufficient lands to protect public safety.
The land in the vicinity of the range is largely surrounded by pine forests. Fair market value would be offered for any land or
property interests identified for acquisition.
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORPS AIR STATION
BEAUFORT, SOUTH CAROLINA 29904-5001
IN REPLY REFER TO

5090
NREAO/111
04 AUG 2010

Name
Address
City/State
Dear Name:
Pursuant to Section (102)(2)(c) of the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, and regulations implemented by the
Council on Environmental Quality (40 Code of Federal
Regulations [CFR] Parts 1500-1508), Department of the Navy
(Navy) NEPA regulations (32 CFR Part 775), and United States
Marine Corps (USMC) NEPA directives (Marine Corps Order
P5090.2A, changes 1 and 2), the Navy intends to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and conduct public
scoping meetings for proposed land acquisitions that would
expand Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) located in McIntosh
County, Georgia, for the use of inert (with spotting charge)
precision-guided munitions (PGMs) to support USMC aviation
training and readiness proficiency for air-to-ground
operations.
TBR is under USMC jurisdiction, owned by the federal
government, and is operated by the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG). Expanding TBR by acquiring lands in the vicinity of
the current range and accommodating PGM training would
significantly enhance air-to-ground training capabilities at
Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort, South Carolina. Presently,
TBR can accommodate only 43% of the training requirements.
Implementation of the proposed project would allow USMC
aviators to meet up to 93% of their training requirements at
TBR.
The preparation of an EIS is necessary to support the proposed
land acquisition and modernization. The study will analyze
land in the vicinity of the Range for possible acquisition to
support achieving USMC training objectives. The potential
environmental effects associated with the proposed project
will be evaluated in the EIS. The EIS process will begin with
public scoping, which commences upon publication of the Notice
of Intent in the Federal Register on August 6, 2010.

The USMC is initiating the scoping process to identify
community concerns and local issues to be addressed in the
EIS. Federal, state, and local agencies and interested persons
are encouraged to provide comments to the USMC to help
identify specific issues or topics of environmental concern
that should be addressed in the EIS. To obtain this input, the
USMC will host two open-house public scoping meetings. During
these meetings, the public will be provided an opportunity to
view project-related displays, speak with USMC and GA ANG
representatives, and submit comments on the proposed project.
The public scoping meetings will be held from 4:00 to 7:00
p.m. on the following dates and at the following locations in
Georgia:
1) Tuesday, August 24, 2010, City of Ludowici Meeting Room,
City Hall, 469 North Macon Street, Ludowici, GA 31316.
2) Thursday, August 26, 2010, Haynes Auditorium – Ida
Hilton Public Library, 1105 Northway, Darien, GA 31305.
At this time, the USMC is requesting that your agency identify
any specific information, issues, or concerns that should be
included in the EIS that would facilitate the decision-making
process. Please note that this letter is for NEPA scoping
purposes only, and that the USMC shall initiate consultation
under separate cover with your agency in the near future
regarding this undertaking, pursuant to Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and
implementing regulations 36 CFR 800.
Additional information concerning the meetings and the
proposed project are available on the EIS Web site at:
http://www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com. Notices for the public
scoping meetings will be published in the following local
newspapers: The Darien News, The Press-Sentinel, and the
Savannah Morning News. Comments or questions should be
directed to Townsend EIS Project Manager, Post Office Box
180458, Tallahassee, FL 32318; email:
townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com. All written comments must be
postmarked no later than September 7, 2010.
Sincerely,

J.R. SNIDER
Colonel, U.S. Marine Corps
Commanding Officer
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORPS AIR STATION
BEAUFORT, SOUTH CAROLINA 29904-5001

October 6, 2010

Name
Address
City/State/Zip
Dear Name:
The United States Department of the Navy (Navy) intends to prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for proposed land acquisitions that would expand Townsend Bombing Range
located in McIntosh County, Georgia, for the use of inert (with spotting charge) precision-guided
munitions to support United States Marine Corps (USMC) aviation training and readiness
proficiency for air-to-ground operations.
The EIS process began with a scoping period that was intended to identify community interests
and local issues with the proposed project. During the 30-day (August 6 to September 7, 2010)
public scoping process, the USMC hosted two open-house public scoping meetings (August 24
and 26, 2010) and accepted public comments. The USMC provided various methods for the
public to comment, including email, mail, and through the project Web site. During the public
scoping period, the Environmental Impact Study Team identified a problem with the project’s
Post Office Box when mailed comments were not being received. An exhaustive search for the
letters conducted with the U.S. Postal Service resulted in the finding of nine misplaced letters,
including a test letter sent by the Project Team, and the discovery that some letters had been
returned to their senders. As a result, the USMC is reopening the public comment period for an
additional 30 days, which will end on November 8, 2010, to allow the members of the public an
opportunity to resubmit their feedback. This action is anticipated to have minimal impact to the
overall EIS process; nevertheless, the USMC felt it necessary to inform the public and provide
another opportunity for public comment.
Comments or questions should be submitted via the following:
1) the project Web site (www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com);
2) email to townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com; or
3) letter to Townsend EIS, Post Office Box 180458, Tallahassee, FL 32318.
Notices announcing the additional public scoping period will be published in the following local
newspapers: The Darien News, The Press-Sentinel, and the Savannah Morning News. All written
comments must be postmarked no later than November 8, 2010. For additional project
information please refer to the project Web site at www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com or phone
(843) 228-7558.
Sincerely,

J.R. SNIDER
Colonel, U.S. Marine Corps
Commanding Officer
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Public discusses bomb range
Date
Section(s)
Byline

August 27,2010
Local News
By ERlKA CAPEK The Brunswick News

Glass Repair
Replacement

There were more questions than answers Thursday as military officials listened to comments
and concerns of Mcintosh County residents about a proposed expansion ofa bombing range in
Townsend, about 14 miles north of Darien.
The U.S. Marine Corps, which wants to acquire more land to expand the bombing range, held
the second of two information sessions at the Ida Hilton Library, in Darien. The first was
Tuesday in Ludowici. The Marine Corps is considering several land acquisition alternatives,
ranging from nearly 12,000 acres to 51,000 acres.
Among those studying the displays set up by Marine Corps Thursday to detail the project was
Wally Orrel, president of the Darien-Mcintosh County Chamber of Commerce.
Orrel, one of 68 persons who browsed the displays during the first 30 minutes of the three
hour session, said he is concerned about losing thousands of acres of land and tax revenue to
an expansion project that will not create any new jobs.
Ron Popiel, a Mcintosh County resident, had a good reason to want to find out more about the
expansion.
"We live out in that area," Popiel said. He is concerned about the potential for noise.
The bombing range is operated by the Georgia Air National Guard and used by other military
Clid{ here for
forces to test munitions and to improve pilots' skills. The range cannot be used for precision
,'aluablt> Coupon"
guided missile training because it is too small.
The training range is used for non-explosive, or inert munitions, including guns, rockets,
GLASSDOCTOf~
rr"'.
bombs and laser training munitions. Those munitions contain the equivalent of about a 10
gauge shotgun shell that explode on impact.
912-26-"t-7596
Like others, Popiel moved from station to station at the session, talking to military
representatives. He noted that it seemed like a lot of precautionary measures were being taken
by the military.
There is still a lot of work to be done before a decision is made. The Marine Corps is in the
process of gathering information for an environmental impact statement.
An impact statement, to be completed by fall 20 II, will be a detailed, roughly 3,000-page
study that will analyze potential effects an expansion would have on the environment and the
community.
It wi 11 also address questions and concerns residents subm itted.
"There are a lot of things that need to be studied," Sgt. Chad McMeen, public affairs officer for
the Marine Corps, said. "There's also a no-action alternative, and we could do nothing. This
(process of analysis) is in the very early stages."
Officials are encouraging people to give them specific concerns by Sept. 7, when a 30-day
public scoping period ends. Comments will be reviewed and released in a final report. The
final decision is to be published in fall 2012.
.-/'""
Speak up
Anyone can offer comments of the planned expansion of the bombing range at Townsend
online at www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com or by mail to Townsend EIS Project Manager,
~'lT1.
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1 of 1

1 of 2

2 of 2

1 of 4

2 of 4

3 of 4

4 of 4

Page 1 of 1

Print This Article
By Mike Riddle
Correspondent

Long County asked to oppose expansion of bombing range

Long County commissioners addressed a recent surge of opposition to the expansion of the
Townsend Bombing Range during the commission’s September meeting.
Long County resident Tommy Houston went before the commissioners and said he thinks the
proposed range expansion will hurt county revenue and the environment. Houston said the
county already recently lost more than 300,000 taxable acres to eminent domain, and the
proposed expansion would take another 51,000 acres.
The resident estimated that Long County will lose $252,714 annually if the expansion goes
through.
“Nobody in this room would deny the military what they need, but I don’t think they need all
of this,” Houston said.
He thinks that if the land is used for the bombing range project, the county should request
additional financial compensation because of the potentially negative impact on Long County.
“If this happens, look for your taxes to go up,” Houston said. “What I’m asking you (the
commissioners) to do is to adopt a resolution against this expansion based on its
environmental impact and socioeconomic impact.”
After Houston spoke, Commission Chairman Bobby Walker said several more public hearings
regarding the expansion have been scheduled. He encouraged all county residents to attend
and offer their opinions.
Also at the meeting, Liberty Regional Medical Center Chief Financial Officer Sam Johnson told
commission members about a proposed wellness program for county employees.
Johnson said LRMC has established a presence in Long County with Coastal Manor Long Term
Care Facility and the emergency medical services. He also said 20 percent of LRMC’s business
is from Long County, and the hospital plans to add an adult day care center in the future.
Johnson said a county employee wellness program would encourage healthy lifestyle choices
through education and access to affordable health care. The program also would include a
free annual flu shot clinic, annual medical exams, cardiac screening, diabetes testing,
cholesterol tests, prostate exams and three sick visits per year.
Walker asked how difficult would it be to add Long County senior citizens to the program.
LRMC CEO Scott Kroell, who also attended the meeting, said it would be easy to make the
addition through Medicare.
After a brief discussion, commissioners decided to consider the plan further and get back to
Johnson soon.
In other business commissioners:
• Appointed Harold Tatum, Lillian Simmons and Joyce Williams to the Coastal Regional
Center’s aging services advisory council.
• Appointed Roger Houston to the Long County Development Authority.

http://www.coastalcourier.com/news/article/24388/
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Print This Article
By Mike Riddle
Correspondent

Bombing range buffer worries Long officials
State gets 6,900 acres for Townsend WA

The state recently acquired land in Long County for increased wildlife conservation and to
provide a buffer around the Townsend Bombing Range.
According to a Sept. 29 news release from Gov. Sonny Perdue, Georgia recently bought 6,911
acres in Long County as part of the Townsend Wildlife Management Area. The property is in
the lower Altamaha River floodplain and, according to the release, is one of the most valuable
ecological corridors in the state.
The parcel, which runs along a 10-mile stretch adjacent to the Altamaha River, will serve as
an environmental buffer around the bombing range.
State officials have said the buffer is necessary, but many Long County representatives and
residents think the land acquisition is the first of many that will hurt the county. A proposed
expansion of the bombing range’s training area has drawn a surge of opposition from
government entities and citizens.
Long County Tax Assessor Beverly Johnson said the estimated annual revenue the county will
lose as a result of the 6,911-acre purchase will be around $42,950.
That estimate concerns County Commissioner Wallace Shaw. “It’s just another take-away for
Long County,” he said. “I don’t know what the state and the federal governments are doing,
but if they keep taking land, they’re going to put us out of business.”
Commission Chairman Bobby Walker is worried taxpayers will suffer if the expansion goes
through. “The current acreage that has already been lost cost you, as the taxpayers, over
$300,000 per year. And all we get is timber tax from Fort Stewart for the 24,000 acres that
were taken from Long County. Now the federal government is proposing to take in excess of
another 30,000 acres for the expansion of the TBR,” he said.
Currently, there are five possible proposals for expanding the range. Depending on the
proposal, the additional acreage in question varies from 11,948 acres to as high as 51,580
acres in Long and McIntosh counties.
Recently, the Long County Board of Education, the chamber of commerce and the county
commission addressed the expansion during their respective meetings. The three entities
oppose the project because of the negative financial impact officials believe it will have on the
county.
“If they are going to continue taking land from us, we should get some manner of reasonable
compensation,” Shaw said.
Walker encouraged area residents to make their feelings about the expansion know. “Citizens
of Long County, please get out and voice your opinion. Contact your congressman and
senator, who, I feel, are two of the best at their jobs that we could possible hope for,” he
said.
According to information provided by Marine Corps Air Station-Public Affairs Officer Chad
McMeen, the Townsend Bombing Range expansion is necessary to meet modern training
requirements and to insure the safety of the community.
McMeen said a study is being conducted to identify and evaluate the project’s potential
negative effects on the environment and the community. After the results are released next
fall, the PAO officer said, there will be a series of public meetings and community members
will be invited to offer feedback.

http://www.coastalcourier.com/news/article/24939/
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Townsend comment
period extended
A problem with a post office
box prompted Marine Corps
officials to reopen the public
comment period on a proposed
land acquisition that would ex
pand the Townsend Bombing
Range, owned by Marine Corps
Air Station Beaufort.
The Navy might purchase as
much as 45,000 acres near the
5,183-acre range in McIntosh
County, Ga., according to a no
tice published in the Federal
Register.
A problem with a post office
box caused some public com
ments received by mail to ar
rive after the Sept. 7 deadline,
according to a news release
Friday.
The public comment period
will now end Nov. 8, the release
said.
Information: Go to www.
townsendbombingrangeeis.
com or call Lt. Sharon Hyland
at 843-228-7201.
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TO THE MARINE CORPS PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
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6 Weapon Danger
Zones
7 Alternatives
8 Environmental
Analysis

Today’s open information session is for the United States Marine Corps (USMC)
to gather information for the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) at Townsend Bombing Range (TBR), McIntosh County, Georgia. The EIS will
evaluate the potential environmental effects of acquiring additional property
and constructing the necessary infrastructure to allow the use of precisionguided weapons at TBR. Through the use of precision-guided weapons at TBR,
the USMC can more efficiently meet current training requirements for pilots by
significantly increasing air-to-ground training capabilities at Marine Corps Air
Station (MCAS) Beaufort, South Carolina.
The purpose of this scoping meeting is to inform you of the Proposed Action,
to explain the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the associated
environmental impact analysis, and to get your input and concerns related to
the scope of the EIS.
USMC representatives are available to explain the Proposed Action and
alternatives, answer your questions, and describe the environmental impact
analysis process and related schedule. Areas in the meeting room have been
designated to allow you the opportunity to submit your comments today or refer
to page 3 for additional ways to provide comments.

The public scoping period ends on September 7, 2010. Please submit your
comments by that date to ensure they are considered in the EIS analysis.
For future updates, please visit the project Web site at:
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com
1

FACT SHEET

FOR THE PROPOSED MODERNIZATION AND
EXPANSION OF TOWNSEND BOMBING RANGE
The National Environmental Policy Act
and Public Involvement
The National Environmental Policy Act is the federal law that requires all
federal agencies to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of any
major actions they propose and to inform and involve the public in the
decision-making process.

Environmental Impact Statement
An EIS is a detailed study that analyzes the potential effects, both
positive and negative, that the Proposed Action and the associated
alternatives may have on the environment and the local community.
The Marine Corps’ EIS for the Proposed Modernization and Expansion
of TBR will include the following:
• Purpose of and need for the expansion and modernization of TBR;
• Description of the Proposed Action and alternatives;
• Presentation of existing/baseline conditions and evaluation of any
potential impacts to the environment and the local community;
• Assessment of potential cumulative impacts when the proposal is
considered along with other past, present, and future actions
that have occurred or are occurring in the region; and
• Presentation of measures to avoid, minimize,
or mitigate any impacts.

2

Your involvement
and feedback are
essential to helping
the Marine Corps
make an informed
decision on the
Proposed Action.

Submit Your Comments
Your involvement and feedback are essential to helping the Marine
Corps make an informed decision on the Proposed Action. There are
four ways to provide your comments:
1. At today’s public scoping meeting
2. Online at: www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com
3. By mail to:
Townsend EIS Project Manager
P.O. Box 180458
Tallahassee, FL 32318
		
4. By email to: townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com
		

The public scoping period ends on September 7, 2010.

Scoping Meeting Dates and Locations
Open House Meetings will be from 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

3

History and Mission
History
TBR is a 5,183-acre facility located in McIntosh County, Georgia. The Range is under the jurisdiction of the
Marine Corps and is part of the Georgia Air National Guard’s Combat Readiness Training Center in Savannah,
Georgia. The primary user of TBR is Marine Aircraft Group 31 (MAG 31), based at MCAS Beaufort. TBR serves
as an important training facility for 19 users from five states.
TBR, formerly known as “Glynco Bombing Range,” was first opened as an aerial gunnery range by the U.S.
Navy in the early 1940s. The Range was closed in 1972 in conjunction with the closure of nearby Naval Air
Station Glynco. The Marine Corps reopened the Range in 1981 as Townsend Bombing Range, a training
facility for Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Beaufort, SC.
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Mission

Purpose of and Need for the Proposed Action
Proposed Action
The Marine Corps proposes to modernize and expand TBR in order
to improve training and accommodate the use of non-explosive
(inert, with a spotting charge) precision-guided weapons. In order to
accomplish the Proposed Action, the Marine Corps proposes to:
• Acquire enough land adjacent to the existing Range to fully
contain the safety zones resulting from the proposed training
(discussed on page 6).
• Construct required facilities; and
• Improve available training opportunities at TBR in order to meet
air-to-ground training requirements.

Purpose
The purpose of the Proposed Action is to provide an air-to-ground
training range capable of accommodating a wider variety of air-toground operations, including use of non-explosive precision-guided
weapons, to meet training requirements.
Precision-guided weapons training capability at TBR would enhance
mission effectiveness for MAG 31 and other TBR users. The increase
in the Range’s boundaries would insure the safety of adjacent
communities.

Need
The need for the Proposed Action is to more efficiently meet
current training requirements for Marine Corps pilots by
significantly increasing air-to-ground training capabilities at TBR.
Presently, squadrons from MCAS Beaufort must use West Coast
training ranges to satisfy precision-guided weapons training
requirements. Having a nearby range available for this training
would result in greater training efficiency.

5

Infrastructure Construction
• Up to 10 new target
areas total. Target
locations will be
determined based
on the results of the
environmental analysis.
• Additional facilities
(e.g., scoring nodes and
observation tower).
• Roads, fencing, and
access points to
target areas.

Training Improvements
• Marines must train
as they fight. Realistic
training prepares Marines
to succeed in their
mission and helps bring
them home safely from
combat.
• Currently, Marine Corps
pilots can accomplish
less than half of the
air-to-ground training
requirements at TBR.
• The Proposed Action
would allow Marine
Corps pilots to complete
nearly all of their
air-to-ground training
requirements.

Safety Zones
The Marine Corps used modeling
software to develop safety zones, which
in turn were used to identify potential
land acquisition scenarios necessary to
accommodate the use of non-explosive
precision-guided weapons at TBR.

57

Precision-guided weapons are released
from higher altitudes and greater
range from the target than non-guided
weapons. Though precision-guided
weapons are more accurate, the safety
zone requirements are much larger
because it must contain the area in
which the weapon may impact the
ground should the guidance system fail.
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Alternatives
Before selecting TBR, the Marine Corps considered several
possible locations based on the following criteria:
84

• Must be within 165 nautical miles of MCAS Beaufort.
• Must not currently host conflicting uses.
• Must have available restricted airspace.
• Must have the capability to meet the air-to-ground training
requirements.

TBR is the only location able
to meet all of these criteria.
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The Marine Corps will consider the
following land acquisition alternatives:
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The Environmental Impact Statement
will also evaluate a No Action Alternative
that proposes no land expansion and no
changes to operations at TBR
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Environmental Analysis
Environmental Compliance
The EIS Process will involve permitting and
consultation, such as:
• National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)
• Government-to-government with federally recognized
Native American Indian tribes
• Endangered Species Act (Section 7)
• Federal and State of Georgia Clean Water Acts
• State of Georgia Coastal Consistency Determination

Examining Potential Impacts
The EIS will evaluate potential effects on the
environment and the local community that are
associated with the Proposed Action.
• Air Quality
• Water Resources
• Cultural Resources
• Land Use
• Environmental Justice
• Airspace/Air Traffic

Natural Resources
• Approximately 38% of the potential expansion area is
classified as wetlands.
• Rare, threatened, and, endangered species are
known to occur on TBR and in the proposed
expansion area.
Recreation
Recreational use of land will possibly be affected.
• Hunting
• Fishing
• Camping
Land Use
• Some land may be converted from forest land to
target area.
Socioeconomics
• The EIS will study and evaluate potential changes in
employment and economic activity.

»»

Thank you for your participation in today’s scoping meeting. The public scoping period
ends on September 7, 2010. Please submit your comments by that date to ensure they
are considered in the EIS analysis.
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• Safety
• Socioeconomics
• Recreation
• Natural Resources
• Forestry Resources
• Noise

8

Townsend Bombing Range

Proposed Action
Proposed Action

Land Requirement

Potential Construction

• To expand Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) to accommodate the
proposed use of non-explosive precision-guided weapons.

• Enough land to fully contain the range safety zones resulting from the
proposed training.

• New target areas.
• Support buildings, observation tower.

• Improve training at TBR.

• Roads and fencing.
Weapon
Delivery
Envelope

Worst
Case
Short

Training Improvements

Nominal
Flight Track

Nominal
Weapon
Trajectory

Worst
Case
Long

Weapon
Danger
Zone

• Currently, Marine Corps pilots can accomplish less than half of their
air-to-ground training requirements at TBR.
• The Proposed Action would allow Marine Corps pilots to complete nearly
all of their air-to-ground training requirements.

Your involvement assists the Marine Corps in making an informed decision. Thank you for your participation.
For more information, please visit the project Web site at: www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com

Townsend Bombing Range

Alternatives
Site Selection Criteria
Before selecting Townsend Bombing Range (TBR), the Marine Corps considered several possible locations
based on the following criteria:
• Must be within 165 nautical miles of Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort.

TBR is the only location
able to meet all
of these critera.

• Must not currently host conflicting uses.
• Must have available restricted airspace.
• Must have the capability to meet the air-to-ground training requirements.

Townsend Bombing Range
Expansion Alternatives Identified for Study
Alternative

Area

Acreage

1

1

11,948

2

1 and 3

36,828

3

3

24,880

4

1 and 2

26,700

5

1, 2, and 3

51,580

The Environmental Impact Statement will also
evaluate a No Action Alternative that proposes no
land expansion and no changes to operations at TBR.
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Your involvement assists the Marine Corps in making an informed decision. Thank you for your participation.
For more information, please visit the project Web site at: www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORPS AIR STA1IO
BEAUFORT. SOUTH CAROl-lNA 291104·5001

IN AEI'lYREFER TO

5090
NREAO/165
Dec 17,2010

Ms. Kimberly Garvey
Acting Chief Coastal Section
USACE Savannah District
P.O. Box 889
Savannah, GA 31402-0889
Dear Ms. Garvey:
The United States Marine Corps
(USMC)
is preparing an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to modernize and expand
Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) for the use of inert Precision
Guided Munitions (PGMs) with larger delivery parameters in
order to improve individual aircrew training. To accomplish
this, the USMC proposes to acquire lands in the vicinity of
TBR and create new target areas to allow for a greater variety
of training activities. Presently, squadrons from Marine Corps
Air Station (MCAS) Beaufort deploy to West Coast training
ranges to satisfy PGM training requirements.
We request the United States Corps of Engineers
(USACE)
Savannah
District's
participation
as
a
non-signatory,
cooperating agency during the preparation of this EIS as
prescribed in the President's Council on Environmental Quality
National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) regulations, 40
CFR 1501.6, Cooperating Agencies. USACE Savannah District's
participation in the NEPA process is necessary because of its
jurisdiction by law and special expertise, and this proposed
action may have a potential impact on wetlands.
As a cooperating agency, we request your participation in the
following activities:
a. Making staff support available to enhance interdisciplinary
analysis and review;
b. Participating in and utilizing the public involvement process
for any necessary USACE public
involvement related to
potential impact on wetlands;
c. Assuming
responsibility,
upon
request,
for
developing
information and preparing analysis on topics for which the
USACE Savannah District has special expertise;
d. Responding, in writing to this request to:
Commanding Officer
Marine Corps Air Station
Headquarters, Bldg. 601

Attn: CPLO
P.O. Box 55001
Beaufort, SC 29904-5001
We look forward to working with the USACE Savannah District to
produce an EIS that meets the needs of all parties involved.
The point of contact for this matter is Ms. Alice Howard,
Director, Community Plans and Liaison MCAS Beaufort at (843)
228-7558.

WILLIAM A. DRAWDY
Natural Resources and
Environmental Affairs Officer
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(a) Scoping meetings were not held during the second scoping period.
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORPS AIR STATION
BEAUFORT. SOUTH CAROLINA 29904-5001

IN REPLY REFER TO

RECEIVED AUG
Mr. George Wickliffe'
United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee
P.O. Box 746
Tahlequah, OK 74464

a 9 2oro

5090
NREAO/111
04 AUG 2010

Band of Cnerokee Indians
~klahoma has no objection to the referenced
proJect. H?wever, jf any remains, artifacts or other
Items are. rna.dvertnetl . overed, please cease
.' lIe UII/lea t\et:IOowan

In

construction
6533 or by'

iate and contact us at 918456

Dear Mr. Wickliffe:
Pursuant to Section (102) (2) (c) of the N~~ig'
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, and regulations implemented by the
Council on Environmental Quality (40 Code of Federal
Regulations [CFR] Parts 1500-1508), Department of the Navy
(Navy) NEPA regulations (32 CFR Part 775), and United States
Marine Corps (USMC) NEPA directives (Marine Corps Order
P5090.2A, changes 1 and 2), the Navy intends to prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and conduct public
scoping meetings for proposed land acquisitions that would
expand Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) located in McIntosh
County, Georgia, for the use of inert (with spotting charge)
precision-guided munitions (PGMs) to support USMC aviation
training and readiness proficiency for air-to-ground
operations.
TBR is under USMC jurisdiction, owned by the federal
government, and is operated by the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG). Expanding TBR by acquiring lands in the vicinity of
the current range and accommodating PGM training would
significantly enhance air-to-ground training capabilities at
Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort, South Carolina. Presently,
TBR can accommodate only 43% of the training requirements.
Implementation of the proposed project would allow USMC
aviators to meet up to 93% of their training requirements at
TBR.
The preparation of an EIS is necessary to support the proposed
land acquisition and modernization. The study will analyze
land in the vicinity of the Range for possible acquisition to
support achieving USMC training objectives. The potential
environmental effects associated with the proposed project
will be evaluated in the EIS. The ErS process will begin with
public scoping, which commences upon publication of the Notice
of Intent in the Federal Register on August 6, 2010.
The USMC is initiating the scoping process to identify
community concerns and local issues to be addressed in the
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Ers.

Federal, state, and local agencies and interested persons
are encouraged to provide comments to the USMC to help
identify specific issues or topics of environmental concern
that should be addressed in the Ers. To obtain this input, the
USMC will host two open-house public scoping meetings. During
these meetings, the public will be provided an opportunity to
view project-related displays, speak with USMC and GA ANG
representatives, and submit comments on the proposed project.
The public scoping meetings will be held from 4:00 to 7:00
p.m. on the following dates and at the following locations in
Georgia:
1) Tuesday, August 24, 2010, City of Ludowici Meeting Room,
City Hall, 469 North Macon Street, Ludowici, GA 31316.
2) Thursday, August 26, 2010, Haynes Auditorium - Ida
Hilton Public Library, 1105 Northway, Darien, GA 31305.
At this time, the USMC is requesting that your Tribe identify
any specific information, issues, or concerns that should be
included in the EIS that would facilitate the decision-making
process. Please note that this letter is for NEPA scoping
purposes only, and that the USMC shall initiate consultation
under separate cover with your Tribe in the near future
regarding this undertaking, pursuant to Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and
implementing regulations 36 CFR 800.
Additional information concerning the meetings and the
proposed project are available on the Ers Web site at:
http://www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com. Notices for the public
scoping meetings will be published in the following local
newspapers: The Darien News, The Press-Sentinel, and the
Savannah Morning News. Comments or questions should be
directed to Townsend Ers Project Manager, Post Office Box
180458, Tallahassee, FL 32318; email:
townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com. All written comments must be
postmarked no later than September 7, 2010.
Sincerely,

J.R. SNIDER
Colonel, U.S. Marine Corps
Commanding Officer
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Catawba Indian Nation
Tribal Historic Preservation Office
1536 Tom Steven Road

Rock Hill, South Carolina 29730
Office 803-328-2427
fax 803-328-5791

August 27, 2010
Attention:J. R. Snider
United States Marine Corps
Marine Corps Air Station
Beaufort, SC 29904~5001
Re, THPO #
2010-54-3

TeNS #

Project Description
Expand Townsend Bombing Range located in Mcintosh Co., GA

Dear Mr. Snider,
Our comments are as follows:
We require all information be in hard copy. We need further information on sites that
you are considering acquiring. We also need photographs of the project area facing
north, south, east and west. We also need a copy of any archaeological surveys done of
the project area.
If you have questions please contact Caitlin Totherow at 803-328-2427 ext. 226, or e
mail caitlinh@ccppcrafts.com.
Sincerely,

./Pz-

~oJf1;uq~

Wenonah G. Haire
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
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Townsend EIS Project Manager
P.O.Box 180458
Tallahassee,FL.32318

To whomever this will hopefully concern,
I have doubts about this being anyone; I for one do not want to see the Townsend Bombing
Range expansion for reasons listed below.
#1 There is more than enough noise from the jets that already use this Bombing Range
expansion will not only mean more jets but also possibly larger jets which will increase noise by
levels known by God and possibly the Government.
#2 The Bombing Range has already took land that I hunted when I was younger, and now the
proposed land on south side of Blues Reach Road has recently became a Wildlife Management
Area which I enjoy hunting and fishing on and have all of my life. I Do Not want to lose this right
for my children, my friends, nor myself! (Getting a chance to be drawn for a two day archery or
a two day firearm hunt doesn’t compare to a season of possibilities.) Even without the hunting
and fishing .A lot of this land (area 2 ) is Altamaha River Swamp ,swamp land in this area has
practically all been drained and replaced by pine trees, therefore making this a sight to be
preserved, seen, and shared. The Nature Conservancy recognized this and purchased this land
giving public access through the State Wildlife Management System.
#3 I have heard rumors of how much it would save the Government to have this facility
compared to training on the West Coast. A price cannot be put on nature and enjoyment. Based
on the amount of Taxes coming out of my payroll checks this should not be a problem, if you
don’t use the money there you’ll find another way to throw it away. The taxpayers will never
see any savings anyway.
#4 You already have a facility on the West Coast in use I suggest you use it and let us use the
Townsend Wildlife Management Area.

Ivy Rozier
1875 Old Townsend Road N.W.
Townsend Georgia 31331
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From: Andrew Burt [mailto:aburt@iwpnews.com]
Posted At: Tuesday, August 10, 2010 11:08 AM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: Interview Request on TBR EIS
Subject: Interview Request on TBR EIS
I'm contacting you regarding the Notice of Intent for the EIS on the modernization and expansion
of the Townsend Bombing Range. I would like to schedule a brief interview with a public affairs
officer on the proposed project. I am on deadline for tomorrow at COB. Please let me know who
I can contact to follow-up on this request.
Thanks for your help.
Regards,
Andrew Burt | Inside the Navy | InsideDefense.com
Tel.: 202.570.4410 | aburt@iwpnews.com
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From: Kramer, Tom [mailto:Tom.Kramer@aopa.org]
Posted At: Wednesday, August 11, 2010 12:28 PM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: NOI EIS Townsend Bombing Range
Subject: NOI EIS Townsend Bombing Range
Ms. Howard,
I am interested in getting some additional information on the recent Federal Register announcement
regarding the notice of intent to prepare an EIS for the modernization and expansion of the Townsend
bombing range in McIntosh county, GA. Specifically, I am interested in finding out if there are any plans
to expand or otherwise modify the special use airspace (military operations area or restricted airspace) in
response to the proposal. Please feel free to email me or call me at 301‐695‐2064. Thank you!
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From: Wally T. Orrel [mailto:wally@McIntoshCounty.com]
Posted At: Friday, August 20, 2010 10:52 AM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: a few questions
Subject: a few questions

As the president of the Chamber of Commerce I have been contacted by
several of our citizens about the proposed expansion project at TBR. I would
appreciate answers to the following questions:
1. Concern that the land being acquired will be permanently taken off
the counties tax rolls?
2. How many permanent jobs will be created, how many are currently
assigned?
3. What are the benefits to McIntosh County and to the residents?
4. People that live over in this area will negatively impacted in their
quality of life and home values so how is this being addressed?
5. In J.R. Snider’s August 4, 2010 letter to me, it was stated that MCAS
at Beaufort currently acquire 43% of the training requirements at
TBR and that with this expansion will increase that number to 93%,
where does the 7% additional training take place?
6. What environmental issues will need to be addressed before this
expansion can move forward?

Wally
Wally T. Orrel
McIntosh County Development Authority &
Darien-McIntosh County Chamber of Commerce
PO Box 896
Darien, Georgia 31305
(912) 437-6659 or (912) 437-6684
wally@McIntoshCounty.com

committed to economic growth, creating jobs and representing the business
community
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24 August 2010

Proposed Townsend Bombing Range Expansion
To Whom It May Concern:
I am opposed to any expansion of the existing Townsend Bombing Range. Expansion of the Townsend
Bombing Range will have a long term detrimental impact on the quality of life in Long County and a
devastating financial impact on its citizens. The tax digest of Long County has already lost thousands of
acres to governmental agencies and non‐profit organizations. The Fort Stewart installation occupies
approximately 24,000 acres in Long County. In recent years, if you include the Griffin Ridge WMA, The
Georgia Department of Natural Resources and The Nature Conservancy have worked together to
purchase over 17,000 acres. Even though these acres have and will come off of the tax digest, they do
provide recreational opportunities for hunters and fishermen throughout the region. If the bombing
range is expanded these recreational opportunities will be severely restricted or lost all together. The
Georgia Department of Transportation has purchased between 3,000‐4,000 acres of the old Altamaha
Hunting Club tract have it set aside for wetland mitigation.
If the Townsend Bombing Range is expanded North of Highway 57 as proposed, an additional 20,000+
acres would be removed from the tax digest in Long County, bringing the total non‐taxable acreage to
approximately 65,000. Not to mention the loss of potential development and diminished quality of life
for residents of the Tibet, Townsend, Cox and Jones communities. These citizens already endure almost
daily disruption to their lives due to noise exposure.
Expanding the bombing range into Long County will severely limit economic development and almost
certainly guarantee that one of Georgia’s fastest growing counties will be relegated to bedroom
community status forever or until it is absorbed back into Liberty and McIntosh counties.
We all recognize and value the presence of our military and its impact on this region. Fort Stewart
provides jobs for thousands of civilians and is an irreplaceable part of our community. Make no mistake,
we all love our Soldiers! The proposed expansion of the bombing range will have the complete opposite
effect….. Very few if any new jobs, loss of tax revenue, limited development and diminished quality of
life for our residents.
I have no idea what plan ‘B’ is, but the residents of Long and McIntosh counties can’t afford plan ‘A’.
Please NO EXPANSION!

Mike McGowan
Long County Resident
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From: PtrcPhil@aol.com [mailto:PtrcPhil@aol.com]
Posted At: Sunday, August 15, 2010 3:11 AM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: Private Property Owners that will be affected
Subject: Private Property Owners that will be affected

The map and area that you provide is lacking in a lot of detail. As a property
owner, I need to know if my property is going to be affected. The map looks as if I
may or may not be affected. Can you provide information as to the decision if my
property at :
1486 Parnell Road SW
Townsend, GA 31331
is included in the property to be acquired?
I would apprecitae this as soon as possible.
Thank you for your time.
Sincerely,
James W Phillips
JWP1927@aol.com
Mailing address: PO Box 309
Darien, GA 31305
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From: Mike and Terri [mailto:mcgowan53@windstream.net]
Posted At: Friday, September 03, 2010 10:41 PM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: Proposed Expanion of Townsend Bombing Range
Subject: Proposed Expanion of Townsend Bombing Range

Attached are my comments on the proposed expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range. I
would be interested in reviewing any public comments that have been submitted to date. Can
you please provide access to this information? The “open house” format of the Public Scoping
Meeting was inappropriate and did not provide the proper forum for the citizens of Long County
to express their concerns.
Terri McGowan
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24 August 2010

Proposed Townsend Bombing Range Expansion
To Whom It May Concern:
Any expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range will have a long term detrimental impact on Long
County and its citizens. The tax digest of Long County has already lost thousands of acres to
governmental agencies and non‐profit organizations. The Fort Stewart installation occupies
approximately 24,000 acres in Long County. There is a project underway by Fort Stewart, The Nature
Conservancy and a group of county officials that would create a buffer zone around the installation
preventing any development. The portion in Long County would extend from the existing boundary
south across Highway 196, potentially eliminating thousands of acres of land from ever being
developed.
The Nature Conservancy, Fort Stewart and the governmental group mentioned are attempting to create
this buffer zone through both land purchase and/or conservation easements.
The Georgia Department of Natural Resources owns over 4,000 acres at the Griffin Ridge Wildlife
Management Area. Last year The Nature Conservancy and the Georgia DNR purchased the Wesley Lake
tract which lies in both McIntosh and Long Counties. The Long County portion of this purchase was
approximately 4,000 acres. This year, these same two groups purchased the remainder of the Long
County Rod and Gun Club which joins the Wesley Lake tract eliminating another 4,000 acres from the
tax digest of Long County.
Several years ago, the Georgia Department of Transportation purchased a portion of the old Altamaha
Hunting Club tract which eliminated another 3,000‐4,000 acres from the digest.
In 2006 The Nature Conservancy purchased over26, 000 acres in Georgia; approximately 5,000 of those
acres are in Long County and were removed from the tax digest.
The proposed expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range would remove an additional 20,000‐25,000
acres from the Long County tax digest.
If the expansion of the Bombing Range is approved, the grand total of non‐taxable land would be
approximately 70,000 acres. This does not include the acres lost to the Fort Stewart buffer zone or any
of the land directly adjacent to this expansion which would never be developed, further devastating our
tax base.
When “Googling” the Townsend Bombing Range website, I found a presentation by the Marine Corp
acknowledging that Long County was one of the fastest growing counties in Georgia from 1990‐2000,
growing at a rate of 66%. The Bombing Range expansion would essentially put a halt to this growth and
create an even heavier burden on existing tax payers in Long County. During these depressed economic
times, how does the government justify expanding a bombing range into “one of the fastest growing”
counties in the state? Use this link to view the Power Point presentation prepared by a USMC employee
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appropriately entitled “ENCROACHMENT PARTNERING”.
http://www.p2pays.org/ref/41/40570.pdf
As you can clearly see from the above acquisitions by the Department of Natural Resources, the Nature
Conservancy, the Department of Transportation and Fort Stewart there is very little developable land in
Long County. Expansion of the Bombing Range would compound this problem.
Another factor to consider is the increased air traffic that will have a significant impact on the residents
of the Tibet community. These citizens are currently exposed to excessive noise on a routine basis
which is above the legal decibel level. They frequently have to contact the Bombing Range and request
that the aircraft not “buzz” their homes. This excessive environmental noise exposure will directly and
adversely impact any new growth and development in this community.
At the Public Scoping Meeting held in Ludowici, Marine Corp officials were asked why Fort Stewart could
not be considered a viable training location for this expansion? The military official responded, “not
possible due to the risk of troops training on the ground. In the event a bomb goes off course we cannot
risk the lives of the soldiers training below.” As a citizen I have a problem with the reasoning, we can’t
endanger our soldiers who may be training on 280,000 acres at Fort Stewart, but we can endanger the
lives of citizens living in rural sections of Long and McIntosh counties. I find it hard to believe that an
established military defense base which has some of the best logistical control of its land to be found
anywhere is not a better choice for a bombing range than two of the fastest growing counties in
Georgia.
When trying to post comments or question to the website given at the public meeting, an error message
occurs which does not allow citizens to post questions or comments for review. As a result of this
technical problem with the TBR website, I would respectfully request an extension of the public
comment period for an additional thirty days.
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From: Richard Gaddis [mailto:rmgaddis@darientel.net]
Posted At: Friday, August 27, 2010 9:35 AM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: Comments on Proposed action at Townsend Bombing Range
Subject: Comments on Proposed action at Townsend Bombing Range

August 27, 2010
TO: Townsend EIS Project Manager
FROM: Marshall Gaddis

rmgaddis@darientel.net

SUBJECT: Comments on the proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR
Thank you for the opportunity to attend the Marine Corps Public Scoping meeting on August 26, 2010
in Darien, GA. The fact sheet, Marine personnel and consultants were very helpful.
First a general comment relative to “Alternatives” (page 7). It would be nice to see three additional
criteria:
..............No net loss of revenue to state, county or city governments
………..No net loss of recreational opportunities to citizens
………..Positive economic impact to surrounding area
Second a specific concern is the following. Area 2 is approximately 50% Altamaha River floodplain.
No Altamaha River floodplain should be considered for alteration, fencing or interference with the
natural work of this critical system.
Third my recommendation would be the following. Alternative 2 (Area 1 & 3) should be selected. The
development of the expanded TBR should be carried forward ONLY after the items listed in EIS (page
8) are considered and a plan developed to:
(1) Increase employment and economic activity for McIntosh County and Long County
(2) Create NO net loss of hunting, fishing, boating, canoeing, wildlife viewing and
camping activities
(3) Increase opportunities for tourism
(4) Protect ecologically sensitive area with in the TBR
In summary my comments are:
……….NO impact on Altamaha River floodplain
……….NO net loss of revenue or recreation
……….POSITIVE changes in employment and economic activity in McIntosh County
and Long County
Sincerely yours,

Marshall Gaddis
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From: Peyton and Sissy Lingle [mailto:marshrat@darientel.net]
Posted At: Friday, August 27, 2010 8:30 AM Posted To: Comments
Conversation: Townsend Bombing Range
Subject: Townsend Bombing Range

If the expansion of the bombing range is necessary for honing the
skills of our military, I am for it. The comment made about
noise is
irrelevant as the range is in use often already. We are located
over
20 miles away from the range and we know when missions are being
flown
and I cannot see how enlarging it will increase the level of
noise.
Perhaps the frequency of use might be affected but we can live
with
that.
Peyton Lingle
2317 Julienton Dr NE
Townsend, GA 31331-5021
912-832-2340
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From: Joel Feldman [mailto:feldmanjoel@bellsouth.net]
Posted At: Sunday, August 29, 2010 12:31 AM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: townsendbombingrange
Subject: townsendbombingrange
based on the information provided it appears that the request should be granted in the interest of
National Defense as it will also save money: obviating the necessity for these pilots to fly to
California (and the costs associated therewith) for necessary training vice Townsend.
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From: James Holland [mailto:riverkeeper99@hotmail.com]
Posted At: Monday, August 30, 2010 5:05 PM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: COMMENTS
Subject: COMMENTS
Good Afternoon,
My names is James Holland and I reside at 232 Buck Swamp Road, Brunswick, Georgia 31523. I
would like to thank you for giving me the opportunity to make comment(s) on the possible
expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range in McIntosh County, Georgia.
I am a U.S. Marine veteran of nine years (1958-1967). I whole heartedly support our armed
forces and the very dangerous missions they take on. We may need to expand the Townsend
Bombing Range boundaries, however, I can only support the alternative #2. I am trying to
protect the citizens rights to be able to have unhampered access to the newly purchased Murf
Tract by the State of Georgia. The Murf Tract is the home of many prehistoric cypress, sweet
gum(s), tupelo gums with the cypress reaching more than 44 feet in circumference as measured
at chest height at the buttress. The Murf Tract is home for the largest cypress in the southeast
with the exceptions of Mississippi and Louisiana.
There is at least one Mississippi Tupelo Gum on this site when measured in the same manner as
above came in at 30 feet and 1 inch. There is at least one sweet gum on this site that measures
17 feet and 8 inches measured in the same manner as the other trees above.
The cypress on this site were harvested about 100 years ago and the old tow (tram) road still has
the hollow cypress beneath it that were used as culverts when crossing the sloughs in this
Altamaha River floodplain.
It is still to be determined as to the richness in diversity of species on this site which includes
wildlife, tree's and the many other species of plant life. I am 69 years old and never have I had
the opportunity to behold the wonders of nature that the Murf Tract provides for all those that
choose to go and see that have that desire. It is my desire to protect this area for all that would
like to visit this site and all that could end if any alternative other than alternative two were
chosen.
The military would surely desire to keep the civilian population out of harms way and the only
way to acheive that would be to deny access to this area.
Another excellent reason for choosing alternative two is the fact that the Murf Tract is located on
the Altamaha River and Miller Lake. Thousands of folks fish this area each year including
myself. I discovered these prehistoric trees while fishing the back waters of the Altamaha River
when it was flooded. This is another very important reason for choosing alternative two for the
bombing range expansion.
Once again, thank you for giving me the opportunity to make comment on this very important
issue. Please take into consideration my request that alternative two be chosen for this site if in
the end it is decided to expand the Townsend Bombing Range.
James Holland, Altamaha Riverkeeper® (Retired)
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From: Roger Houston [mailto:Roger_Houston@emc-eng.com]
Posted At: Tuesday, August 31, 2010 11:37 AM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: Additional comments on Townsend Range Expansion
Subject: Additional comments on Townsend Range Expansion

1) In the hearing on the JSF basing proposal back in June, it was clearly stated by the same
folks who were present at the hearing last week on the range expansion, that there
were no plans to make any changes to Townsend Range, other than frequency of use by
the Marines. Surely, between June and August, it was not suddenly decided that the
Marines needed additional area to train . Why was this expansion proposal not
presented as part of the JSF basing EIS hearing?
2) A draft copy of the EIS was available at the JSF hearing for public inspection. Why was
there not one available at the Townsend Range expansion?
3)Tract 3 seems to be the optimum acreage that the Marines want for this range expansion. This
acreage along with the tract 1 property and the current range property would give the Marines
a sizable training area.

4)This combined acreage would give the Marines a usable target area and SDZ that would be
second only to Avon Park Range in Florida, which is the largest active tactical(non test) range on
the east coast. Avon Park, operated by the USAF, is 106,000 acres total and incorporates, not
only a range, but a forward assault airfield and a sizable recreation area for the McDill military
community. The Florida National Guard can even shoot the MLRS at Avon. The acreage
requested by the Marines, far exceeds the need for aerial targeting and associated safety zones.
This is sized for more for ground maneuver space and the conducting of CALFEX (Combined
arms live fire exercises).
5)Within 10 miles of the proposed expansion area northern border lies the largest military
reservation east of the Mississippi River. Fort Stewart encompasses 250,000 acres and can
accommodate every weapon system in the US inventory short of nuclear . Ft Stewart has an
artillery impact area that can accept LIVE ordinance from artillery and aerial delivery. Why cant
the Marines work out an agreement with the army and use FT Stewart for the PGM . Joint use
and joint operations (purple) was supposed to the IN thing at the Pentagon. Here is a great
opportunity to make this work. In addition, sharing FT Stewart can save the taxpayer a great
deal of cost and strengthen the security of an important asset here in Coastal Georgia.

Roger W. Houston
1547 Elim Church Rd
Ludowici,GA 31316
912‐545‐8857 HOME
912‐266‐0005 CELL
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From: Paul Griffin
Sent: Wednesday, September 01, 2010 18:38
To: Howard CIV Alice G
Cc: David.Stevens@dtctel.com
Subject: Townsend Bombing Range
Ms. Howard
Hi Alice,
As a private citizen, my recommendations to McIntosh County
include four initiatives. Each is based on the understanding
that McIntosh County is a poor county, with all of the
educational and developmental problems of poor counties, without
any commercially valuable property in the interior part of the
county.
1.
Negotiate financial compensation based on share-the-savings
vice payment to replace lost taxes. Conceptually the payment
would be based on current-use values for the USMC vice updated
2010 fair market values.
2.
Eliminate the most environmentally sensitive area (Area 2)
early in the negotiations to allow significant negotiations in
the other areas.
3.
Establish a long-term agreement. Long term? I don't know,
but 25 years or more.
4.
Establish an exit strategy that benefits McIntosh County.
There are a lot of options, but as a point of departure I suggest
that after the USMC has no use for the land it reverts back to
McIntosh County (Development Authority?) vice excessed through
the BRAC process.
Obviously, each of these ideas is balanced with the others and
they need to be identified and negotiated as a package. There is
a lot of give-and-take.
Hope this helps.
Paul
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2 Sep 10

Comments on Proposed Expansion of Townsend Bombing Range
By: Thomas V. Maulden
317 Old Macon Darien Rd SE
Ludowici, Ga. 31316
1. While the brochure states that larger safety zones are required for inert, nonexplosive precision-guided weapons, there is no definitive explanation or
technical data included to justify such a large expansion. Nor is any explanation
given so to why these specific land tracts where chosen.
2. Long County has recently lost over 16,400 acres of property tax base to State of
Georgia in Wildlife Management Areas. This cased an increase tax burden on
Long County citizens. The loss of another 36,000 acres will exacerbate the tax
burden on the citizens. Is the Marine Corps willing and able to enter a long term
financial agreement to offset the loss of tax base?
3. Another lost to Long County will be the timber taxes paid at time of timber cutting.
Is the Marine Corp willing to waive federal sovereignty ?
4. While not pertinent to the EIS, what is the range of land cost?
5. The Range now has a problem with insuring that aircraft stay within altitude
restrictions, especially the lower limits. It is very disconcerting to people and
animals when aircraft engage their after-burners at tree top level. My home is
10.8 mile from the tower and still the aircraft seem to clip the tops out of trees!
What additional precautions will Marine Corps institute to eliminate this issue?
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3 Sep 10
Addendum to 9/2/10 comments on

Expansion of Townsend Bombing Range
By: Thomas V. Maulden
317 Old Macon Darien Rd SE
Ludowici, Ga. 31316
6. How was the 165 nautical mile from MCAS Beaufort established as a criterion?
There are other Federal installations within Florida, South Carolina and Alabama within
260 nautical miles that may better fit the criteria within negatively impacting:
a) the Socioeconomics of the local community by reduction of tax base,
b)Natural Resources by uncontrolled intrusion into the wetlands by errant weapons and
retrieval attempts; also, by intrusion into endangered and threatened species habitats,
not all are acceptable to relocation,
c) Recreation by removal of the land from public use for hunting and fishing,
d) Land Use by reducing the oxygen producing forest land and introducing more carbon
dioxide and nitrogen oxides into the local ecological system.
7. Not addressed in the brochure was the periodic flooding of this area when the
Altamaha River overflows it banks and completely floods this area to the point that Ga
Highway 57 had to be closed from the Clary Davis hill to the town of Townsend. This
has occurred once within the last 15 years and more in the past. What happens to the
disturbed earthen areas and any residue explosive material?
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From: Ron Popiel [mailto:popiel.ron@gmail.com]
Posted At: Sunday, September 05, 2010 3:19 PM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: bombing range proposed expansion
Subject: bombing range proposed expansion

Ladies and Gentlemen,
We the public have been asked to voice any comments as part of your scoping meeting
procedure. My wife and I attended the scoping meeting in Darien on Aug. 26, 2010.
Our home and 44 acre farm are located 3 miles from the proposed expansion boundary. Being in
such close proximity we already experience the noise pollution and cannot imigine it being any
worse than it already is. We had no idea that the range was so close when we used most of our
life savings to purchase our "Little piece of retirement heaven", complete with horses,
greenhouse barn, grape vines, etc. I finally had a good reason to buy that tractor and bushhog I
had always wanted.
We all know that life is full of unexpected surprises and sure enough at age 64 I encountered a
heart condition known as "Arterial Fibrillation", when your heartbeat becomes irregular. It is
currently controlled by medication and maybe surgery. Bottom line is we are going to have to
sell this farm as I do not have the energy as I did before.
As if the current economic recession and real estate crisis were not enough, now we have to deal
with this bombing range expansion and the obvious effect on property values in this immediate
area, in our case only 3 miles.
I would venture to say if approved this proposed expansion will either reduce our property value
by 50% or make the resale prospects practically impossible. So much for life savings and so
much for the economic survival of my wife after I'm gone.
At least with property being condemned by imminent domain one can receive a fair price for the
property and move on. Here we are just left to suffer while you drop your munitions and we sit
on property that we cannot sell.
Word will get out as it already has and prospective buyers will look elsewhere. Good or bad the
buying public will be adversely influenced by the prospect of such an expansion. Please imagine
informing a prospective buyer that only 3 miles away is a military bombing range with a specifis
target just over the restricted area.
Maybe you guys will consider buying this farm as a staging area or some other purpose. God
knows I'm scared as can be about selling it to someone else.
God bless America and our military hero's.

-Ron Popiel
5690 Cox R.D.,S.W.
Townsend, Ga. 31331
(912) 270-2189)
(912-437-4137)
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From: kathleen russell [mailto:kathleen@thedariennews.net]
Posted At: Sunday, September 05, 2010 10:24 AM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: Townsend Bombing Range story and editorial
Subject: Townsend Bombing Range story and editorial
Please find attached the news story and editorial that was published in The Darien News Sept. 2
Issue.
Kathleen W. Russell
Editor and Publisher
The Darien news
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What about the Townsend
Bombing Range expansion?
If approximately 20 percent of McIntosh County property were not
already owned by the state and federal governments, concern may
not be so fierce when considering the loss of more property as the
military looks at expanding the Townsend Bombing Range. It is
estimated that the fair market value of the taxable portions of the
expanded bombing range within McIntosh County is about
$16,000,000.
Already the government owns most of this county’s valuable
properties, including the barrier islands of Blackbeard (federal) and
Sapelo (state), as well as Harris Neck Wildlife Refuge (federal).
Then, too, a major portion of the Altamaha River corridor in
McIntosh County is owned by the state government.
Money paid to the county in lieu of property taxes for the property
owned by the federal government in 2009 was $167,059 and, in
2010, $215,819. Georgia Department of Natural Resources paid the
county, in lieu of taxes for Sapelo Island in 2009 and 2010, $100,000
each year. These funds are just a drop in the county’s revenue bucket
as compared to the taxes paid, if the land were privately owned.
McIntosh is a poor county. As the state and federal governments
continue to take our valuable and beautiful land, there are fewer
taxpayers in this county who are then left with a huge tax burden that
we cannot afford!
Providing an expanded area for the Townsend Bombing Range so
that our military can be trained to fight for our country is something
that the majority of the people in McIntosh County support.
As the military has proposed three possible areas to expand, The
Darien News is concerned about the acquisition of Area 2, 14,753
acres along the Altamaha River that encompasses a majority of the
Townsend Wildlife Management Area, which is comprised of 11,200
acres already owned by Georgia DNR. Officials say that if Area 2
were to become part of the Townsend Bombing Range, the Altamaha
River would not be closed. But, where would the line be drawn to
limit access to areas of wonderful beauty, hunting and fishing? What
will be done to protect the rare, threatened and endangered species
that live in the area?
We ask the Department of the Navy to eliminate the consideration
of Area 2 for the expansion. We have been told it is the military’s
position that the expansion would be accomplished with the least
amount of land. Areas 1 and 3 seem to be more feasible.
Another thought process concerning the subject is that of Paul
Griffin, who serves as chairman of the McIntosh County tax
Assessor’s board. He points out that by the Marine Corps expanding
the bombing range and not having to resort to sending pilots out west
to complete their training, there will be a huge savings involved.
McIntosh County should be able to share in the financial benefits and
work with the Marine Corps to enhance the management of the
property in a win-win situation.
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Second, the county and Marine Corps need to establish a stabilized
agreement on a long term basis. And finally, both should agree on an
exit strategy, when the land becomes no longer valuable to the
Marine Corps, and can revert back to county ownership.
McIntosh Countians: Submit your comments by Sept. 7 online at
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com;
by
email,
townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com; or by mail, Townsend EIS
Project Manager, P.O. Box 1800458, Tallahassee, FL 32318.
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Scoping

Questions asked about
Townsend Bombing Range
expansion at scoping meeting
“Let’s don’t get the cart
before the horse,” said GySgt.
Chad McMeen at the Marine
Corps
scoping
meeting
concerning
the
proposed
modernization and expansion of
the Townsend Bombing Range
held in Darien last Thursday.
“This meeting is just the first
step of a very lengthy and
thorough process.”
The United States Marine
Corps, which opened the range
in 1981 as a training facility for
Marine Corps Air Station
Beaufort, S.C., is gathering
information until Sept. 7 for the
preparation of an Environmental
Impact Statement for the
expansion of the bombing
range.
The current size of the range
is insufficient for Marines to
train as they fight with
precision-guided
munitions.
Only 43 percent of their training
can be completed at Townsend.
If the range is not expanded,
training will have to be
accomplished in California.
Therefore, the military is
proposing
five
possible
alternatives. It has identified
three areas. If all three areas
were included, it would
encompass 51,580 acres, with
the majority of that land being
in Long County, primarily
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owned by timber companies
Rayonier and Goodwood.
Area 1 includes 11,948 acres
and is adjacent to the east and
west of the current 5,183-acre
range.
Area 2 includes 14,752 acres
to the south and west of the
present range and included a
majority of the Townsend
Wildlife Management Area.
This
area,
though
not
specifically defined, runs along
the Altamaha River, and
includes such areas at Miller
Lake. It does not include Plum
Orchard Cemetery.
Area 3 has 24,800 acres and is
located to the north and west of
the present range.
The
Marine
Corps
is
considering
including
Alternative
1:
Area
1;
Alternative 2, Area 1+3;
Alternative, Area 3; Alternative
Areas 1+2; or Alternative, Areas
1+2+3. And there is one other
option: no land expansion and
no changes to the operations to
the present bombing range.
Thirty minutes before the
three-hour meeting was to begin
on Aug. 26, the room was filled
with local citizens asking such
questions as to whether Hwy. 57
would be closed; if fishing and
hunting on the Altamaha River
would be allowed; how much
taxes to the county would be
lost; how much the noise level
would increase; will rare and
endangered species would be
harmed; would there be
increased air space; and more.
Some of those questions were
answered outright; many will be
addressed in the Environmental
Impact Statement that will take
a year to complete.
Criteria to be considered
concerning possible locations
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for a training range for the
Marine Corps Air Station
Beaufort is that: it must be
located within 165 nautical
miles of the base; is must not
currently host conflicting uses;
must have available restricted
airspace; and must have the
capability to meet the air-toground training requirements.
The Townsend Bombing Range
is the only location able to meet
all of the criteria.
Military personnel explained
that there would be no increase
in the restricted airspace or the
already large military operating
area.
Utilizing
non-explosive
precision-guided weapons for
training, the weapons are
released from higher altitudes
and a greater range for the target
is required than are non-guided
weapons. It was explained that
though these weapons are more
accurate, but the safety zone
requirements are much larger
because of having to contain the
area in which the weapon may
impact the ground should the
guidance system fail.
In the Environmental Impact
Analysis, a multitude of issues
must be addressed by Fall 2011.
These will include safety, noise,
socio-economics,
recreation,
natural
resources,
forestry
resources, air quality, water
resources, cultural resources,
land use environmental justice
and airspace/air traffic.
If the expansion included all
three proposed areas, it would
include 38 percent wetlands.
The current area and proposed
area of expansion include rare,
threatened and endangered
species:
the
flatwoods
salamander, bald eagle, gopher
tortoise and wood stork.
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Area 2 includes a large
portion of the Townsend
Wildlife Management Area
along the Altamaha River that
provides hunting, fishing and
camping. If the area becomes
part of the of the bombing
range, it would be closed except
for possible lottery hunts.
Concerning land use, officials
stated that some of the land may
be converted from forest and to
target area.
According to Alice Howard,
director of Community Plans
and Liaison, the land would not
be clear cut. There would
possibly be four to five each of
500-acre areas that would be
clearer similar to the 500 acres
cleared at the present bombing
range location.
Howard also stated that the
plans as they exist would not
close Hwy. 57 or the Altamaha
River.
She explained that the initial
plan with the five alternatives
did not consider environmental
issues. These will be addressed
during
the
Environmental
Impact Study. The study should
reveal how the project can be
accomplished with the least
amount of land.
Military officials could not
answer exactly how many acres
of property would be affected in
McIntosh County, though the
vast majority of the land
expansion would be in Long
County.
According to Paul Griffin,
chairman of the McIntosh
County Tax Assessors Board,
an estimate of the fair market
value of the taxable portions of
the
expanded
Townsend
Bombing
Range
within
McIntosh County is about
$16,000,000.
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Currently, approximately 20
percent of the property in
McIntosh County is owned
either by the state or federal
government. Taking more land
for government ownership, puts
more burden of taxes on
McIntosh property
owners
which was a primary concern of
those from McIntosh County
who attended last Thursday’s
scoping meeting.
Emily Davis of Darien who
owns 125 acres of land located
.2 miles from the proposed Area
2 property, attended the
meeting. She stated, “I actively
oppose the proposal. It will have
a devastating effect on people
who own property near the
area.”
Davis questions exactly how
much her property will be
devalued. Her family utilizes the
property for recreation where
they go hunting, fishing and
spend the night.
“The noise is horrendous,”
was her description of the jets
flying in at a very low altitude
as they approach the bombing
range targets.
Other property in that area
adjacent to the proposed
expansion
includes
approximately
1,000
acres
owned by Edgar Davis, Jr.
Plum Orchard Cemetery,
adjacent to Emily Davis’s
property, is located near the
proposed expansion.
James
Holland,
retired
Altamaha Riverkeeper, said that
he is opposed to the closing of
Area 2 along the Altamaha
River. The Altamaha provides
so much eco-tourism. He
described the huge cypress trees
in Miller Lake that must be
preserved.
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Frank Williams, Jr., attended
the meeting and sent his
comments in concerning the
loss of property taxes in this
poor community and land
devaluation. His son, Frank
Williams, III, has spent hours
studying the loss of tax dollars
to this community.
State Representative Roger
Lane of Darien attended the
scoping meeting in Darien, as
well as the one held in Ludowici
on Aug. 24.
“The biggest concern is what
effect the expansion will have
on the property taxes in each
county (with Long County
losing the most.)”
Lane said the military has said
that they will look at
alternatives in which the
counties
could
benefit
monetarily for the losses, such
as payments from timber sales
or funds paid in lieu of taxes as
the federal government and state
pay for their properties in
McIntosh County.
Lane indicated that he was
satisfied that the noise factor
would not increase with
precision-guided
munitions,
which will fly at a higher
altitude
and
drop
inert
munitions.
Wally
Orrel,
Chamber
president, expressed concern
about the proposed expansion,
in that it could have a negative
effect on potential businesses
that would possibly open in
those areas. He expressed
concern to officials about the
expansion prohibiting the city’s
proposed airport on Hwy. 17,
and marine officials assured that
that airspace would not be
affected.
“The expansion does not do
anything to improve job growth
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in McIntosh County at this
point,” Orrel said.
Members of the historic Portal
Hunting Club at Jones lease
13,000 acres of land in
McIntosh, Long and Liberty
counties. Numerous members of
the club attended the meetings.
Angus McLeod, a club member,
said he and other members
oppose the expansion that
would eliminate much of their
hunting territory.
Jim Morrison of Meridian and
former executive director of the
Georgia Wildlife Federation,
opposed the inclusion of Area 2
that runs adjacent to the
Altamaha River, where hunting
and fishing would cease. “Put it
in the piney woods in Area 3,
where it won’t hurt anything.”
Kathy Davidson attended the
meeting and expressed her
concern of having restricted
access to the new Townsend
Wildlife Management Area.
“There are very few WMAs
available. It would take a lot of
meat off the tables for a bunch
of families here. In these
economic times, it helps right
now to hunt and fish in that
area.” She also expressed
concern over the loss of
property taxes.

Public
comment
concerning
this
proposal may be made
by Tuesday, Sept. 7:
online
at
www.townsendbombing
rangeeis.com; by mail
to
Townsend
EIS
Project Manager, P.O.
Box
180458,
Tallahassee, FL 32318;
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or
by
email
to
townsendbombingrange
eis@ene.com.
The timeline after the end of
the public scoping period allows
for a year to complete the draft
Environmental
Impact
Statement. Then by Fall 2011,
the
public
will
have
opportunities to meet with
military officials and comment,
during which time there will be
an agency review. The Final
EIS will be presented Spring
2012. The Secretary of the Navy
will make the final decision.

11 of 11

8

-----Original Message----From: Deborah [mailto:debshep@darientel.net] Posted At: Tuesday,
September 07, 2010 5:27 PM Posted To: Comments
Conversation: Comments on Townsend Bombing Range
Subject: Comments on Townsend Bombing Range

Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments regarding the
proposed expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range.
Let me begin
by
thanking the dedicated professionals who came to McIntosh and
Long
County for the public scoping sessions to explain the proposal
and seek
public input.
Every contact I had with numerous members of the
team
was professional and pleasant and it was a pleasure to work with
each of
them.
The Altamaha Riverkeeper has serious concerns about the proposed
expansion. Many of our members have spoken strongly about their
concerns with the impact on the river, river access, habitat
destruction, loss of property taxes to the local governments and
many
other issues.
Our organization shares these concerns and emphasizes the
concerns about
even including area 2 in the proposed plan.
To include this
area of
the river swamp in your proposal shows a lack of understanding of
the
resource and the people who use it and makes us wonder if it was
included to draw attention away from the other proposed areas.
This
lack of effort to understand the impact of this proposal does not
speak
well for how the military has conducted the analysis that led to
this
proposal.
ARK requests more information about the alternatives analysis and
the
process that led to the conclusion that this was a suitable site.
While we all support adequate and proper training for our
military
forces, it does not appear that a true alternatives analysis was
conducted on the proposal you have put forth to our communities.
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Other organizations and individuals have articulated their
concerns
about the the potential degradation or destruction of critical
habitats
in an area that has become known for its world class resources.
ARK
shares those concerns and again questions how and why the
decisions to
include these areas in the proposed expansion were made.
We thank you for the opportunity to submit these comments for
your
consideration.
This proposal lacks an understanding of or
solution for
both the complex environments and the delicate economic realities
of
these rural Georgia Counties.
We urge you to reconsider your
plan to
expand the Townsend Bombing Range.
Sincerely,
Deborah Sheppard, Executive Director
Altamaha Riverkeeper
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September 7, 2010
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL to townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com
Townsend EIS Project Manager
Post Office Box 180458
Tallahassee, Florida 32318

Re: Townsend Bombing Range Environmental Impact Statement
To Whom It May Concern:
On August 4, 2010, the United States Marine Corps (USMC) notified the Georgia
Conservancy of their intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
and conduct public scoping meetings for proposed land acquisitions that would
expand the Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) located in McIntosh County,
Georgia, for the use of inert precision-guided munitions to support training
operations. The USMC in its Expansion Proposal has identified five land
acquisition scenarios for expansion to meet training requirements. The five
scenarios feature three designated land areas in and around the current TBR (Area
1, Area 2 and Area 3). The EIS will consider different configurations of these areas
and possibly others. As a statewide environmental organization, the Georgia
Conservancy develops solutions to protect Georgia’s environment through
collaboration, education and advocacy on water, air, land and growth management
issues. In response to the USMC’s notice and request for comments, the Georgia
Conservancy submits these comments for consideration in the EIS process. In
particular, the Georgia Conservancy submits these comments to express its concern
with the effects that the proposed USMC project may have on existing protected
areas.
In Scenarios 4 and 5 of the Expansion Proposal, “Area 2” is included in the
proposed land acquisition. Area 2 includes 14,752 acres of land located in Long
and McIntosh counties with frontage on the Altamaha River and containing
important habitat and wildlife. Additionally, Area 2 includes the Townsend
Wildlife Management Area (WMA), currently protected by the Georgia
Department of Natural Resources. The Townsend WMA is open to the public year
round. This WMA currently allows the public access to unspoiled habitats along
the Altamaha River. Additionally, this WMA contains an ancient swamp habitat
with trees estimated to be more than 1,000 years old and the largest cypress tree in
Georgia.
While the Georgia Conservancy appreciates that expansion is needed in order to
fulfill the USMC’s training requirements, we strongly urge the removal of Area 2
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from the proposed scenarios. The loss of Townsend WMA would be devastating to the
community, the region and the state. Because this loss would have such a great impact, we
would like to suggest that the EIS study the following items:
The EIS should study the possibility of the TBR expanding to the north and east using
Areas 1 and 3 only. This option does not impact the Townsend WMA.
The EIS should study the possibility that both recreationists and the USMC could share
access to the Townsend WMA. A co-use alternative should be studied so that the area will not
be completely removed from the public domain.
The EIS should assess the increased law enforcement costs to state and local jurisdictions
with respect to enforcing trespass on private property and other areas where travel is not
allowed. Many of the Townsend WMA recreationists that will be misplaced by the closure of
the WMA will look for other areas to recreate in and may be confused as to which WMAs in the
area are still operating. Until proper signage is in place in state and local areas, law enforcement
will need to be increased.
The EIS should assess the economic impact the loss of the WMA will have on the local
community. While a large number of the people who recreate in the Townsend WMA do not
live there, they stimulate the local economy with their purchases of gas, groceries, and
miscellaneous supplies.
The EIS should assess the economic impact that the loss of the Townsend WMA would
have on the larger region. Many users of the Townsend WMA live in neighboring counties
and other parts of the state. The closure of the Townsend WMA would preclude all scientific
and recreational opportunities currently enjoyed by many in the region and around the state.
The EIS should study the possibility of purchasing privately-owned property to replace the
lost recreational opportunities of the Townsend WMA. This study should look not only at
areas in McIntosh and Long counties, but the surrounding counties as well.
The EIS should incorporate a plan that returns the Townsend WMA to public use once it
has fulfilled its usefulness to the USMC. In all likelihood the USMC will not need to use this
property for training indefinitely. When no longer needed by the USMC, the USMC should be
required to restore the area and return it to public use.
Sincerely,
Beth A. Blalock
Coastal Land Conservation Program Manager
The Georgia Conservancy
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From: janisse & raven [mailto:wildfire1491@yahoo.com]
Posted At: Tuesday, September 07, 2010 3:02 PM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: Bombing Range Expansion is a Bad Idea
Subject: Bombing Range Expansion is a Bad Idea

Sept. 7, 2010
United States Marine Corps:
I would like to add my comments regarding the proposed expansion of the Townsend
Bombing Range in McIntosh County, Ga.
As a naturalist, nature writer, and environmental activist, I have deep and abiding
concerns about the bombing-range proposal. For many decades national and regional
environmental organizations have been involved in protecting a wild corridor along the
Altamaha River, an undammed waterway and one of the last great wild places, according
to The Nature Conservancy. It is a conservation priority. Conservationists and investors
have worked hard to save, to date, more than 80,000 acres of wild and scenic land along
this river.
Some of this land is one-of-a-kind. I have now visited an adjacent property, the Murff
Tract, a protected land along the Altamaha River, a number of times. In this tract are
unheard-of sights no longer to be found anywhere in the South, including a small forest
of very old-growth cypress and tupelo. When I say "old-growth" I mean trees that are
over 500 years old and as much as 1,000 years old. This is an unbelievable resource for
Georgia. Additionally, there are endangered species and incredible cultural resources,
which I could enumerate if you needed a list.
I think expansion of the range will adversely affect the wildlife and landscape of this very
wild place. A bombing range expansion would ruin the unique and economically
advantageous natural resources of this area.
This proposal raises a red flag among many of us who care about the environment, spend
our dollars in support of it, as well as recreating and vacationing in it, and who exert our
political power on its behalf. This project is on the radar for being unnecessary and for
being backward-thinking when we need to be forward-thinking.
Do you think we want to be canoeing on the Altamaha while bombers in training fly
overhead? Do you think we want to be seeking refuge and solace in an old-growth forest
while bombs fall? Must you destroy all the most beautiful places on earth? When is
enough enough?
We have enough bombing ranges. The MCAS Yuma, Ariz. or MCAS Miramar,
Calif. bombing ranges already accomplish what the Marine Corps wishes to do. Flying
the solders to AZ or CA is a routine procedure that can easily continue.

1 of 2

The time has come to reevaluate military spending. We are in the middle of a mammoth
recession. Why is the military still spending unnecessary money? Why are we training
soldiers for operations that have no purpose useful in maintaining or even spreading
democracy, that end in utter failure, and that bankrupt our nation?
Let's use some good judgment in this decision. Leave Townsend Bombing Range as it is.
Thank you.
Janisse Ray
895 Catherine T. Sanders Road
Reidsville, GA 30453
912.557.1053
wildfire1491@yahoo.com
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From: shan.leeann.87@hotmail.com [mailto:shan.leeann.87@hotmail.com]
Posted At: Tuesday, September 07, 2010 3:35 PM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: I'm against it
Subject: I'm against it
I for one am against it my husband loves hunting and I think it's crazy. I say let them go to
California. I've read the paper and I agree with what property owners and hunters are saying.
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From: Wilkinson, Billy [mailto:Billy.Wilkinson@weyerhaeuser.com]
Posted At: Tuesday, September 07, 2010 1:17 PM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: PROPOSED TBR EXPANSION
Subject: PROPOSED TBR EXPANSION
My Name:
Billy Wilkinson
I am a lifelong resident of McIntosh County
Address:
2231 Steve Nelson Road, NE
Townsend, GA 31331
912‐832‐5240

First and foremost, let me thank all Military Personnel for your service and dedication to our Country
allowing us the freedom to enjoy the areas in question and life in general. I can assure you in the south
Georgia area there is a strong support for our Military.
However, I most strongly object to this proposed expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range, and by
copy of this response, I ask our Local, State, and Federal Legislators, as well as all local citizens, to actively
oppose. The following are bullet points for my opposition and I will be happy to further discuss upon
request;

•

•

•
•

•

McIntosh County (and I suspect Long County as well) is a rural county that can ill afford more
losses to the tax base. Research will show State and Federal Government Agencies already own a
huge portion of county acreage. This would put additional financial burdens on our sparse and
relatively low income, population.
Area 1 Alternative encompasses acreage which is part of the Altamaha River Basin drainage
system, including many natural lakes and streams. This area is pristine river swamp terrain that
has been used for hunting, fishing, and recreation by ourselves, our ancestors, and our children.
Other than logging of timber, this land is pretty much the same as it has always been. Access
should never be hindered or denied.
Even though a rural county with relatively low population , the residents in and around the
acquisition areas should not be subjected to additional noise and inconveniences this would
bring. This is where they live!
Fort Stewart Military Base is the largest base east of the Mississippi River, covering 280,000
acres. That is almost five and one half (5 ½) times more land than all of your proposed
alternatives combined! My goodness, with some much land already a Military installation, with
impact areas already established, no additional environmental or community impact, and within
the 165 miles of Beaufort, you do not need any acquisition of additional land around the TBR. As
a matter of fact, you do not need the existing acreage!
Government representatives in the meeting said the previous bullet point (Fort Stewart) would
not work because being different branches of the Military, scheduling would be almost
impossible, and the Army would not be able to train while Marine pilot training was ongoing. I
find this to be an unacceptable excuse for several reasons; One‐ This is a management issue that
surely our competent officers of the various branches can overcome. With 280,000 acres there
should be room for everyone to train at the same time, and at the very least, ability to schedule
separately. Seems to me practicing attacking and defending an existing Military base would be
better training than attacking trees & rivers. Two‐ In private industry, if two department leaders
said they could not work/ schedule together, they would be managed to do so or be replaced. I
cannot imagine our Military branches not working together and still be efficient in defending our
country. I know there is a General somewhere, that all branches report to, that can easily and
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swiftly resolve training coordination and cooperation. Multiple branches already use the existing
site for goodness sakes!
Our Government already owns enough land and through proper & efficient utilization of these
lands, more would not be needed. Governments should not be in the land acquisition business
and with our astronomical deficits are already so huge, nothing needs to be done to increase the
problem.
More time should be given for comments. Citizens need more time to study and research the
proposals so informed positions can be garnered. This timeline has the appearance of rushing
through so minimum comments will be received. I ask for an extension of the comment period
an additional 30 days.

In summary, The “right answer” is to immediately discontinue the acquisition process, which will mitigate
my first three (3) bullet points. An added bonus to our financially burdened county, would be to return
the existing acreage to the private sector via bullet points four and five (4 & 5). In addition, I have no
problem supporting continued use of the west coast facilities for training instead of these proposed
acquisitions. The last two (2) bullet points speak for themselves.
Again, thanks to our Military folks for your service and thank you for the opportunity to comment. I look
forward to this acquisition process ceasing and concerns eliminated. However, should this acquisition
process continue, I ask that you please notify me of any proceedings going forward as these comments
will not be the end of my opposition or actions in this matter.

Billy Wilkinson

Copy: All McIntosh County Commissioners;
Boyd Gault
Nathaniel Grovenor
Charles Jordan
Mark Douglas
David Stevens
Georgia Congress & Senators;
Jeff Chapman
Roger Lane
Federal representatives & Senators;
Jack Kingston
Saxby Chambliss
Johnny Isakson
Note: If I have misspelled names, I apologize.
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James Williams
141 Sunset Blvd
Beaufort, 29907
I fully support the proposed expansion of the Townsend range area. As a retired USMC
aviator I am fully aware of the importance of having adequate training facilities on the
east coast. When squadrons have to deploy to the west coast in order to practice with
PGM's it increases the cost of training significantly - probably a hundred times over - due
to the movement of manpower and equipment necessary to support aircraft operations
away from home base. It also decreases the opportunity for such training due to that
additional expense. East coast based squadrons of all Service branches need a range
where this training can be accomplished safely and economically. Since these "smart"
weapons are launched from higher altitudes and require less dynamic maneuvering by
the pilot/aircraft, local residents around the range will probably never be aware of the
PGM training. In any case PGM training will certainly be less intrusive than the current
dive bombing training which has been on-going at Townsend for the past 20 plus years.
The proposed range expansion will insure an adequate safety buffer zone around the
actual impact area in the event of any malfunctions; that is why this expansion is so
critical. In my opinion the more area that is included in the property acquisition, the safer
it will be for all concerned. Since most of this property is currently owned by the Timber
Industry and will continue to support that industry, this could be a real "win-win" for the
local communities and the military.

Received 08/09/10

1 of 1

Wayne Owens
1078 Live Oak Cove NE
Townend, 31331
please publish a chart showing the impact on airspace around the range and Eagle Neck
Subdivision. We cannot evaluate the impact on our life and property without knowing if
we can still use our runway.

Received 08/11/10
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Richard Marsh
2441 Coopers Point Dr
Townsend, 31331
I believe that the expansion of the Townsend range is a great plan. Being a former pilot ,
keeping the air crews heavy ordance proficiency is a must. Question- if this Townsend
expansion progam is approved , there are attack air wings located at MCAS Cherry Point
NC and NAS Oceana VA. Will these group's use the Townsend range in the future? With
the F 35 replacement program coming on line , lots of qualification is needed Best of luck
with this program Richard Marsh

Received 08/12/10
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Roger Houston
1547 Elim Church Rd
Ludowici, 31316
1)If this acquisition is for increasing safety buffer, as the press releases state, would it be
more feasible to negotiate a long term lease agreement versus direct acquisition? 2) Will
the new acquisition be just for air dropped ordinance or will there be artillery , ground
manuever used as well, like they do down at Avon Park? 3) Will GA 57 or the Altamaha
River or the Tibet Rd have to closed to public traffic when the range is "hot". 4) How will
Long County be compensated to make up the difference for the potential loss of 20000+
acres from its tax digest once the Federal Government assumes ownership?

Received 08/13/10
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James Phillips
16 1486 Parnell Road
PO Box 309, Darien (mailing ad)
Townsend, 31331
I have looked at everything I could on the Internet and newspapers. I only found the map
that you provided on this site as to the area you are planning to acquire. I am a Veteran
of 13 years service and am 84 years old. I am still very active, but I have a disabled
daughter to plan for besides myself. Before continuing to prepare the land I now have, I
need to know if my property is in that part of land that you will be acquiring. How and
when would I know if my property is in the area? Whom would I speak with? How quick
can I expect an answer? I know that 2012 seems like a long time to some, but it is not to
me. With my situation, time is very important. I will need a good deal of time to prepare,
find somewhere that will meet our needs to go, and pack. I still work a full 40 hour week
and my daughter can only do so much and my grandson is in college. I NEED to know if
my property is in the area you are considering as soon as possible. The address of the
property is: 1486 Parnell Road Townsend, GA 31331 My Mailing address is: PO Box 309
Darien, GA 31305 My Phone number is: 912-437-8766 Alternate number is:
912-638-6163 My email address is: JWP1927@aol.com I respectably request an answer
as soon as possible. Thank you for your time. Sincerely, James W Phillips

Received 08/15/10
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James Phillips
16 1486 Parnell Road
PO Box 309, Darien (mailing ad)
Townsend, 31331
I have looked at everything I could on the Internet and newspapers. I only found the map
that you provided on this site as to the area you are planning to acquire and it is not
detailed enough to show the exact locations. I am a Veteran of 13 years service and am
84 years old. I am still very active, but I have a disabled daughter to plan for besides
myself. Before continuing to prepare the land I now have, I need to know if my property is
in that part of land that you will be acquiring. How and when would I know if my property
is in the area? Whom would I speak with? How quick can I expect an answer? I know that
2012 seems like a long time to some, but it is not to me. With my situation, time is very
important. I will need a good deal of time to prepare, find somewhere that will meet our
needs to go, and pack. I still work a full 40 hour week and my daughter can only do so
much and my grandson is in college. I NEED to know if my property is in the area you are
considering as soon as possible. The address of the property is: 1486 Parnell Road
Townsend, GA 31331 My Mailing address is: PO Box 309 Darien, GA 31305 My Phone
number is: 912-437-8766 Alternate number is: 912-638-6163 My email address is:
JWP1927@aol.com I respectably request an answer as soon as possible. Thank you for
your time. Sincerely, James W Phillips

Received 08/15/10
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Thomas Wright
710 Bradley Point Rd
Savannah, 31410
The proposed expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range fills a very important need.
We should not have to send Pilots away from their home airfield to train for deployment.
Training expenses should be direct, and not increased by transportation and temporary
duty costs. Expanding the range has no environmental issues. This is a simple, clear
positive step to improve training and reduce overall costs. The EIS should be processed
in a single cycle. It is expensive and unjustified to spend two years analyzing a simple
decision.

Received 08/28/10
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Thomas McCay
207 Atkinson Ave.
Savannah, 31404
I would like to express my support of the proposal to enlarge the Townsend Bombing
Range to accommodate training of our Marine Corps pilots and crew with the advance
weapons systems on the F35 aircraft. I appeal to the patriotism and continued support of
our military by the Macintosh County officials. The advantages of this expansion of the
bombing range seem to far outweigh any perceived negative effects. Our Marines would
not have to conduct their training so far away from their home base. The cost savings
should be substantial and they will be able to spend more time with their families prior to
deployment. Approval seems to be a "no-brainer" to me.

Received 08/29/10
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Joel feldman
9785 LAVIEW CIRCLE
ROSWELL, 30075
IN THE INTEREST OF NATIONAL DEFENSE APPROVE THIS COST SAVING
PROPOSAL

Received 08/29/10
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joe parker jr
259 Old Gun Rd
Midway, 31320
I request to be added to the mailing list for Townsend Bombing Range matters. I request
to be considered as local media for the purpose of notices regarding the Townsend
Bombing Range expansion matters. Please & thanks.

Received 08/30/10
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Terri McGowan
91 Mike Herbert Place NE
Ludowici, 31316
24 August 2010 Proposed Townsend Bombing Range Expansion To Whom It May
Concern: Any expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range will have a long term
detrimental impact on Long County and its citizens. The tax digest of Long County has
already lost thousands of acres to governmental agencies and non-profit organizations.
The Fort Stewart installation occupies approximately 24,000 acres in Long County. There
is a project underway by Fort Stewart, The Nature Conservancy and a group of county
officials that would create a buffer zone around the installation preventing any
development. The portion in Long County would extend from the existing boundary south
across Highway 196, potentially eliminating thousands of acres of land from ever being
developed. The Nature Conservancy, Fort Stewart and the governmental group
mentioned are attempting to create this buffer zone through both land purchase and/or
conservation easements. The Georgia Department of Natural Resources owns over
4,000 acres at the Griffin Ridge Wildlife Management Area. Last year The Nature
Conservancy and the Georgia DNR purchased the Wesley Lake tract which lies in both
McIntosh and Long Counties. The Long County portion of this purchase was
approximately 4,000 acres. This year, these same two groups purchased the remainder
of the Long County Rod and Gun Club which joins the Wesley Lake tract eliminating
another 4,000 acres from the tax digest of Long County. Several years ago, the Georgia
Department of Transportation purchased a portion of the old Altamaha Hunting Club tract
which eliminated another 3,000-4,000 acres from the digest. In 2006 The Nature
Conservancy purchased over26, 000 acres in Georgia; approximately 5,000 of those
acres are in Long County and were removed from the tax digest. The proposed
expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range would remove an additional 20,000-25,000
acres from the Long County tax digest. If the expansion of the Bombing Range is
approved, the grand total of non-taxable land would be approximately 70,000 acres. This
does not include the acres lost to the Fort Stewart buffer zone or any of the land directly
adjacent to this expansion which would never be developed, further devastating our tax
base. When “Googling” the Townsend Bombing Range website, I found a presentation by
the Marine Corp acknowledging that Long County was one of the fastest growing
counties in Georgia from 1990-2000, growing at a rate of 66%. The Bombing Range
expansion would essentially put a halt to this growth and create an even heavier burden
on existing tax payers in Long County. During these depressed economic times, how
does the government justify expanding a bombing range into “one of the fastest growing”
counties in the state? Use this link to view the Power Point presentation prepared by a
USMC employee appropriately entitled “ENCROACHMENT PARTNERING”.
http://www.p2pays.org/ref/41/40570.pdf As you can clearly see from the above
acquisitions by the Department of Natural Resources, the Nature Conservancy, the
Department of Transportation and Fort Stewart there is very little developable land in
Long County. Expansion of the Bombing Range would compound this problem. Another
factor to consider is the increased air traffic that will have a significant impact on the
residents of the Tibet community. These citizens are currently exposed to excessive
noise on a routine basis which is above the legal decibel level. They frequently have to
contact the Bombing Range and request that the aircraft not “buzz” their homes. This
Received 09/03/10
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excessive environmental noise exposure will directly and adversely impact any new
growth and development in this community. At the Public Scoping Meeting held in
Ludowici, Marine Corp officials were asked why Fort Stewart could not be considered a
viable training location for this expansion? The military official responded, “not possible
due to the risk of troops training on the ground. In the event a bomb goes off course we
cannot risk the lives of the soldiers training below.” As a citizen I have a problem with the
reasoning, we can’t endanger our soldiers who may be training on 280,000 acres at Fort
Stewart, but we can endanger the lives of citizens living in rural sections of Long and
McIntosh counties. I find it hard to believe that an established military defense base
which has some of the best logistical control of its land to be found anywhere is not a
better choice for a bombing range than two of the fastest growing counties in Georgia.
When trying to post comments or question to the website given at the public meeting, an
error message occurs which does not allow citizens to post questions or comments for
review. As a result of this technical problem with the TBR website, I would respectfully
request an extension of the public comment period for an additional thirty days.

Received 09/03/10
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Janet Yeager
1175 Julienton Rd NE
Townsend, 31331
Please include a map showing the proposed flight paths of aircraft. Each proposed
alternative should have a corresponding flight path diagram. Thanks

Received 09/04/10
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Jeffrey Spratt
PO Box 662
Darien, 31305
My questions regarding environmental impact of the TBR expansion are in regard to
three items. First, if both Areas 1&2 are acquired will the power line that serves as the
boundary need to be moved to facilitate TBR's mission. If it does need to be moved what
will be the economic and environmental (invasive species and wetland alteration)
ramifications. Will the power line be moved outside the TBR boundary? Secondly, if my
calculations are correct, 30 square miles of wetlands will be added to the TBR boundary.
What are the plans for ditching and culvert piping to facilitate the mission. How will sheet
flow of water through the wetlands be impacted. What will be the hydrological impact of
upstream (wetland) properties if access roads, target zones and crash roads are added?
Will there be a fire maintenance regime for the uplands and what type of rotational
schedule be addressed. Thank you in advance for addressing these issues.

Received 09/05/10
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Cheryl Popiel
5690 Cox Rd., SW
Townsend, 31331
I share the concerns of most of McIncosh County residents regarding the effects of the
proposed expansion on our environment, our property values, our taxes, our peace and
tranquility, and our safety. I have horses and ride on my property and although it has not
yet happened I don't think that I want to be on horsebak when a jet comes over at treetop
level. Not to mention the increase risk of miss fires and crashes. At the local meeting we
were told that there would not be an increase in air traffic. If the training that is now taking
place is only 43% of the total training needed and expansion will allow approximately
90% of the training to be done at TBR, how can there not be a substantial increase in air
traffic? I am also concerned about the effects of increased air pollution on local crops and
gardens, and especially for those of us who practice organic and sustainable gardening
methods.

Received 09/05/10
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Deonne Rozier Cave
801 Stonewall Jackson Place
Waycross, 31503
I and my brothers and sister own a 40+ acre tract of land known as Rozier Island, aka
Dicks Island in McIntosh County on the Altamaha River Tax account #1R Map Number
0001 0002 McIntosh County Tax Office Miller Lake is just east of Rozier Island, across
the Altamaha River. We are concerned about the impact this would have on our use of
this family property. Sincerely, The Preston Rozier Family

Received 09/06/10
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Chris Crounse
P.O. Box 477
Darien, 31305
To whom it may concern, I wish to express my strong opposition to this proposal. While
there may be no sonic booms, that doesn't allay the problem of screaming jets. This
intrusion into an impoverished community will degrade the economic, cultural, and
environmental fabric of this area. It is impossible to envisage. Furthermore, I have just
returned from a trip to Vieques, PR. and saw 1st hand the powerlessness of being a
neighbor with a bombing range! 7,100 of the 9,100 people who live on the island are
current petitioners in a legal case against the Navy. Nor has the Navy, as the responsible
party, honored its superfund mandate of cleaning up the site. While I am aware that the
Townsend proposal does not include the use of live ammunition (unlike Vieques) it is a
clear and continuing example of broken trust and damage to a community. I hope that the
desert continues to be the location of choice. Sincerely, Chris Crounse

Received 09/07/10
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Erin Crounse
P.O. Box 477
Darien, 31305
To whom it may concern, I am strongly opposed to the proposed expansion of the
bombing range. This can't be good for our community, property values, and wildlife. Our
area's greatest assets are the pristine natural habitat and the peace and quiet that
inspired me to move here- I see this proposal as a threat to what I hold dear. Sincerely,
Erin Crounse

Received 09/07/10
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Steven Wright
Atlanta Federal Center
100 Alabama Street, SW
Atlanta, 30303
The Southeast Region of the National Park Service has no comments regarding the
Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the Townsend
Bombing Range Modernization and Expansion Project. Steven M. Wright National Park
Service Southeast Regional Office Planning & Compliance Division (404) 507-5710 (404)
562-3257 fax

Received 09/07/10
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Kevin Kiernan
1316 Oak Street
Saint Simons Island, 31522
I am opposed to expansion, because of the potential for harmful effects on the Lower
Altamaha River system and the further destruction of archaeological sites. It is not clear
why more land is needed for precision bombing.

Received 09/07/10
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sheryl schooley
91 screven st
darien, 31305
I moved to McIntosh County to secure peace and quiet, and enjoy natural tranquility and
beauty. With aircraft flying over and destroying the property below, this will be too
stressful. Our property values will be ruined. I will have to move and not spend any more
of my income in this County.

Received 09/08/10
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Townsend EIS Project Manager
P.O.Box 180458
Tallahassee, FL.32318

To whomever this will hopefully concern, I have doubts about this being anyone; I for one do
not want to see the Townsend Bombing Range expansion for reasons listed below.
#1 There is more than enough noise from the jets that already use this Bombing Range
expansion will not only mean more jets but also possibly larger jets which will increase noise by
levels known by God and possibly the Government.
#2 The Bombing Range has already took land that I hunted when I was younger, and now the
proposed land on south side of Blues Reach Road has recently became a Wildlife Management
Area which I enjoy hunting and fishing on and have all of my life. I Do Not want to lose this right
for my children, my friends, nor myself! (Getting a chance to be drawn for a two day archery or
a two day firearm hunt doesn’t compare to a season of possibilities.) Even without the hunting
and fishing .A lot of this land (area 2 ) is Altamaha River Swamp ,swamp land in this area has
practically all been drained and replaced by pine trees, therefore making this a sight to be
preserved, seen, and shared. The Nature Conservancy recognized this and purchased this land
giving public access through the State Wildlife Management System.
#3 I have heard rumors of how much it would save the Government to have this facility
compared to training on the West Coast. A price cannot be put on nature and enjoyment. Based
on the amount of Taxes coming out of my payroll checks this should not be a problem, if you
don’t use the money there you’ll find another way to throw it away. The taxpayers will never
see any savings anyway.
#4 You already have a facility on the West Coast in use I suggest you use it and let us use and
enjoy the Townsend Wildlife Management Area. Regardless of environmental impact findings, if
you take the land it will be useless to us.

Ivy Rozier
1875 Old Townsend Road N.W.
Townsend Georgia 31331
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Townsend EIS Project Manager
P.O.Box 180458
Tallahassee, FL.32318

To whomever this will hopefully concern, I have doubts about this being anyone; I for one do
not want to see the Townsend Bombing Range expansion for reasons listed below.
#1 There is more than enough noise from the jets that already use this Bombing Range
expansion will not only mean more jets but also possibly larger jets which will increase noise by
levels known by God and possibly the Government.
#2 The Bombing Range has already took land that I hunted when I was younger, and now the
proposed land on south side of Blues Reach Road has recently became a Wildlife Management
Area which I enjoy hunting and fishing on and have all of my life. I Do Not want to lose this right
for my children, my friends, nor myself! (Getting a chance to be drawn for a two day archery or
a two day firearm hunt doesn’t compare to a season of possibilities.) Even without the hunting
and fishing .A lot of this land (area 2 ) is Altamaha River Swamp ,swamp land in this area has
practically all been drained and replaced by pine trees, therefore making this a sight to be
preserved, seen, and shared. The Nature Conservancy recognized this and purchased this land
giving public access through the State Wildlife Management System.
#3 I have heard rumors of how much it would save the Government to have this facility
compared to training on the West Coast. A price cannot be put on nature and enjoyment. Based
on the amount of Taxes coming out of my payroll checks this should not be a problem, if you
don’t use the money there you’ll find another way to throw it away. The taxpayers will never
see any savings anyway.
#4 You already have a facility on the West Coast in use I suggest you use it and let us use and
enjoy the Townsend Wildlife Management Area. Regardless of environmental impact findings, if
you take the land it will be useless to us.

Ivy Rozier
1875 Old Townsend Road N.W.
Townsend Georgia 31331
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From:

Thomas D. Houston [houstontd@windstream.net]

Posted At:

Tuesday, September 28, 2010 7:12 AM

Conversation: Comments on TBR Expansion
Subject:

Comments on TBR Expansion

I submitted written comments to address shown on Page 3 of Fact Sheet and it was returned by USPO as
"No such Address". A friend of mine tried to submit comments by email, and it was rejected. The Public
Scoping Period Ended 7 Sept 2010. What is the reasons here?
V/R
Thomas D. Houston

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From:

Frank Feild [ddadirector@darientel.net]

Posted At:

Friday, October 08, 2010 2:01 PM

Conversation: Comments
Subject:

Comments

Dear Colonel Snider,
Thank you for your letter of October 6, 2010 explaining the unfortunate misplacement of letters
submitted as part of the EIS process on the expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range.
Attached is a copy of the City of Darien Staff comments submitted on August 30, 2010; just in case the
U.S. Post Office “Cookie Crushing Machine” ate our letter as well.
In our opinion, this is a good project that should proceed. We do not share the hysteria generated by
political opportunists in McIntosh County on the eve of a contentious local election; but instead believe
this project is in our national interests and will ultimately have a positive impact on the regional and
local economy.
Thank you for your service to our nation.
Frank E. Feild
Community Development Director
106 Washington St.
P.O Box 452
Darien, GA 31305
912.437.6686
912.437.2208 (fax)
www.cityofdarienga.com

Office of Community Development

Click here to report this email as spam.
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August 30, 2010

Townsend EIS Project Manager
P. O. Box 180458
Tallahassee, Florida 32318
Dear Sir:
The Staff of the City of Darien would like to take this opportunity to express our
appreciation to the members of the United States military for their service to our country.
Those service members present for the public Scoping Meeting for the proposed
expansion of the Townsend Range were outstanding representatives and their conduct
was exemplary. They were knowledgeable and the presentation exhibits were clear and
concise.
The Staff of the City of Darien supports the proposed expansion of the Townsend Range.
As we discussed with the Marine and Air Force representatives at the Scoping Meeting
we are in the very final stages of developing plans for a new open-to-the-public airport
and believe that our plans compliment and perhaps enhance the expansion of the
Townsend Range. When completed our airport will include a 5,000 ft. runway, full
parallel taxiway, aircraft apron, aviation gasoline and jet fueling facility, and sites for
large hangars. With the demand for civil aviation facilities in our area, we expect to
rapidly
grow with the compliment of aviation services that are expected for a civil
airport of our size.
From the discussions at the Scoping Meeting we understand that there is interest in the
development of our new airport. My staff, our consultant, Campbell & Paris Engineers,
and I will be glad to meet with you at your convenience to brief you on the details of our
work.
Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time for additional information on any of the
above. Once again, your service to our country is appreciated.
Sincerely,

C. Brett Cook
City Manager
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From:

Colette Edmisten [CEdmisten@flygcairports.com]

Posted At:

Monday, October 11, 2010 7:46 AM

Conversation: EIS Comments
Subject:

FW: EIS Comments

Colette W. Edmisten, A.A.E.
Operations Manager
Glynn County Airport Commission
(912) 265‐2070, Ext. 115
From: Colette Edmisten
Sent: Friday, October 08, 2010 4:00 PM
To: 'townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com'
Subject: EIS Comments
To Whom it May Concern‐
The Glynn County Airport Commission received a letter stating the comment period for the possible
expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range has been reopened due to an issue with the EIS project’s
Post Office Box. Please find the attached copy of our comments in case our original which was sent via
U.S. mail had been lost.
Thank you,

Colette W. Edmisten, A.A.E.
Operations Manager
Glynn County Airport Commission
(912) 265‐2070, Ext. 115

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From:

Thomas Maulden [vmaulden@gmail.com]

Posted At:

Monday, October 11, 2010 12:48 PM

Conversation: Comments on Public Scoping of EIS
Subject:

Comments on Public Scoping of EIS

I am in receipt of your letter of October 6, 2010 extending the public scoping period. I had
previously commented but believe it prudent to resend those comments and a few additional ones
in the attached Word document.
Should you have any problems, please do not hesitate to contact me,
Please acknowledge receipt of this email.
thanks,
Vic Maulden
912 545 9207
317 Old Macon Darien Rd SE
Ludowici, Ga 31316
Click here to report this email as spam.
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11 Oct 10

Comments on Proposed Expansion of Townsend Bombing Range
By: Thomas V. Maulden
317 Old Macon Darien Rd SE
Ludowici, Ga. 31316
1. While the brochure states that larger safety zones are required for inert, nonexplosive precision-guided weapons, there is no definitive explanation or
technical data included to justify such a large expansion. Nor is any
explanation given as to why these specific land tracts where chosen.
2. Long County has recently lost over 16,400 acres of property tax base to State
of Georgia in Wildlife Management Areas. This cased an increase tax burden
on Long County citizens. The loss of another 36,000 acres will exacerbate the
tax burden on the citizens. Is the Marine Corps willing and able to enter a
long-term financial agreement to offset the loss of tax base?
3. Another loss to Long County will be the timber taxes paid at time of timber
cutting. Is the Marine Corp willing to waive federal sovereignty?
4. While not pertinent to the EIS, what is the range of land cost?
5. The Range now has a problem with insuring that aircraft stay within altitude
restrictions, especially the lower limits. It is very disconcerting to people and
animals when aircraft engage their after-burners at tree top level. My home is
10.8 mile from the tower and still the aircraft seem to clip the tops out of trees!
What additional precautions will Marine Corps institute to eliminate this issue?
6. How was the 165 nautical mile from MCAS Beaufort established as a
criterion? There are other Federal installations within Florida, South Carolina
and Alabama within 260 nautical miles that may better fit the criteria within
negatively impacting:
a) The Socioeconomics of the local community by reduction of tax base,
b)Natural Resources by uncontrolled intrusion into the wetlands by errant
weapons and retrieval attempts; also, by intrusion into endangered and
threatened species habitats, not all are acceptable to relocation,
c) Recreation by removal of the land from public use for hunting and fishing,
d) Land Use by reducing the oxygen producing forestland and introducing
more carbon dioxide and nitrogen oxides into the local ecological system.
7. Not addressed in the brochure was the periodic flooding of this area when the
Altamaha River overflows it banks and completely floods this area to the point
that Georgia Highway 57 had to be closed from the Clary Davis hill to the town
of Townsend. This has occurred
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Comments on Proposed Expansion of Townsend Bombing Range
11 Oct 10
By: Thomas V. Maulden
317 Old Macon Darien Rd SE
Ludowici, Ga. 31316

once within the last 15 years and more in the past. What happens to the
disturbed earthen areas and any residual explosive material?
8. Does inclusion of Area3 in Alternatives 2, 3, and 5 include any permanent or
temporary closure of Georgia Highway 57? This highway is thoroughfare for
both private and commercial connection from the inward counties to Interstate
95.
9. The six different areas shown on page 6 of the brochure identify the target
locations to be close to the proposed boundaries. What about to “short-fall”
weapons?
10. What was the exact methodology in determining the Alternatives? The
analysis is not delineated in the brochure; only the four criteria have been
identified. Three of the four are fairly straightforward but as stated above in
comment 6, there is no justification for the 165 nautical mile criterion. Nor is
there any logical methodology leaking the criteria and the alternatives.
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From:

HJamesMorrison@aol.com

Posted At:

Sunday, October 17, 2010 4:50 PM

Conversation: Comment on Townsend Bombing Range
Subject:

Comment on Townsend Bombing Range

COMMENT ON PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE TOWNSEND BOMBING RANGE,
McINTOSH COUNTY, GEORGIA

My name is Jim Morrison. I am the former director of the Georgia Wildlife Federation,
the state affiliate of the National Wildlife Federation. I have been a resident of McIntosh County
for 23 years, and have personally hunted and fished in the Altamaha River area adjacent to the
Townsend Bombing Range for 47 years.

Speaking for myself and my fellow sportsmen in McIntosh County, I wish to strongly
oppose expansion of the Range into Area 2 in particular, because this is one of the prime wildlife
habitat areas in the hardwood bottomlands of the Altamaha.

This area also includes the 10,876 acre Georgia Department of Natural Resources’
Townsend Wildlife Management Area, one of the better public hunting areas for deer, wild hogs,
turkey, and ducks, in a county where much of the land is tied up in privately owned timberland
leased to private hunting clubs at exorbitant rates to out of state hunters.

In addition, Area 2 also contains the prime fishing lakes of Miller Lake and Middleton
Lake, which are flooded by the Altamaha River each year, restocking them with warmouth,
bream, crappie, catfish, and bass. When the river recedes back in its banks, these fish are trapped
in the lake, providing exceptionally good fishing until the heat of summer.

I would also oppose acquisition of Area 1, since this would impede access to Area 2
lands by the public, and apparently would not provide enough area for your operations by itself
with the existing range if I understood your presentation in Darien August 20 correctly.

I would however support the acquisition of Area 3, which would not impact wildlife
habitat and public use of Areas 1 and 2. Since Area 3 is primarily industrially owned pine
monoculture, wildlife habitat and populations might actually be enhanced in this area if a
scientific program of controlled burning and modern wildlife management techniques were
applied to it under federal ownership and opportunities provided for public hunting as possible.
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Sincerely,

Jim Morrison
1995 Seabreeze Dr. SE
Darien, GA 31305
912 437-6808
hjamesmorrison@aol.com

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From:

emmett patterson [erauto@windstream.net]

Posted At:

Thursday, October 21, 2010 11:12 AM

Conversation: Long Co./ Military/ VS Bombing range
Subject:

Long Co./ Military/ VS Bombing range

I am in support of any training that equips and establishes a safer environment for our military troops that
fight for our freedom and our allies,but it seems our allies are fewer and fewer,and depend on us more
and more !! I am worried about the environmental impact and the local taxable impact this will be (pro or
con) for Long County !We are one of the lowest economy counties in Georgia and are paying some
premium taxes with little or no help form our government. I am as concerned as all good citizens of Long
County as to what this will end up COSTING us now and in the long run!!!!!

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From:

Wilkinson, Billy [Billy.Wilkinson@weyerhaeuser.com]

Posted At:

Friday, October 22, 2010 10:57 AM

Conversation: PROPOSED TBR EXPANSION
Subject:

RE: PROPOSED TBR EXPANSION

Per notifications received, I am resending in case first one did not get through.
_____________________________________________
From: Wilkinson, Billy
Sent: Tuesday, September 07, 2010 1:17 PM
To: townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com
Subject: PROPOSED TBR EXPANSION

My Name:
Billy Wilkinson
I am a lifelong resident of McIntosh County
Address:
2231 Steve Nelson Road, NE
Townsend, GA 31331
912‐832‐5240

First and foremost, let me thank all Military Personnel for your service and dedication to our Country allowing us
the freedom to enjoy the areas in question and life in general. I can assure you in the south Georgia area there is a
strong support for our Military.
However, I most strongly object to this proposed expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range, and by copy of this
response, I ask our Local, State, and Federal Legislators, as well as all local citizens, to actively oppose. The
following are bullet points for my opposition and I will be happy to further discuss upon request;

z

z

z

z

z

McIntosh County (and I suspect Long County as well) is a rural county that can ill afford more losses to the
tax base. Research will show State and Federal Government Agencies already own a huge portion of county
acreage. This would put additional financial burdens on our sparse and relatively low income, population.
Area 1 Alternative encompasses acreage which is part of the Altamaha River Basin drainage system,
including many natural lakes and streams. This area is pristine river swamp terrain that has been used for
hunting, fishing, and recreation by ourselves, our ancestors, and our children. Other than logging of timber,
this land is pretty much the same as it has always been. Access should never be hindered or denied.
Even though a rural county with relatively low population , the residents in and around the acquisition
areas should not be subjected to additional noise and inconveniences this would bring. This is where they
live!
Fort Stewart Military Base is the largest base east of the Mississippi River, covering 280,000 acres. That is
almost five and one half (5 ½) times more land than all of your proposed alternatives combined! My
goodness, with some much land already a Military installation, with impact areas already established, no
additional environmental or community impact, and within the 165 miles of Beaufort, you do not need any
acquisition of additional land around the TBR. As a matter of fact, you do not need the existing acreage!
Government representatives in the meeting said the previous bullet point (Fort Stewart) would not work
because being different branches of the Military, scheduling would be almost impossible, and the Army
would not be able to train while Marine pilot training was ongoing. I find this to be an unacceptable excuse
for several reasons; One‐ This is a management issue that surely our competent officers of the various
branches can overcome. With 280,000 acres there should be room for everyone to train at the same time,
and at the very least, ability to schedule separately. Seems to me practicing attacking and defending an
existing Military base would be better training than attacking trees & rivers. Two‐ In private industry, if two
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z

z

department leaders said they could not work/ schedule together, they would be managed to do so or be replaced. I
cannot imagine our Military branches not working together and still be efficient in defending our country. I know
there is a General somewhere, that all branches report to, that can easily and swiftly resolve training coordination
and cooperation. Multiple branches already use the existing site for goodness sakes!
Our Government already owns enough land and through proper & efficient utilization of these lands, more would
not be needed. Governments should not be in the land acquisition business and with our astronomical deficits are
already so huge, nothing needs to be done to increase the problem.
More time should be given for comments. Citizens need more time to study and research the proposals so informed
positions can be garnered. This timeline has the appearance of rushing through so minimum comments will be
received. I ask for an extension of the comment period an additional 30 days.

In summary, The “right answer” is to immediately discontinue the acquisition process, which will mitigate my first three (3)
bullet points. An added bonus to our financially burdened county, would be to return the existing acreage to the private
sector via bullet points four and five (4 & 5). In addition, I have no problem supporting continued use of the west coast
facilities for training instead of these proposed acquisitions. The last two (2) bullet points speak for themselves.
Again, thanks to our Military folks for your service and thank you for the opportunity to comment. I look forward to this
acquisition process ceasing and concerns eliminated. However, should this acquisition process continue, I ask that you
please notify me of any proceedings going forward as these comments will not be the end of my opposition or actions in
this matter.

Billy Wilkinson

Copy: All McIntosh County Commissioners;
Boyd Gault
Nathaniel Grovenor
Charles Jordan
Mark Douglas
David Stevens
Georgia Congress & Senators;
Jeff Chapman
Roger Lane
Federal representatives & Senators;
Jack Kingston
Saxby Chambliss
Johnny Isakson
Note: If I have misspelled names, I apologize.

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From:

Kathy Walter [KWalter@long.k12.ga.us]

Posted At:

Friday, November 05, 2010 12:58 PM

Conversation: Resolution
Subject:

Resolution

Please find attached a resolution from Long County Board of Education in opposition to the
bombing range expansion. The original will follow in the mail.
If you have any questions please call Dr. Robert Waters, Superintendent of Long County
Schools, at 912-545-2367.

Kathy Walter
Payroll Supervisor
Long County Board of Education
(912)545-2367

The information contained in this message, including attachments, may contain
privileged or confidential information that is intended to be delivered only to the
person identified above. If you are not the intended recipient, or the person
responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, the Long County School
District
requests that you immediately notify the sender and asks that you do not read the message or its
attachments, and that you delete them without copying or sending them to anyone else.

Kathy Walter
Payroll Supervisor
Long County Board of Education
(912)545-2367

The information contained in this message, including attachments, may contain
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Click here to report this email as spam.

2 of 3

3 of 3

From: punkie1965@comcast.net [mailto:punkie1965@comcast.net]
Posted At: Saturday, November 06, 2010 2:20 PM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: Opposition to expansion
Subject: Opposition to expansion

I have been a resident of Long County for the past 5 years. In that time I have
seen our population increase due to Fort Stewart expansion. I'm all for that, but
the problem is there has been no expansion in business or industry for us.
Without that, the residents have had to shoulder the increase cost of providing
utility and infrastructure for the new residents. If the land in question is given to
the military and we lose more of our tax base, how can we survive as a county.
My city and county taxes for 2009 increased nearly $600.00. Most of us live on
fixed incomes and are not able to withstand another large increase like that any
time soon. If the land is acquired by the federal government, then they should
have to compensate the Long County for the loss of tax revenue. Thank you for
the chance to comment on this important issue in Long County.
Click here to report this email as spam.
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From: Elliott York [mailto:ElliottYork@semtribe.com]
Posted At: Monday, November 15, 2010 4:36 PM
Posted To: Comments
Conversation: Townsend Bombing Range EIS
Subject: Townsend Bombing Range EIS

To Whom It May Concern,
The Seminole Tribe of Florida’s Tribal Historic Preservation Office (STOF‐THPO) has reviewed the
correspondence associated with the aforementioned project. The STOF‐THPO would like to request a
copy of the Environmental Impact Statement for review prior to making any comments on possible
effects to cultural resources within the project’s APE. The STOF‐THPO appreciates the opportunity to
comment and looks forward to working with you in the future.
Thank You,
Elliott York
Compliance Review
Tribal Historic Preservation Office
Seminole Tribe of Florida
34725 West Boundary Road
Clewiston, FL 33440
Phone: 863‐983‐6549 ext: 12216
Fax: 863‐902‐1117

Click here to report this email as spam.
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Bruce Rozier
148 Java LN
Hortense, 31543
We do not want and extension of the Bombing Range at Townsend Ga. The state just
aquired this land and as hunters we having more and more took from us. Go somewhere
else
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Kenny Nobles
9512 Cecil Nobles Hwy
Ludowici, 31316
The citizens of Long county does want any more of their land taken up by the Gov. for
training. I realize that the training is vital to toward protection of our country. Long Co. is a
poor county that does not have any industry to tax. The tax base comes from home and
land owners. The Goverment does not pay tax. Also as a hunter and fisherman we will
lose alot of acres that will be closed to the public most of the time. I say no to the land
annex.
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Kerry Hunt
113 Wilson St SW
PO Box 144
Ludowici, 31316
Bombing Range Expansion is detrimental to our county Tax Base. I OPPOSE the
expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range. Respectfully, Kerry L. Hunt
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LINDA HALL
144 CHRISTIAN LANE, NE
LUDOWICI, 31316
LONG COUNTY PROPERTY OWNERS CAN NOT STAND ANY MORE PROPERTY TO
COME OFF THE TAX DIGEST. IT IS ALL WE CAN DO NOW TO PAY OUR TAXES. WE
DO NOT HAVE ANYTHING HERE THAT WOULD PUT BACK REVENUE INTO THE
COUNTY. mAKE THEM TAKE LAND FROM SOMEWHERE ELSE.
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Ava Reddish
1006 Reddish Rd. NE
Ludowici, 31316
I'm glad this web site has been set up for the Environment Impact of this decision,
unfortunately no one seems to care about the human impact of this decision. Long
County is a small, poor county. We have no industrial and minimal business imput to the
tax base. The vast majority of property taxes falls on the small land owners, of which my
husband is one. He is now retired from Ft. Stewart and we're living on a fixed income.
The same can be said of his brother and many, many others in this county. We simply
cannot afford the increase in property taxes that would result from the addition grab of
land by the Federal or State government. If these additional acres are removed from the
tax base, the only solution I see is the dissolution of Long County. In these economic
times the last thing the people here need is and increase in property taxes which would
be inevitable. Some claim there could be a payment to Long Co. by the Federal
Government in lieu of taxes, the last time I looked, the Fed. Gov. also receives it's money
from the taxpayers. Also any payment in lieu of taxes would vary according to the whims
of whatever political party weilds power over the Federal budget in any given year. The
people of Long County simply cannot afford it.
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David Repass
501 Riverside Avenue
Suite 901
Jacksonville, 32202
I am not in favor of this contemplated expansion. My uncle, R. Lee Smith, owns
approximately 350 acres just north of the Townsend Bombing Range. Our family spends
much of the year on this property including holidays. Additionally, I lease over 5000 acres
adjacent and to the north of the Townsend Bombing Range. We have enjoyed hunting,
forestry and other recreational activities. My family, lease members and guests contribute
to the local economy by using local contractors, service people, shopping, etc. This
expansion will of course preclude us and many others from coming to McIntosh and Long
County in the future, and it will also take away from our family and friends our
recreational property that we have spent so much time, money and effort making a
success. Further, I have felt my automobile shake on a mumber of occassions while
traveling down HWY 57 when the planes are flying and dropping bombs. I do not think it
is in the public's interest, from a health and safety standpoint, to have a further expanded
bombing range so close to residential areas, HWY 57 and I95. It seems that the most
ideal and practical place for an active bombing range would be in the rural western states
with very little impact on residents and tourism.
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Peyton Lingle
2317 Julienton Dr NE
Townsend, 31331
I am 100 percent in favor of providing our combat pilots with whatever training they need.
If enlarging the bombing range is needed to do that, I endorse it. The amount of noise is
negligible when our combat readiness and proficiency is needed. When the bombing
range in Puerto Rico was closed, the Townsend Bombing Range became even more
important to the defensive and offensive skills needed for our National Defense.
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ROGER HOUSTON
1547 ELIM CHURCH RD
LUDOWICI, 31316
This plan will essentially cause Long County to cease to exist. The wholesale removal of
up to 50,000 acres from the County's digest will cripple the County's ability to have an
effective local government and school system. The remaining land in the County under
private ownership cannot cover the digest through taxation, especially with the State's
millage ceiling in place. Why does the Marine Corps need that much land for a PGM
target anyway? If it is for safety buffer, why not just set up a lease agreement with the
affected landowners. Better yet, in this era of "Joint Operations", it seems that the
Marines could establish a memoranda of understanding with the Army and use Ft
Stewart . The area is large enough that one could use live munitions out there . In the big
picture, this planned land acquisition makes little sense with us just coming off of another
round of BRAC. Are the Marines really willing to destroy the poorest community in
Georgia(Long County) in order to boost the richest in South Carolina(Beaufort)?
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