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

ES.1

Description of the Proposed Project

The United States Marine Corps (USMC) prepared a DEIS that evaluated potential environmental
impacts of acquiring additional property and constructing the necessary infrastructure to allow the use of
precision-guided munitions (PGMs) at TBR, Georgia. Through the use of PGMs 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 DEIS examined
four action alternatives and the No Action Alternative. All four action alternatives would involve the
acquisition and management of land and a timber easement, the modification of existing airspace, and the
infrastructure to support PGM training, and would result in the improvement of training capabilities.

ES.2

DEIS Comment Period

Notification
The USMC initiated a 45-day public comment period from July 13 to August 27, 2012, through
the publication of the Notice of Availability (NOA) in the Federal Register. During the initial 45-day
period, the USMC extended the public comment period for an additional 30 days through September 27,
2012. The USMC mailed letters to various government agencies, representatives, organizations,
landowners, tribal nations, and members of the public to inform them of the availability of the DEIS, the
opening of the public comment period, the methods for providing comments, and the public meeting
dates, times, and locations, as announced in the NOA published in the Federal Register.

Public Meetings
Two open-house public 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 DEIS. The first meeting was held in Darien, Georgia,
on August 7, 2012, and the second in Ludowici, Georgia, on August 9, 2012. The goals of these meetings
were to provide project information and findings of the DEIS, answer questions from community
members, and solicit public input on important issues and concerns.

Additional Public Outreach
In addition to the public meetings, the USMC reached out to various regional and local
stakeholders. As a result, the USMC 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 the Long County Board of Commissioners, Altamaha Riverkeepers, Georgia Power, Fort
Stewart, Federal Aviation Administration, South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental
Control, United States Army Corps of Engineers, and representatives from offices of elected officials.
During the comment period the USMC distributed two press releases to representatives from
approximately 25 media outlets.
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Other Media
To provide the public with current project information, resources, and updates, the USMC
maintains a project Web site (http://www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com) that has been and will continue
to be maintained and updated throughout the EIS process. In addition to the advertisements in local
newspapers, the USMC conducted interviews with a regional television station and a regional radio
station. On August 16, 2012, LtCol Oscar Alvarez (Operations Officer at MCAS Beaufort) and Captain
Jordan Cochran (Public Affairs Officer at MCAS Beaufort) were interviewed by WTOC News
(Savannah, Georgia), which aired a story on the proposed expansion. Similarly, on August 16, 2012,
LtCol Alvarez, Captain Cochran, and William Drawdy (Natural Resources and Environmental Resources
Office at MCAS Beaufort) participated in an interview with Clear Channel Radio News/1290 WTKS
(Savannah, Georgia). The USMC also ran a notification of the DEIS and public meetings on a local
public access television channel in Darien, Georgia, from July 13 through September 27, 2012.

ES.3

Comments on the DEIS

Comment Methods
The public was offered the opportunity to provide comments during the public comment period
via a number of methods, including submitting a comment form at one of the public meetings, email,
mail, and the public Web site (http:www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com). The USMC advertised these
methods in the NOA and the DEIS notification letters, on the public Web site, in press releases to the
local media, in display advertisements in local newspapers, and on the public meeting comment sheets
and display boards. A total of 100 comments were received during the public comment period (Table
ES-1).
Table ES-1
Comments Received During the Public Comment Period
Comment Method
Written (a)
Public
Meetings
Oral (b)
Mail
Email
Web Site
Totals

Number of Comments Received
14
10
21
13
42
100

Totals
24
21
13
42
100

Notes:
(a) Six written comments were provided at the Darien, Georgia, meeting, and eight were provided at
the Ludowici, Georgia, meeting.
(b) No oral comments were provided at the Darien, Georgia, meeting, and 10 oral comments were
provided at the Ludowici, Georgia, meeting.

Stakeholder Groups
During the public comment period for the proposed TBR Modernization and Expansion DEIS,
comments were received from a variety of stakeholder and interest groups including local residents and
landowners, local governments, and environmental groups, among others.
DEIS notification letters were sent to 20 tribal organizations. To date, three tribes have responded
and/or provided comments on the DEIS. Currently, the United Keetowah Band of Cherokee Indians has
no environmental concerns with the project, but reserves the right to comment at a later date. The
Tuscacora Nation responded with interest in the project, as it pertains to the discovery of human remains,
funerary and sacred objects, and old village sites during construction activities. Lastly, the Chickasaw
iv
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Nation responded with no objection to the proposed project and concurred with the findings of the DEIS,
as they are not aware of any specific historic properties or properties of significant religious or sacred
value within the project area.

Public Comments
Public comments on the DEIS received during the public comment summary identified various
resources of concern, as well as both support and opposition to the project. Similar comments were voiced
to Project Team members during the public meetings.
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1

Introduction

This Public Comment Summary Report presents a summary and overview of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) review process conducted as part of the 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 DEIS
review process, including notification methods used by the USMC to inform the public of opportunities
for involvement during the public comment period; Section 3 summarizes the public 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 the DEIS Review Process

When the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) publishes the Notice of
Availability (NOA) for a DEIS, the public is invited to participate in the NEPA process by reviewing the
DEIS and providing comments on its findings. Similar to the Public Scoping period, the lead federal
agency responsible for the DEIS holds public meetings that further allow the public to participate in the
NEPA process. NEPA requires that the DEIS Review Period last a minimum of 45 days; however, federal
agencies may extend this comment period as necessary to thoroughly solicit public input on the project,
including the Proposed Action, Alternatives and Preferred Alternative, Environmental Impacts, and
Cumulative Effects.
This Public Comment Summary Report discusses the materials prepared for, as well as comments
on the DEIS obtained during, the public comment period. Although this report identifies and addresses
the comments obtained during this period, it does not make decisions regarding the Proposed Action, nor
does it set forth policies.

1.2

Description of the Proposed Project

The USMC prepared a DEIS that evaluated potential environmental impacts of acquiring
additional property and constructing the necessary infrastructure to allow the use of precision-guided
munitions (PGMs) at TBR, Georgia. Through the use of PGMs 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 DEIS examined four action
alternatives and the No Action Alternative. All four action alternatives would involve the acquisition and
management of land and a timber easement, the modification of existing airspace, the infrastructure to
support PGM training, and would result in the improvement of training capabilities.
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2

DEIS Review Process

2.1

Public Comment Period

The USMC initiated a 45-day public comment period from July 13 to August 27, 2012, through
the publication of the NOA in the Federal Register as detailed in Section 2.2.1. During the initial 45-day
period, the USMC extended the public comment period through September 27, 2012, to allow more time
for citizens to provide comments.

2.2

DEIS Notification

The USMC utilized several methods to notify the public of opportunities for involvement and
comment during the public review period. These methods included:


An NOA in the Federal Register to announce the DEIS was available for review;



A mailing of notification letters to government agencies, special interest groups, and
local landowners/residents;



A public Web site;



Press releases;



Newspaper advertisements; and



Public-access television advertisement on Darien TV from July 13 through
September 27, 2012.

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 Availability

As required by NEPA, an NOA for the DEIS was published in the Federal Register (77 FR
41385) on Friday, July 13, 2012 (Appendix A). This notice set forth the availability of the DEIS for
public review. The NOA announced the Proposed Action, proposed alternatives, and the purpose and
need for the Proposed Action. The NOA also provided the public meeting times and locations, the project
Web site location, contact information for questions about the proposal, and the closing date of the public
comment period.

2.2.2

DEIS Availability Letters

The USMC mailed letters to various government agencies; federal, state, and local elected
officials; organizations; landowners; tribal nations; and members of the public to inform them of the
availability of the DEIS, the opening of the public comment period, the methods for providing comments,
and the public meeting dates, times, and locations, as announced in the NOA published in the Federal
Register. When the public comment period was extended, letters were again mailed to the same
aforementioned stakeholders, in addition to public meeting attendees.
The mailing list in Appendix A has been used throughout the NEPA process to ensure that all
interested parties are kept informed. The mailing list has been continually updated over the course of the
EIS process and will continually be modified through the mailing of the Record of Decision (ROD).
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2.2.3

Press Releases and Newspaper Advertisements

In addition to publication of the NOA, the USMC issued a press release on July 13, 2012,
announcing the availability of the DEIS, as well as the dates, times, locations, and purpose of the public
meetings. An additional press release was issued on August 15, 2012, to announce the extension of the
public comment period.
The press releases were distributed to approximately 25 media representatives. Furthermore,
advertisements announcing the public comment period were placed in four local newspapers as detailed in
Table 2-1. The press releases and publication affidavits are provided in Appendix A.
In addition to the DEIS 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 Availability/Public Meeting and Comment Period Extension
Newspaper Advertisements
Newspaper

Publication Dates
 July 18, 2012; July 21, 2012; July 25, 2012 (Notice of Availability
[NOA]/Notice of Public Meetings)
 August 22, 2012; August 25, 2012 (Notice of Comment Period Extension)

Press-Sentinel
(Jesup, GA)

Darien News

 July 19, 2012; July 26, 2012 (NOA/Notice of Public Meetings)
 August 23, 2012 (Notice of Comment Period Extension)

(Darien, GA)

Savannah Morning News
(Savannah, GA)

Brunswick News

 July 15, 2012; July 16, 2012, July 17, 2012 (NOA/Notice of Public Meetings)
 August 21, 2012; August 22, 2012; August 23, 2012 (Notice of Comment
Period Extension)
 July 16, 2012; July 18, 2012; July 20, 2012 (NOA/Notice of Public Meetings)
 August 21, 2012; August 22, 2012 (Notice of Comment Period Extension)

(Brunswick, GA)
Notes:

Press-Sentinel is a bi-weekly distribution newspaper.
Darien News is a weekly distribution newspaper.
Savannah Morning News is a daily distribution newspaper.
Brunswick News is a daily distribution newspaper with the exception of Sunday.

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

Publication Dates
July 19, 2012, August 2, 2012, August 16, 2012,
and August 30, 2012
August 12, 2012
August 15, 2012
August 28, 2012
September 11, 2012
September 12, 2012

Darien News (Darien, GA)
Coastal Courier (Hinesville, GA)
Beaufort Gazette (Beaufort, SC)
Brunswick News (Brunswick, GA)
Florida Times-Union (Jacksonville, FL)
Atlanta Constitution-Journal (Atlanta, GA)
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2.2.4

Public Web Site

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

2.2.5

Other Media

In addition to the advertisements in local newspapers, the USMC conducted interviews with a
regional television station and a regional radio station. On August 16, 2012, LtCol Oscar Alvarez
(Operations Officer at MCAS Beaufort) and Captain Jordan Cochran (Public Affairs Officer at MCAS
Beaufort) were interviewed by WTOC News (Savannah, Georgia), which aired a story on the proposed
expansion. Similarly, on August 16, 2012, LtCol Alvarez, Captain Cochran, and William Drawdy
(Natural Resources and Environmental Resources Office at MCAS Beaufort) participated in an interview
with Clear Channel Radio News/1290 WTKS (Savannah, Georgia). The USMC also ran a notification of
the DEIS and public meetings on a local public access television channel in Darien, Georgia, from July 13
through September 27, 2012.
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3

Public Meetings

Two open-house public meetings were held to provide the opportunity for local citizens,
government agencies, special interest groups, and the general public to learn about the USMC’s Proposed
Action and to express their thoughts regarding the DEIS. The first meeting was held in Darien, Georgia,
on August 7, 2012, and the second in Ludowici, Georgia, on August 9, 2012.

3.1

Public Meeting Attendance

Table 3-1 summarizes the public 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 Meetings and Attendance
Meeting Date
August 7, 2012
August 9, 2012

Location
McIntosh County
Middle School Gymnasium
500 Greene Street, Darien, GA 31305
City of Ludowici
City Hall Meeting Room
469 N. Macon Street, Ludowici, GA

TOTAL

3.2

Time

Attendance

4:00 – 7:00 pm

41

4:00 -- 7:00 pm

75
116

Public Meeting Format

The public 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 USMC and Navy personnel and other members of the Project Team. The goals of these
meetings were to provide project information and findings of the DEIS, 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
six information stations, each staffed by knowledgeable USMC and Navy personnel to provide technical
expertise in their subject matter area. Information station topics included Public Involvement, History and
Mission, Proposed Action and Alternatives, Resource Analysis (1), Resource Analysis (2), and Real
Estate Acquisition. Similarly, a multi-page fact sheet/newsletter provided supplementary information for
each information station. The USMC provided a computer station that used digital overlays of the
alternative boundaries and aerial photographs 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 comment meetings continue to be available at the
project Web site and are contained in Appendix B.
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Figure 3-1: Public Meeting Room Layout
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4

Additional Public Outreach

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 Long County Board of Commissioners, Altamaha Riverkeepers, Georgia Power, Fort
Stewart, Federal Aviation Administration, South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental
Control, United States Army Corps of Engineers, and representatives from offices of elected officials.
Table 4-1
Public Outreach Meetings and Briefings
Date

Meeting/Interested Entity/Individual

July 11, 2012

Long County Board of Commissioners: Bobby Walker, Chairman

July 17, 2012

Beaufort Chamber of Commerce Military Enhancement Committee

July 23, 2012

August 1, 2012

August 23, 2012

Coastal Regional Commission in Brunswick, Georgia (covers McIntosh and Long Counties):
Lupita McClenning, Planning Director and Allen Burns, Executive Director
Association of County Commissioners of Georgia: Dave Willis; Representative from Senator
Saxby Chambliss’ office: Kathryn Murph; Representative from Senator Johnny Isaakson’s
office: Jered Downs; Representative from Congressman Jack Kingston’s office: Charles
Wilson; and Coastal Regional Commission in Brunswick, Georgia (covers McIntosh and Long
Counties): Lupita McClenning, Planning Director and Allen Burns, Executive Director
Long County Board of Commissioners; Long County Sheriff Craig Nobles; and Association of
County Commissioners of Georgia: Dave Willis organized by Congressman Jack Kingston’s
district staff

August 27, 2012

Altamaha Riverkeepers

September 6, 2012

Georgia Power

September 6, 2012

Representatives from Fort Stewart’s environmental, forestry, and airfield operations
programs.

September xx, 2012

South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control

September 19, 2012

Federal Aviation Administration, Eastern Service Center: Kristi Ashley

September 19, 2012

United States Army Corps of Engineers, Savannah District: Mark Padgett

September 21, 2012

Long County Board of Commissioners: Bobby Walker, Chairman

September 21, 2012

Representatives from Congressman Jack Kingston’s office: Brooke Childers, Merritt Myers,
Michael Lake, and Charles Wilson

September 21, 2012

Representatives from Senator Saxby Chambliss’ office: Kathryn Murph and Todd Harmer

October 1, 2012

Long County resident: Nell Fischette
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5
5.1

DEIS Comment Summary
Comment Methods

The public was offered the opportunity to provide comments during the public comment period
via a number of methods, including submitting a comment form at one of the public meetings, email,
mail, and the public Web site (http:// www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com). The USMC advertised these
methods in the NOA and the DEIS notification letters, on the public Web site, in press releases to the
local media, in display advertisements in local newspapers, and on the public meeting comment sheets
and display boards. A total of 100 comments were received during the public comment period (see Table
5-1 and Appendix C).

Table 5-1
Comments Received During the Public Comment Period
Comment Method
Written (a)
Public
Meetings
Oral (b)
Mail
Email
Web Site
Totals

Number of Comments Received
14
10
21
13
42
100

Totals
24
21
13
42
100

Notes:
(a) Six written comments were provided at the Darien, Georgia, meeting, and eight were
provided at the Ludowici, Georgia, meeting.
(b) No oral comments were provided at the Darien, Georgia, meeting, and 10 oral comments
were provided at the Ludowici, Georgia, meeting.

5.2

Stakeholder Groups

During the public comment period for the DEIS, 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 comment period.
The majority of comments (72 comments; 72% of the total received) came from local
residents/citizens. 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. However, duplicate comments from the same
commenting party that were submitted through different media were not counted more than once. All
comments are provided in Appendix C.
DEIS notification letters were sent to 20 tribal organizations. To date, three tribes have responded
and/or provided comments on the DEIS. Currently, the United Keetowah Band of Cherokee Indians has
no environmental concerns with the project, but reserves the right to comment at a later date. The
Tuscacora Nation responded with interest in the project, as it pertains to the discovery of human remains,
funerary and sacred objects, and old village sites during construction activities. Lastly, the Chickasaw
Nation responded with no objection to the proposed project and concurred with the findings of the DEIS,
as they are not aware of any specific historic properties or properties of significant religious or sacred
value within the project area.
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Table 5-2
Commenting Stakeholder Groups
Stakeholder
Federal Government
State Government
Local Government
Tribal Nations
Citizens and Organizations
Totals

5.3

Meeting
0
0
4
0
20
24

Comment Method
Mailed
Emailed
3
2
5
0
1
3
2
1
10
7
21
13

Web Site
0
0
0
0
42
42

Totals
5
5
8
3
79
100

Public Comments

A previously stated, the majority of comments (72 comments; 72% of total received) came from
local residents/citizens. A total of 20 comments were received in support of the Proposed Action. Based
on comments heard and received in writing, the most pressing concerns include:


Socioeconomics;



Safety;



Training Concerns;



Cultural Resources;



Noise;



Natural Resources; and



Road Closures/Access.

5.4

Other Concerns

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


Water quality/control;



Lack of trust/overall discontent with the military and/or federal government;



Airspace;



Newspaper advertisement/comment period;



Air quality;



Mineral rights; and



Electric transmission lines.
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Public Notification Documentation
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Notices of Availability and Public Meeting
Notices of Public Comment Period Extension

A.2 Mailing List
A.3 DEIS Notification Letters

Notices of Availability and Public Meeting
Notices of Public Comment Period Extension

A.4 Newspaper Affidavits
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Federal Register / Vol. 77, No. 135 / Friday, July 13, 2012 / Notices

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission
[Docket Nos. ER11–4580–000; ER12–50–
000]

California Independent System
Operator Corporation; Notice of FERC
Staff Attendance
The Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission (Commission) hereby gives
notice that on the following date
members of its staff will participate in
teleconferences and meetings to be
conducted by the California
Independent System Operator (CAISO).

The agenda and other documents for the
teleconferences and meetings are
available on the CAISO’s Web site,
www.caiso.com.
July 12, 2012 Board of Governors and
Audit Committee Market Update
Sponsored by the CAISO, the
teleconferences and meetings are open
to all market participants and staff’s
attendance is part of the Commission’s
ongoing outreach efforts. The
teleconferences and meetings may
discuss matters at issue in the above
captioned dockets.
For further information, contact Saeed
Farrokhpay at
saeed.farrokhpay@ferc.gov (916) 294–

0322 or Maury Kruth at
maury.kruth@ferc.gov, (916) 294–0275.
Dated: July 6, 2012.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2012–17045 Filed 7–12–12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission
[AD12–17–000, et al.]

Supplemental Notice of Technical
Conference

Review of Small Generator Interconnection Agreements and Procedures .......................................................
Solar Energy Industries Association ....................................................................................................................
California Independent System Operator Corporation .......................................................................................
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PJM Interconnection, LLC ....................................................................................................................................
California Independent System Operator Corporation .......................................................................................

On June 13, 2012, the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (Commission)
announced that a Technical Conference
on issues related to a petition for
rulemaking recently submitted by the
Solar Energy Industries Association
(Docket No. RM12–10–000) will be held
on Tuesday, July 17, 2012. Please note
that the time for the conference has been
changed; the conference will be
convened from 9 a.m. to approximately
4 p.m. (EDT). The staff-led conference
will be held in the Commission Meeting
Room at the Commission’s headquarters
at 888 First Street NE., Washington, DC
20426. Members of the Commission may
attend the conference, which will also
be open for the public to attend.
Advance registration is not required, but
is encouraged. We will provide
nametags for those who register on or
before July 10, 2012. Participants may
register at the following Web page:
https://www.ferc.gov/whats-new/
registration/small-generator-7–17–12form.asp.
Attached to this supplemental notice
is an agenda for the conference. If any
changes are made, the revised agenda
will be posted prior to the event on the
Calendar of Events on the Commission’s
Web site, www.ferc.gov.
Notice is also hereby given that
discussions at the conference may
address matters at issue in the abovereferenced individual proceedings that
are either pending or within their
rehearing period.
A free webcast of the technical
conference will be available. Anyone
with Internet access who desires to
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listen to this event can do so by
navigating to the Calendar of Events on
the Commission’s Web site and locating
this event in the Calendar. The event
will contain a link to its webcast. The
Capitol Connection provides technical
support for webcasts and will offer the
option of listening to the conference via
phone-bridge for a fee. If you have any
questions about the webcast, visit
www.CapitolConnection.org or call (703)
993–3100.
This conference will also be
transcribed. Transcripts will be
available from Ace Reporting Company
(202–347–3700 or 800–336–6646).
FERC conferences are accessible
under section 508 of the Rehabilitation
Act of 1973. For accessibility
accommodations please send an email
to accessibility@ferc.gov or call toll free
(866) 208–3372 (voice) or (202) 502–
8659 (TTY), or send a fax to (202) 208–
2106 with the requested
accommodations.
Anyone wishing to comment on
issues raised at the technical conference
should submit written comments to the
Commission no later than August 16,
2012.
For information related to the agenda,
please contact Leslie Kerr at
leslie.kerr@ferc.gov or (202) 502–8540.
For information related to logistics,
please contact Sarah McKinley at
sarah.mckinley@ferc.gov or (202) 502–
8368.
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Docket Nos. AD12–17–000.
Docket Nos. RM12–10–000.
Docket Nos. ER12–502–001,
ER12–502–002.
Docket Nos. ER12–1177–001.
Docket Nos. ER12–1855–000.

Dated: July 3, 2012.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2012–16883 Filed 7–12–12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717–01–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
[ER–FRL–9003–9]

Environmental Impacts Statements;
Notice of Availability
Responsible Agency: Office of Federal
Activities, General Information
(202) 564–7146 or http://www.epa.gov/
compliance/nepa/.
Weekly receipt of Environmental Impact
Statements
Filed 07/02/2012 Through 07/06/2012
Pursuant to 40 CFR 1506.9.
Notice
Section 309(a) of the Clean Air Act
requires that EPA make public its
comments on EISs issued by other
Federal agencies. EPA’s comment letters
on EISs are available at: http://
www.epa.gov/compliance/nepa/
eisdata.html.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA is
seeking agencies to participate in its
e-NEPA electronic EIS submission pilot.
Participating agencies can fulfill all
requirements for EIS filing, eliminating
the need to submit paper copies to EPA
Headquarters, by filing documents
online and providing feedback on the
process. To participate in the pilot,
register at: https://cdx.epa.gov.
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EIS No. 20120223, Draft EIS, USFWS,
TX, Edwards Aquifer Recovery
Implementation Program Habitat
Conservation Plan, Application for an
Incidental Take Permit of 11 Federally
Listed or Petitioned Species, Several
Counties, Texas, Comment Period
Ends: 10/10/2012, Contact: Adam
Zerrenner 512–490–0057.
EIS No. 20120224, Draft EIS, FHWA, IL,
Illiana Corridor Project Tier One
Transportation System Improvements,
Will and Kankakee Counties, IL and
Lake County, IN, Comment Period
Ends: 08/29/2012, Contact: Norman
Stoner 217–492–4600.
EIS No. 20120225, Draft EIS, USFS, AZ,
Bill Williams Mountain Restoration
Project, Kaibab National Forest,
Coconino County, AZ, Comment
Period Ends: 08/27/2012, Contact:
Martie Schramm 928–635–5630.
EIS No. 20120226, Final EIS, USFS, CA,
Creeks II Forest Restoration Project,
Proposal to Protect Rural
Communities from Hazards by
Constructing Fuel Breaks known as
Defensible Fuel Profile Zones
(DFPZs), Lassen National Forest,
Almanor Ranger District, Plumas
County, CA, Review Period Ends:
08/13/2012, Contact: Al Vazquez 530–
258–2141.
EIS No. 20120227, Draft EIS, USMC,
GA, Proposed Modernization and
Expansion of Townsend Bombing
Range, Acquiring Additional Property
and Constructing Infrastructure to
Allow the Use of Precision-Guided
Munitions, McIntosh and Long
Counties, GA, Comment Period Ends:
08/27/2012, Contact: Veronda
Johnson 571–256–2783.
EIS No. 20120228, Final EIS, NHTSA,
00, Corporate Average Fuel Economy
Standards Passenger Cars and Light
Truck, Model Years 2017–2025, To
Reduce National Energy Consumption
by Increasing the Fuel Economy of
Passenger Cars and Light Trucks sold
in the U.S., Review Period Ends:
08/13/2012, Contact: James MacIsaac
202–366–9108.
This document is available on the
Internet at: http://www.nhtsa.gov/fueleconomy.
EIS No. 20120229, Draft EIS, FHWA,
CA, I–710 Corridor Project,
Improvements, from Ocean Boulevard
in the City of Long Beach to State
Route 60 in East Los Angeles,
Funding, Los Angeles County, CA,
Comment Period Ends: 08/27/2012,
Contact: Cesar E. Perez 916–498–
5065.
Amended Notices
EIS No. 20120161, Draft EIS, USFS, NM,
North Fork Eagle Creek Wells, Special
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Use Authorization Project, Operation
of Four Municipal Supply Water
Wells, Lincoln National Forest,
Lincoln County, NM, Comment
Period Ends: 09/07/2012, Contact:
Dave Warnack 575–257–4095
Revision to FR Notice Published 5/25/
2012; Extending Comment Period to
09/07/2012.
EIS No. 20120196, Draft EIS, NPS, OH,
Cuyahoga Valley National Park
Comprehensive Trail Management
Plan, Cuyahoga and Summit Counties,
OH, Comment Period Ends: 08/20/
2012, Contact: Stan Austin 330–657–
2752 Revision to FR Notice Published
06/22/2012; Change Comment Period
from 08/06/201 to 8/20/2012.
Dated: July 10, 2012.
Cliff Rader,
Director, NEPA Compliance Division, Office
of Federal Activities.
[FR Doc. 2012–17188 Filed 7–12–12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
[FRL–9700–3]

Meetings of the Local Government
Advisory Committee and the Small
Communities Advisory Subcommittee
(SCAS)
Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Notice.
AGENCY:

The Small Communities
Advisory Subcommittee (SCAS) will
meet via teleconference on Tuesday,
July 24, 2012, 2:30 p.m.–4 p.m. (ET).
The Subcommittee will discuss
sustainable communities, decentralized
wastewater treatment, and other issues
and recommendations regarding
environmental issues affecting small
communities. The Local Government
Advisory Committee (LGAC) will meet
via teleconference on Tuesday, July 31,
2012, 1 p.m.–2 p.m. (EDT). The
Committee will discuss air quality
issues, water quality issues,
environmental justice and/or Title VI,
and other environmental issues of
importance to local governments.
ADDRESSES: EPA’s Local Government
Advisory Committee meetings will be
held via teleconference. Meeting
summaries will be available after the
meeting online at www.epa.gov/ocir/
scas_lgac/lgac_index.htm and can be
obtained by written request to the DFO.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Local Government Advisory Committee
(LGAC) contact Frances Eargle at (202)
SUMMARY:
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564–3115 or email at eargle.frances@
epa.gov.
The Small
Communities Advisory Subcommittee
(SCAS) will meet via teleconference on
Tuesday, July 24, 2012,
2:30 p.m.–4 p.m. (ET). The
Subcommittee will discuss sustainable
communities, decentralized wastewater
treatment, and other issues and
recommendations regarding
environmental issues affecting small
communities. This is an open meeting
and all interested persons are invited to
participate. The Subcommittee will hear
comments from the public between 2:35
p.m.–2:45 p.m. on Tuesday, July 24,
2012. Individuals or organizations
wishing to address the Committee will
be allowed a maximum of five minutes
to present their point of view. Also,
written comments should be submitted
electronically to
davis.catherinem@epa.gov. Please
contact the Designated Federal Officer
(DFO) at the number listed below to
schedule a time on the agenda. Time
will be allotted on a first-come firstserve basis, and the total period for
comments may be extended if the
number of requests for appearances
requires it. The Local Government
Advisory Committee (LGAC) will meet
via teleconference on Tuesday, July 31,
2012, 1 p.m.–2 p.m. (EDT). The
Committee will discuss air quality
issues, water quality issues,
environmental justice and/or Title VI,
and other environmental issues of
importance to local governments. This
is an open meeting and all interested
persons are invited to participate. The
Committee will hear comments from the
public between 1:15 p.m.–1:25 p.m.
(EDT) on Tuesday, July 31, 2012.
Individuals or organizations wishing to
address the Committee will be allowed
a maximum of five minutes to present
their point of view. Also, written
comments should be submitted
electronically to eargle.frances@epa.gov.
Please contact the Designated Federal
Officer (DFO) at the number listed
below to schedule a time on the agenda.
Time will be allotted on a first-come
first-serve basis, and the total period for
comments may be extended if the
number of requests for appearances
requires it.
Information Services for Those with
Disabilities: For information on access
or services for individuals with
disabilities, please contact Frances
Eargle at (202) 564–3115 or eargle.
frances@epa.gov. To request
accommodation of a disability, please
request it 10 days prior to the meeting,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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awarding of master’s and doctoral
degrees in the biomedical sciences and
public health. The President, USU will
present a report and Regents will also
receive information from both academic
and administrative University officials.
These actions are necessary for the
University to pursue its mission, which
is to provide outstanding health care
practitioners and scientists to the
uniformed services.
Meeting Accessibility: Pursuant to
Federal statute and regulations (5 U.S.C.
552b, as amended, and 41 CFR 102–
3.140 through 102–3.165) and the
availability of space, most of the
meeting is open to the public. Seating is
on a first-come basis. Members of the
public wishing to attend the meeting
should contact Janet S. Taylor at the
address and phone number in FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. The
closed portion of this meeting is
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(6) as the
subject matter involves personal and
private observations.
Written Statements: Interested
persons may submit a written statement
for consideration by the Board of
Regents. Individuals submitting a
written statement must submit their
statement to the Designated Federal
Officer at the address in FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CONTACT. If such statement
is not received at least 10 calendar days
prior to the meeting, it may not be
provided to or considered by the Board
of Regents until its next open meeting.
The Designated Federal Officer will
review all timely submissions with the
Board of Regents Chairman and ensure
such submissions are provided to Board
of Regents Members before the meeting.
After reviewing the written comments,
submitters may be invited to orally
present their issues during the August
2012 meeting or at a future meeting.
Dated: July 10, 2012.
Aaron Siegel,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 2012–17111 Filed 7–12–12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001–06–P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
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Department of the Navy
Notice of Public Meetings for the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for
the Proposed Modernization and
Expansion of Townsend Bombing
Range, GA
AGENCY:
ACTION:

Department of the Navy, DoD.

Notice.
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Pursuant to Section
(102)(2)(c) of the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA) (42 United States Code [U.S.C.]
Sections 4321–4370h); the Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ)
regulations for implementing the
procedural provisions of NEPA (Title 40
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts
1500–1508); Department of the Navy
Procedures for Implementing NEPA (32
CFR part 775); and Marine Corps NEPA
directives (Marine Corps Order
P5090.2A), the U. S. Marine Corps
(USMC)as prepared and filed with the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) that evaluates potential
environmental impacts of acquiring
additional property and constructing the
necessary infrastructure to allow the use
of inert precision-guided munitions
(PGMs) at Townsend Bombing Range
(TBR), Georgia. Through the use of
PGMs at TBR, the USMC can more
efficiently meet current training
requirements for pilots by significantly
increasing air-to-ground training
capabilities for Marine Air Group
(MAG) 31 stationed at Marine Corps Air
Station (MCAS) Beaufort, South
Carolina.
With the filing of the Draft EIS, the
USMC is initiating a 45-day public
comment period and has scheduled two
public open house meetings to receive
oral and written comments on the Draft
EIS. Federal, state and local agencies
and interested parties are encouraged to
provide comments in person at the
public meetings, or in writing anytime
during the public comment period. This
notice announces the dates and
locations of the public meetings and
provides supplementary information
about the environmental planning effort.
DATES AND ADDRESSES: The Draft EIS
public review period will begin July 13,
2012 and end August 27, 2012. The two
public meetings will inform the public
about the proposed action and the
alternatives under consideration, and
provide an opportunity for the public to
comment on the Draft EIS. USMC
representatives will be on hand to
discuss the NEPA process, findings, and
the Proposed Action presented in the
Draft EIS. The public meetings will be
held from 4:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. on the
following dates and at the following
locations in Georgia:
(1) Tuesday, August 7, 2012 at McIntosh
County Middle School Gymnasium
500 Green Street Darien, GA 31305.
(2) Thursday, August 9, 2012 at City
Hall of Ludowici Meeting Room 469
North Macon Street Ludowici, GA
31316.
SUMMARY:
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Copies of the Draft EIS are available
for public review at the following public
libraries:
Ida Hilton Public Library, 1105 North
Way, Darien, GA, 31305;
Long County Public Library, 28 S. Main
Street, Ludowici, GA, 31316; and Hog
Hammock Public Library, 1023
Hillery Lane, Sapelo Island, GA,
31327.
The Draft EIS was distributed to
Federal, State, and local agencies,
elected officials, and other interested
parties and individuals on July 13, 2012.
The document can be viewed online
and downloaded from http://
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com.
A copy of the Draft EIS will also be
made available upon written request to
Townsend Bombing Range EIS Project
Manager, Post Office Box 180458,
Tallahassee, Florida, 32318.
Comments: Attendees will be able to
submit written comments at the public
meeting; a stenographer will also be
present to transcribe oral comments.
Equal weight will be given to oral and
written statements. Comments on the
Draft EIS can be submitted via the
project email address
(townsendbombingrangeeise@ene.com),
project Web site or submitted in writing
to: Townsend Bombing Range EIS
Project Manager, Post Office Box
180458, Tallahassee, Florida, 32318. All
comments must be postmarked or
electronically dated on or before August
27, 2012 to be sure they become part of
the public record. All statements, oral
transcription and written, submitted
during the public review period will
become part of the public record on the
Draft EIS and will be responded to in
the Final EIS.
FOR FURTHER ASSISTANCE: Contact Capt.
Cochran, 596 Geiger Blvd. MCAS
Beaufort, SC 29904 at 843–228–6123.
Please submit requests for special
assistance, sign language interpretation
for the hearing impaired, or other
auxiliary aids at the public meeting to
Capt. Cochran.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A Notice
of Intent to prepare this EIS was
published in the Federal Register on
August 6, 2010 (Vol. 75, No. 151,
pp. 47564–47565).
Purpose and Need: The purpose of the
Proposed Action is to provide an air-toground training range capable of
providing a wider variety of air-toground operations, including the use of
PGMs, to meet current training
requirements. The Proposed Action is
needed to more efficiently meet current
training requirements for USMC
aviation assets by significantly
increasing air-to-ground training
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capabilities in the Beaufort, South
Carolina Region.
Proposed Action: The Proposed
Action evaluated in the Draft EIS is to
modernize and expand TBR to
accommodate the MAG–31 requirement
to train with inert PGMs and the larger
Weapons Danger Zones (WDZs) their
use requires. 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 Proposed
Action includes five interrelated
components:
(1) Acquisition of land adjacent to
TBR to accommodate the larger WDZs
required for PGM training. To
effectively deliver PGMs at TBR, the
land area must be increased to ensure
the containment of the WDZs, allow for
their realistic combat employment, and
ensure the safety of military personnel
and civilians present at and around
TBR.
(2) Acquisition of a timber easement
within the current TBR boundary to
ensure public safety. It is necessary for
the USMC to own all the timberland and
to manage it in support of mission
requirements.
(3) Modification of existing airspace
Restricted Area R–3007C by extending
the current restricted area laterally to
the proposed acquisition area boundary.
The purpose of this additional airspace
is to exclude non-participating aircraft
from intruding into hazardous
operations, as required by Federal
Aviation Administration regulations.
The proposed modification would
eliminate the current gap from 100 feet
Above Ground Level down to the
surface of the ground over the areas
proposed for acquisition.
(4) Construction of Infrastructure to
support PGM training. This includes the
placement and/or construction of new
targets, a new observation tower, and
support facilities, as well as additional
utilities, roads, and fencing.
(5) Improvement of training
capabilities of the individual aircrew
air-to-ground ordnance delivery training
syllabus for the F/A–18. Currently,
MAG 31 pilots can accomplish less than
half of their air-to-ground training
requirements at TBR. The expansion of
TBR and the creation of new target areas
would increase capabilities from 47
percent to 85 percent of the individual
air-to-ground ordnance delivery training
syllabus for the F/A–18 at TBR.
Alternatives Considered in the Draft
EIS: The Draft EIS examines four action
alternatives and a No Action
Alternative. All four action alternatives
would involve the acquisition and
management of land and a timber
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easement, the modification of existing
airspace, the infrastructure to support
PGM training, and would result in the
improvement of training capabilities.
The land acquired under each action
alternative would involve different
strategic combinations of three possible
land acquisition areas (referred to in the
Draft EIS as ‘‘Acquisition Area 1A,’’
‘‘Acquisition Area 1B,’’ and
‘‘Acquisition Area 3’’). Similarly under
all four action alternatives, the USMC
proposes to modify the existing airspace
based on the amount of land acquired.
Any combination of the land proposed
to be acquired would be under the
current Restricted Area R–3007.
Alternative 1 includes Acquisition
Area 1A and Acquisition Area 1B,
totaling an acquisition of 11,187 acres.
Alternative 1 also includes the
acquisition of a 3,007-acre timber
easement. Restricted Area R–3007A
would be modified by extending the
current restricted area laterally to the
proposed acquisition area boundary.
The proposed modification would
eliminate the current gap from 100 feet
above ground level down to the surface
of the ground over the areas that are
proposed for acquisition. Alternative 1
includes the construction of three new
target areas: Target Area 6 (Airfield Site
with Simulated Petroleum, Oil, and
Lubricants [POL] Site/Fuel Farm);
Target Area 7 (Urban Target Area
[UTA]); and Target Area 8 (Fuel Farm/
POL Site). Under Alternative 1, air-toground training capabilities would
increase from 47 percent up to 72
percent.
Alternative 2 includes Acquisition
Area 3, totaling an acquisition of 23,480
acres. Like Alternative 1, Alternative 2
also includes the acquisition of the
timber easement and the same
modification to existing airspace.
Alternative 2 includes the construction
of five new target areas: Target Area 1
(UTA); Target Area 2 (Terrorist Training
Camp); Target Area 3 (Conventional
Bull’s Eye); Target Area 4 (Convoy Site);
and Target Area 5 (Train Depot). Under
Alternative 2, air-to-ground training
capabilities would increase from 47
percent up to 85 percent.
Alternative 3 includes Acquisition
Area 1A, Acquisition Area 1B, and
Acquisition Area 3, totaling an
acquisition of 34,667 acres. Like
Alternatives 1 and 2, Alternative 3
includes the acquisition of the timber
easement and the same modification to
existing airspace. Alternative 3 includes
the construction of eight new target
areas (Target Areas 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and
8), and training capabilities would
increase from 47 percent up to 85
percent.
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Alternative 4 (Preferred Alternative)
includes Acquisition Area 1B and
Acquisition Area 3, totaling an
acquisition of 28,436 acres. Like
Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, Alternative 4
includes the acquisition of the timber
easement and the same modification to
existing airspace. Alternative 4 includes
the construction of six new target areas
(Target Areas 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 8), and
training capabilities would increase
from 47 percent up to 85 percent.
No Action Alternative. Under the No
Action Alternative, the Proposed Action
would not take place and the status quo
would continue, the USMC would not
acquire any land for training purposes,
and training operations at TBR would
not change. The No Action Alternative
would not provide a local East Coast
range capable of supporting the use of
PGMs by MAG–31. Aviation units
stationed at MCAS Beaufort would
continue to deploy to the southwestern
United States to undergo PGM training
and meet individual aircrew training
requirements. TBR would continue to
support current training operations, but
would be unable to accommodate PGM
training.
Environmental Issues: The Draft EIS
evaluates the potential environmental
effects associated with each of the
alternatives. Issues addressed include:
Land use; socioeconomics; recreation;
wetlands; water resources; airspace;
noise; biological resources; cultural
resources; air quality; transportation;
noise; biological resources; cultural
resources; topography, geology, and
soils; utilities and infrastructure; and
hazardous materials and waste. The
Draft EIS also analyzes cumulative
impacts from other past, present, and
reasonably foreseeable future actions
occurring near the project area.
Environmental consequences of the
Proposed Action would principally
arise from tax revenue and timber sales
tax revenue lost in both McIntosh and
Long Counties, Georgia. Relevant and
reasonable measures that could alleviate
environmental effects have been
considered.
Schedule: A 45-day public comment
period will start upon publication of the
EPA Notice of Availability (NOA) in the
Federal Register. Comments on the
Draft EIS must be received by August
27, 2012. The Department of the Navy
(DoN) will consider and respond to all
comments received on the Draft EIS
when preparing the Final EIS. The DoN
expects to issue the Final EIS in spring
2013, at which time a NOA will be
published in the Federal Register and
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local print media. A Record of Decision
is expected in summer 2013.
J.M. Beal,
Lieutenant Commander, Office of the Judge
Advocate General, U.S. Navy, Federal
Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 2012–17098 Filed 7–12–12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810–FF–P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
Applications for New Awards;
Rehabilitation Research and Training
Center on Vocational Rehabilitation
and Developing Strategies To Meet
Employer Needs in Changing
Economic Environments
Office of Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services, Department of
Education.
ACTION: Notice.
AGENCY:

Overview Information:
National Institute on Disability and
Rehabilitation Research (NIDRR)—
Disability and Rehabilitation Research
Projects and Centers Program—
Rehabilitation Research and Training
Center (RRTCs) on Vocational
Rehabilitation (VR) and Developing
Strategies to Meet Employer Needs in
Changing Economic Environments.
Notice inviting applications for new
awards for fiscal year (FY) 2012.
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
(CFDA) Number: 84.133B–1.

Dates:
Applications Available: July 13, 2012.
Date of Pre-Application Meeting:
August 3, 2012.
Deadline for Transmittal of
Applications: August 27, 2012.
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Full Text of Announcement
I. Funding Opportunity Description
Purpose of Program: The purpose of
the Disability and Rehabilitation
Research Projects and Centers Program
is to plan and conduct research,
demonstration projects, training, and
related activities, including
international activities; to develop
methods, procedures, and rehabilitation
technology that maximize the full
inclusion and integration into society,
employment, independent living, family
support, and economic and social selfsufficiency of individuals with
disabilities, especially individuals with
the most severe disabilities; and to
improve the effectiveness of services
authorized under the Rehabilitation Act
of 1973, as amended (Rehabilitation
Act).
Rehabilitation Research and Training
Centers (RRTCs)
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The purpose of the RRTCs, which are
funded through the Disability and
Rehabilitation Research Projects and
Centers Program, is to improve the
effectiveness of services authorized
under the Rehabilitation Act, through
advanced research, training, technical
assistance, and dissemination activities
in general problem areas, as specified by
NIDRR. Such activities are designed to
benefit rehabilitation service providers,
individuals with disabilities, and the
family members or other authorized
representatives of individuals with
disabilities. Additional information on
the RRTC program can be found at:
www.ed.gov/rschstat/research/pubs/resprogram.html#RRTC.
Priorities: This competition includes
two absolute priorities. The General
RRTC Requirements priority is from the
notice of final priorities for the
Disability and Rehabilitation Research
Projects and Centers Program, published
in the Federal Register on February 1,
2008 (73 FR 6132) and the RRTC on
Vocational Rehabilitation and
Developing Strategies to Meet Employer
Needs in Changing Economic
Environments priority is from the notice
of final priority for this program,
published elsewhere in this issue of the
Federal Register.
Absolute Priorities: For FY 2012 and
any subsequent year in which we make
awards from the list of unfunded
applicants from this competition, these
priorities are absolute priorities. Under
34 CFR 75.105(c)(3) we consider only
applications that meet these priorities.
These priorities are:
(1) General RRTC Requirements.
(2) RRTC on Vocational
Rehabilitation and Developing
Strategies to Meet Employer Needs in
Changing Economic Environments.
Note: The full text of these priorities is
included in the pertinent notice of final
priority or priorities published in the Federal
Register and in the application package for
this competition.
Program Authority: 29 U.S.C. 762(g) and
764(b)(2).

Applicable Regulations: (a) The
Education Department General
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) in
34 CFR parts 74, 75, 77, 80, 81, 82, 84,
85, 86, and 97. (b) The Education
Department suspension and debarment
regulations in 2 CFR part 3485. (c) The
regulations for this program in 34 CFR
part 350. (d) The notice of final
priorities for the Disability and
Rehabilitation Research Projects and
Centers program, published in the
Federal Register on February 1, 2008
(73 FR 6132). (e) The notice of final
priority for this program, published
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elsewhere in this issue of the Federal
Register.
Note: The regulations in 34 CFR part 86
apply to institutions of higher education
(IHEs) only.

II. Award Information
Type of Award: Discretionary grants.
Estimated Available Funds: $650,000.
Contingent upon the availability of
funds and the quality of applications,
we may make additional awards in FY
2013 from the list of approved but
unfunded applicants from this
competition.
Maximum Award: We will reject any
application that proposes a budget
exceeding $650,000 for a single budget
period of 12 months. The Assistant
Secretary for Special Education and
Rehabilitative Services may change the
maximum amount through a notice
published in the Federal Register.
Estimated Number of Awards: 1.
Note: The Department is not bound by any
estimates in this notice.

Project Period: Up to 60 months.
III. Eligibility Information
1. Eligible Applicants: States; public
or private agencies, including for-profit
agencies; public or private
organizations, including for-profit
organizations; IHEs; and Indian tribes
and tribal organizations.
2. Cost Sharing or Matching: This
competition does not require cost
sharing or matching.
IV. Application and Submission
Information
1. Address to Request Application
Package: You can obtain an application
package via the Internet or from the
Education Publications Center (ED
Pubs). To obtain a copy via the Internet,
use the following address: www.ed.gov/
fund/grant/apply/grantapps/index.html.
To obtain a copy from ED Pubs, write,
fax, or call the following: ED Pubs, U.S.
Department of Education, P.O. Box
22207, Alexandria, VA 22304.
Telephone, toll free: 1–877–433–7827.
Fax: (703) 605–6794. If you use a
telecommunications device for the deaf
(TDD) or a text telephone (TTY), call,
toll free: 1–877–576–7734.
You can contact ED Pubs at its Web
site, also: www.EDPubs.gov or at its
email address: edpubs@inet.ed.gov.
If you request an application package
from ED Pubs, be sure to identify this
competition as follows: CFDA number
84.133B–1.
Individuals with disabilities can
obtain a copy of the application package
in an accessible format (e.g., braille,
large print, audiotape, or compact disc)
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY AND PUBLIC MEETINGS ON
THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR
THE PROPOSED MODERNIZATION AND EXPANSION OF
TOWNSEND BOMBING RANGE, GEORGIA
In compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the United
States Marine Corps (USMC) has completed a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (Draft EIS) for the above-referenced project. The Draft EIS has
been prepared to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of acquiring
additional property and constructing the necessary infrastructure to allow the
use of inert (with spotting charges) precision-guided munitions (PGMs) at
Townsend Bombing Range (TBR), Georgia.
The Draft EIS evaluates the potential environmental impacts associated with
the proposed modernization and expansion of TBR in McIntosh and Long
Counties, Georgia, that would provide a modern and realistic training
environment for the F/A-18 pilots of Marine Air Group 31 (MAG-31), stationed
at Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Beaufort, South Carolina. To implement
the Proposed Action, the USMC would acquire lands and a timber easement
in the vicinity of TBR on which to create new target areas to allow for a
greater variety of training activities, modify existing airspace, construct the
required infrastructure to support PGM training, and improve training
capabilities. The Draft EIS also evaluates past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions from a cumulative impacts perspective.
The Draft EIS has been distributed to various federal, state, and local
agencies, elected officials, and interested parties, and is available for public
review at:
Ida Hilton Public Library: 1105 North Way, Darien, GA, 31305
Long County Public Library: 28 S. Main Street, Ludowici, GA, 31316
Hog Hammock Public Library: 1023 Hillery Lane, Sapelo Island, GA, 31327
Electronic copies of the Draft EIS are available upon
request by contacting the Townsend Draft EIS Project
Manager at (843) 228-7370. Comments on the Draft
EIS should be mailed to:
Townsend EIS Project Manager
Post Office Box 180458
Tallahassee, Florida 32318
Comments may also be emailed to townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com or
posted to our Web site at www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com. All
comments must be received by August 27, 2012.
Two public meetings, using an informal open house format, will be held from
4:00 to 7:00 p.m. on the following dates and at the following locations:
August 7, 2012
August 9, 2012
McIntosh County
City of Ludowici
Middle School Gymnasium
City Hall Meeting Room
500 Green Street
469 North Macon Street
Darien, GA 31305
Ludowici, GA 31316
All written comments postmarked by August 27, 2012, will become part of
the official public record and will be responded to in the Final EIS.
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policy.’’ A lead agency request to EPA
to reduce time periods or another
Federal agency (not the lead agency)
request to formally extend a time period
should be submitted in writing to the
Director, Office of Federal Activities,
and outline the reasons for the request.
These requests can be submitted by
email to: EISfiling@epa.gov. EPA will
accept telephone requests; however,
agencies should follow up such requests
in writing so that the documentation
supporting the decision is complete. A
meeting to discuss the consequences for
the project and any decision to change
time periods may be necessary. For this
reason, EPA asks that it be made aware
of any intent to submit requests of this
type as early as possible in the NEPA
process. This is to prevent the
possibility of the time frame for the
decision on the time period
modification from interfering with the
lead agency’s schedule for the EIS. EPA
will notify CEQ of any reduction or
extension granted.
6. Retention
Filed EISs are retained in the e-NEPA
Filing system for two years. After two
years the EISs are sent to the National
Records Center. After a total of twenty
(20) years the EISs are transferred to the
National Archives Records
Administration (NARA).
Please note that EPA maintains a Web
site that will make available copies of
the filed EISs to the public. The
retention schedule does not affect the
availability of these electronic copies.
Dated: August 21, 2012.
Cliff Rader,
Director, NEPA Compliance Division, Office
of Federal Activities.
[FR Doc. 2012–20914 Filed 8–23–12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
[ER–FRL–9004–6]

Environmental Impacts Statements;
Notice of Availability
Office of Federal Activities,
General Information (202) 564–7146 or
http://www.epa.gov/compliance/nepa/
Weekly receipt of Environmental Impact
Statements Filed 08/13/2012 Through
08/17/2012 Pursuant to 40 CFR
1506.9.
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Notice
Section 309(a) of the Clean Air Act
requires that EPA make public its
comments on EISs issued by other
Federal agencies. EPA’s comment letters

VerDate Mar<15>2010

15:22 Aug 23, 2012

Jkt 226001

on EISs are available at: http://
www.epa.gov/compliance/nepa/
eisdata.html.
Starting
October 1, 2012, EPA will not accept
paper copies or CDs of EISs for filing
purposes; all submissions on or after
October 1, 2012 must be made through
e-NEPA. While this system eliminates
the need to submit paper or CD copies
to EPA to meet filing requirements,
electronic submission does not change
requirements for distribution of EISs for
public review and comment. To begin
using e-NEPA, you must first register
with EPA’s electronic reporting site—
https://cdx.epa.gov/epa_home.asp.
EIS No. 20120268, Draft EIS, USFWS,
WV, Proposed Issuance of an
Incidental Take Permit for the Beech
Ridge Energy Wind Project Habitat
Conservation Plan, Implementation,
Greenbrier and Nicholas Counties,
WV, Comment Period Ends: 10/23/
2012, Contact: Laura Hill 304–636–
6586, ext 18.
EIS No. 20120269, Final EIS, FHWA,
CA, State Route 91 Corridor
Improvement Project, Widening SR 91
from SR 91/State Route 241
Interchange in Orange County to
Pierce Street in Riverside County,
Orange and Riverside Counties, CA,
Review Period Ends: 09/24/2012,
Contact: Aaron Burton 909–388–2841.
EIS No. 20120270, Final Supplement,
FHWA, MN, Trunk Highway 60
between Windom and St. James,
Implementation of Transportation
System Improvements, Funding,
USACE Section 404 Permit,
Cottonwood and Watonwan Counties,
MN, Review Period Ends: 09/24/2012,
Contact: Philip Forst 651–291–6110.
EIS No. 20120271, Final EIS, USFWS,
NV, Sheldon National Wildlife Refuge
Project, Draft Resource Conservation
Plan, Implementation, Humboldt and
Washoe Counties, NV and Lake
County, OR, Review Period Ends: 09/
24/2012, Contact: Aaron Collins 541–
947–3315, ext. 223.
EIS No. 20120272, Final EIS, USN, CA,
Marine Corps Base Camp Pendleton
Project, Base wide Water
Infrastructure, Construction and
Operation, San Diego County, CA,
Review Period Ends: 09/24/2012,
Contact: Jesse Martinez 619–532–
3844.
EIS No. 20120273, Final EIS, FHWA,
CO, Breckenridge Ski Resort Peak 6
Project, Implementation, White River
National Forest, Summit County, CO,
Review Period Ends: 09/24/2012,
Contact: Joe Foreman 970–262–3443.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
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EIS No. 20120274, Draft EIS, USFS, AZ,
Prescott National Forest Land and
Resource Management Plan,
Implementation, Yavapai and
Coconino Counties, AZ, Comment
Period Ends: 10/08/2012, Contact:
Mary C. Rasmussen 928–443–8265.
EIS No. 20120275, Draft EIS, USFS, MT,
Wild Cramer Forest Health and Fuels
Reduction Project, Swan Lake Ranger
District, Flathead National Forest,
Flathead County, MT, Comment
Period Ends: 10/08/2012, Contact:
Richard Kehr 406–837–7500.
Amended Notices
EIS No. 20120201, Draft Supplement,
USACE, IN, Indianapolis North Flood
Damage Reduction, Modifications to
Project Features and Realignment of
the South Warfleigh Section, Marion
County, IN, Comment Period Ends:
08/31/2012, Contact: Michael Turner
502–315–6900.
Revision to FR Notice Published 07/
20/2012; Extending Comment Period
from 08/31/2012 to 09/28/2012.
EIS No. 20120227, Draft EIS, USMC,
GA, Proposed Modernization and
Expansion of Townsend Bombing
Range, Acquiring Additional Property
and Constructing Infrastructure to
Allow the Use of Precision-Guided
Munitions, McIntosh and Long
Counties, GA, Comment Period Ends:
09/27/2012, Contact: Veronda
Johnson 571–256–2783.
Revision to FR Notice Published 7/13/
2012; Extending Review Period from 8/
27/12 to 09/27/2012.
EIS No. 20120247, Final EIS, USACE,
00, Mississippi River Gulf Outlet
Ecosystem Restoration, To Develop a
Comprehensive Ecosystem
Restoration Plan To Restore the Lake
Borgne Ecosystems, LA and MS,
Review Period Ends: 09/06/2012,
Contact: Tammy Gilmore 504–862–
1002.
Revision to FR Notice Published 7/27/
2012; Extending Review Period from 08/
27/2012 to 09/06/2012.
Dated: August 21, 2012.
Cliff Rader,
Director, NEPA Compliance Division, Office
of Federal Activities.
[FR Doc. 2012–20913 Filed 8–23–12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P
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Chairperson and ensure they are
provided to members of the United
States Air Force Scientific Advisory
Board before the meeting that is the
subject of this notice.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: The
United States Air Force Scientific
Advisory Board Executive Director and
Designated Federal Officer, Lt. Col.
Matthew E. Zuber, 240–612–5503,
United States Air Force Scientific
Advisory Board, 1500 West Perimeter
Road, Ste. #3300, Joint Base Andrews,
MD 20762,
matthew.zuber@pentagon.af.mil.
Henry Williams Jr.,
Acting Air Force Federal Register Liaison
Officer.
[FR Doc. 2012–20841 Filed 8–23–12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5001–10–P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army; Corps of
Engineers
Notice of Availability for the Final
Environmental Impact Statement for
the Proposed Widening of the
Pascagoula Lower Sound/Bayou
Casotte Channel, Jackson County, MS
Department of the Army, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, DoD
ACTION: Notice of availability.
AGENCY:

On April 6, 2011, the Jackson
County Port Authority (JCPA) submitted
a joint application to the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (Corps), Mobile
District, Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality (MDEQ) and the
Mississippi Department of Marine
Resources (MDMR) for authorization to
impact wetlands and other waters of the
United States associated with the
proposed widening of the Pascagoula
Lower Sound/Bayou Casotte Channel
(the proposed project). The proposed
project is located in the Pascagoula
Lower Sound/Bayou Casotte,
Pascagoula, Jackson County, Mississippi
(Latitude 30.365° North, Longitude
88.556° West). The Corps prepared a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) to assess the potential
environmental impacts associated with
the proposed project and to promote
informed decision-making by
appropriate agencies; the DEIS was
released April 13, 2012. The Corps is
now publishing a Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS) to assess the
potential environmental impacts
associated with the proposed project.
The proposed project is the dredging of
approximately 38,200 feet (7.2 miles) of
the existing Pascagoula Lower Sound/
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Bayou Casotte Channel segment to
widen the channel from the Federally
authorized width of 350 feet and depth
of ¥42 feet mean lower low water
(MLLW) (with 2 feet of allowable overdepth and 2 feet of advanced
maintenance) to a width of 450 feet,
parallel to the existing channel
centerline and to the existing Federally
authorized depth of ¥42 feet MLLW.
The proposed project would include the
placement of approximately 3.4 million
cubic yards of dredged material
resulting from the channel modification.
DATES: The Corps invites the public to
comment on the Final EIS during the
public comment period, which ends
September 25, 2012. The Corps will
consider all comments postmarked or
received during the public comment
period in preparing the Record of
Decision and will consider late
comments to the extent practicable.
Additional information on how to
submit comments is included below.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Written and emailed comments to the
Corps will be received until September
25, 2012. Correspondence concerning
this Notice should refer to Public Notice
Number SAM–2011–00389–PAH and
should be directed to the U.S. Army
Engineer District, RD–C–M Attention:
Mr. Philip Hegji, Post Office Box 2288,
Mobile, Alabama 36628–0001, via email
at philip.a.hegji@usace.army.mil or by
phone at (251) 690–3222. We encourage
any additional comments from
interested public, agencies and local
officials. For additional information
about our Regulatory Program, please
visit our Web site at
www.sam.usace.army.mil/rd/reg/.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The JCPA
requested a Department of the Army
permit pursuant to Section 10 of the
Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899, Section
103 of the Marine Protection, Research
and Sanctuaries Act and Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act, including a
Section 404(b)(1) analysis to help ensure
compliance. The Corps is the lead
Federal agency for the preparation of
this FEIS in compliance with the
requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and
the President’s Council on
Environmental Quality regulations for
implementing NEPA. The National
Marine Fisheries Service and the U.S.
Coast Guard are cooperating agencies for
the preparation of the EIS.
Dated: August 15, 2012.
Craig J. Litteken,
Chief, Regulatory Division.
[FR Doc. 2012–20942 Filed 8–23–12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3720–58–P
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Navy
Notice of Extension of Public
Comment Period for the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for
the Proposed Modernization and
Expansion of Townsend Bombing
Range, Georgia
Department of the Navy, DoD.
Notice.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

The Department of the Navy
(DoN) is extending the public comment
period for the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the Proposed
Modernization and Expansion of
Townsend Bombing Range (TBR),
Georgia (GA) until September 27, 2012.
A Notice of Availability (NOA) and a
Notice of Public Meetings (NOPMs) for
the Draft EIS were published in the
Federal Register on Friday, July 13,
2012 (Federal Register/Vol. 77, No. 135,
Pages 41385–41387 (NOPMs) and Page
41403 (NOA)). Those notices announced
the initial public comment period,
including public meetings that took
place on Tuesday, August 7, 2012 and
Thursday, August 9, 2012, and provided
additional information on the
background and scope of the Draft EIS.
The initial public comment period
requested the submission of all
comments on the Draft EIS to the DoN
by August 27, 2012. The DoN is
extending the public comment period
until September 27, 2012.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Contact Capt. Cochran, 596 Geiger Blvd.
MCAS Beaufort, SC 29904 at 843–228–
6123.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The DoN,
as lead agency, has prepared and filed
the Draft EIS for the Proposed
Modernization and Expansion of TBR,
GA in accordance with the requirements
of the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969 (42 United States Code 4321
et seq.) and its implementing
regulations (40 Code of Regulations
parts 1500–1508). The Draft EIS
evaluates the potential environmental
impacts of acquiring additional property
and constructing the necessary
infrastructure to allow the use of inert
precision-guided munitions (PGMs) at
TBR, GA.
The purpose of the Proposed Action
is to provide an air-to-ground training
range capable of providing a wider
variety of air-to-ground operations,
including the use of PGMs, to meet
current training requirements. The
Proposed Action is needed to more
efficiently meet current training
requirements for the United States
SUMMARY:
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Marine Corps aviation assets by
significantly increasing air-to-ground
training capabilities in the Beaufort,
South Carolina Region. The Draft EIS
has identified and considered four
action alternatives and a No Action
alternative.
More information of the Draft EIS can
be found in the previously published
NOA and NOPM (see Federal Register
on Friday, July 13, 2012 (Federal
Register/Vol. 77, No. 135, Pages 41385–
41387 (NOPMs) and Page 41403 (NOA)).
Federal, State, and local agencies,
elected officials, and other interested
parties and individuals, are invited and
encouraged to review and comment on
the Draft EIS. Comments on the Draft
EIS can be submitted via the project
email address
(townsendbombingrangeeise@ene.com),
project Web site or submitted in writing
to: Townsend Bombing Range EIS
Project Manager, Post Office Box
180458, Tallahassee, Florida, 32318. All
comments must be postmarked or
electronically dated on or before
September 27, 2012 to be sure they
become part of the public record.
The Draft EIS has been distributed to
various Federal, State, local agencies,
and Native American Tribes, as well as
other interested parties and individuals.
In addition, copies of the Draft EIS are
available for public review at the
following public libraries: Ida Hilton
Public Library, 1105 North Way, Darien,
GA, 31305; Long County Public Library,
28 S. Main Street, Ludowici, GA, 31316;
and Hog Hammock Public Library, 1023
Hillery Lane, Sapelo Island, GA, 31327.
An electronic copy of the Draft EIS is
also available for public viewing at
http://
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com.
To be considered, all comments on
the Draft EIS must be received by
September 27, 2012. The DoN will
consider and respond to all comments
received on the Draft EIS when
preparing the Final EIS. The DoN
expects to issue the Final EIS in spring
2013, at which time a NOA will be
published in the Federal Register and
local print media. A Record of Decision
is expected in summer 2013.
Dated: August 17, 2012.
C.K. Chiappetta,
Lieutenant Commander, U. S. Navy, Office
of the Judge Advocate General, U.S. Navy,
Federal Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 2012–20872 Filed 8–23–12; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810–FF–P
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Navy
Notice of Public Hearings for the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for
Outdoor Research, Development, Test
and Evaluation Activities, Naval
Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgren
Division, Dahlgren, VA
Department of the Navy, DoD.
Notice.

AGENCY:
ACTION:

Pursuant to Section
(102)(2)(c) of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and
the Council on Environmental Quality
regulations for implementing the
procedural provisions of NEPA (Title 40
Code of Federal Regulations Parts 1500–
1508), the Department of the Navy
(DoN) has prepared and filed with the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) to evaluate the potential
environmental effects of expanding
Naval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgren
Division’s (NSWCDD) research,
development, test and evaluation
(RDT&E) activities within the Potomac
River Test Range (PRTR) complex,
Explosives Experimental Area (EEA)
Range complex, the Mission Area, and
Special-Use Airspace (SUA) located at
Naval Support Facility (NSF) Dahlgren,
Dahlgren, VA.
The DoN will conduct three public
hearings to receive oral and written
comments on the Draft EIS. Federal,
state, and local agencies, elected
officials, and other interested
individuals and organizations are
invited to be present or represented at
the public hearings. This notice
announces the dates and locations of the
public hearings for this Draft EIS.
DATES AND ADDRESSES: Public hearings
will be held on the following dates and
locations:
1. September 11, 2012 at the Newburg
Volunteer Rescue Squad and Fire
Department, 12245 Rock Point Road,
Newburg, MD 20664;
2. September 12, 2012 at the A.T.
Johnson Alumni Museum, 18849 Kings
Highway, Montross, VA 22520; and
3. September 13, 2012 at the Mary
Washington University-Dahlgren
Campus, 4224 University Drive, King
George, VA 22485.
All meetings will be held from 6:00
p.m. to 8:00 p.m. and will begin with a
presentation followed by a public
comment period.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Commander, Naval Surface Warfare
Center Dahlgren Division, 6149 Welsh
Road, Suite 203, Dahlgren, VA 22448–
SUMMARY:
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5130, Attn: Code C6 (NSWCDD PAO),
Fax: 1–540–653–4679, Email:
DLGR_NSWC_EIS@NAVY.MIL, Phone:
1–540–653–8154, or Web site: http://
www.navsea.navy.mil/nswc/dahlgren/
EIS/index.aspx.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A Notice
of Intent to prepare the NSWCDD
Outdoor RDT&E Activities Draft EIS was
published in the Federal Register on
June 18, 2007 (72 FR 33456–33457).
Five public scoping meetings were held
on the following dates and locations:
1. July 23, 2007, Shiloh Baptist
Church, 13457 Kings Highway, King
George, VA 22485;
2. July 24, 2007, Christ Episcopal
Church, 37497 Zach Fowler Road,
Chaptico, MD 20621;
3. July 25, 2007, La Plata Volunteer
Fire Department, 911 Washington
Avenue, La Plata, MD 20646;
4. July 30, 2007, Saint Mary’s
Episcopal Church, 203 Dennison Street,
Colonial Beach, VA 22443; and
5. July 31, 2007, Callao Rescue Squad
Hall, 1348 Northumberland Highway,
Callao, VA 22435.
The proposed action is to expand
NSWCDD’s RDT&E capabilities within
the PRTR Complex, the EEA Range
Complex, Mission Area, and SUA.
These RDT&E activities include outdoor
operations that require the use of
ordnance, high-power electromagnetic
(EM) energy, high-energy (HE) lasers,
and chemical and biological simulants
(non-toxic substances used to mimic
dangerous agents). Under the proposed
action, the average number of events
that could take place annually (with the
exception of large-caliber gun firing
events) would increase above current
baseline levels. To ensure that
equipment and materials work
effectively, even in less-than-ideal
conditions, some activities would take
place under conditions in which
activities are now rarely/never
conducted, such as at dusk, dawn, and
night and in adverse weather.
The purpose of the proposed action is
to enable NSWCDD to meet current and
future mission-related warfare and
force-protection requirements by
providing RDT&E of surface ship
combat systems, ordnance, HE lasers
and directed-energy systems, force-level
warfare, and homeland and force
protection.
The need for the proposed action is to
enable the DoN and other stakeholders
to successfully meet current and future
national and global defense challenges
required under 10 U.S.C. 5062 (2006) by
developing a robust capability to carry
out assigned RDT&E activities within
the PRTR and EEA Range Complexes,
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Notice to Extend Public Comment Period for the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Proposed Modernization and Expansion of
Townsend Bombing Range, McIntosh County, Georgia
In compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the
United States Marine Corps (USMC) has completed a Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (Draft EIS) for the above-referenced project. The Draft
EIS has been prepared to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of
acquiring additional property and constructing the necessary infrastructure
to allow the use of inert (with spotting charges) precision-guided munitions
(PGMs) at Townsend Bombing Range (TBR), Georgia.
The USMC initiated a 45-day Draft EIS Comment Period that was
scheduled to end on August 27, 2012. The USMC has decided to extend
the Draft EIS Comment Period to September 27, 2012. The public may
submit comments during the extended comment period via the project
Web site (www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com) and project email address
(townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com).
All written comments must be postmarked by
September 27, 2012. Written comments may
be sent to:
Townsend EIS
Project Manager
Post Office Box 180458
Tallahassee, Florida 32318
All written comments postmarked by September 27, 2012 will become part
of the official public record and will be responded to in the Final EIS.
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement Mailing List
Federal Government
Federal Elected Officials
Senator Saxby Chambliss
100 Galleria Parkway
Suite 1340
Atlanta GA 30339
Senator Johnny Isakson
One Overton Park, Suite 970
3625 Cumberland Blvd
Atlanta GA, 30339
Senator Lindsey Graham
508 Hampton Street, Suite 202
Columbia, SC 29201
Representative Jack Kingston
ATTN: Ms. Merritt Myers
1510 Newcastle Street
Suite 200
Brunswick, GA 31520
Representative Tim Scott
2000 Sam Rittenberg Blvd, Suite 3007
Charleston, SC 29407
Federal Agencies
Mr. Douglas Murphy
Regional Administrator
Federal Aviation Administration
Southern Region
FAA Southern Regional Office PO Box 20636
1701 Coumbia Ave. College Park, GA 30337
Atlanta, GA 30320
Dr. Roy Crabtree
Regional Administrator
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Association
Southeastern Region
Fisheries Service Southeast Regional Office 263 13th
Ave S
St. Petersburg, FL 33701
Rodney Barry
Division Administrator
U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration
Georgia Division
61 Forsyth, SW Suite 17T100
Atlanta, GA 30303
Cynthia Dohner
Regional Director
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Southeast Region
1875 Century Boulevard, NE Suite 400
Atlanta, GA 30345
Gregory Hogue
Regional Environmental Officer
U.S. Department of Interior, Office of Environmental
Policy and Compliance
Atlanta Region
75 Spring Street SW Suite 1144
Atlanta, GA 30303

Senator Saxby Chambliss
ATTN: Ms. Kathryn Murphy
P.O. Box 13832
Savannah, GA 31416
Senator Johnny Isakson
ATTN: Mr. Jared Downs
P.O. Box 10688
Savannah, GA 31412
Senator Jim DeMint
39 Broad Street
Suite 300
Charleston, SC 29401
Representative Joe Wilson
903 Port Republic Street
Beaufort, SC 29901

Major Phillip May
Regional Administrator
Federal Emergency Management Agency
Region 4
3003 Chamblee Tucker Road
Atlanta, GA 30341
Colonel Eric Conrad
Commander
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
South Atlantic Division
60 Forsyth St. SW
Atlanta, GA 30345
Ms. Gwendolyn Keyes Fleming
Regional Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4
Sam Nunn Atlanta Federal Center 61 Forsyth Street, SW
Atlanta, GA 30303
Elizabeth Agpaoa
Regional Forester
U.S. Forest Service
Region 8, Southern Region
1720 Peachtree Rd, N.W.
Atlanta, GA 30309
Dr. Willie R. Taylor
Director
U.S. Department of Interior, Office of Environmental
Policy and Compliance
1849 C. Street NW
Washington, DC 20240
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Federal Agencies (continued)
Leonard Jordan
Regional Conservationist, East
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources
Conservation Service
14th and Independence Ave, SW Room 6101-A
Washington, DC 20250
Mr. Don Musser
Military and Special Operations, Jacksonville ARTCC
(ZJX)
Federal Aviation Administration
Airspace and Procedures Office
37075 Aviation Lane
Hillard, FL 32046
James E. Tillman, Sr.
State Conservationist
Natural Resources Conservation Service
Georgia USDA Office
355 East Hancock Ave
Stop Number 200
Athens, GA 30601
Mr. Strant Colwell
Field Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Brunswick Ecological
Services
Field Office/Coastal Sub-Office
4980 Wildlife Drive N. E.
Townsend, GA 31331
State Government
State Elected Officials
Nathan Deal
Governor
Governor of Georgia
203 State Capitol
Atlanta, GA 30334
Tommie Williams
Senator
Georgia State Senate
District 19; Senator from Long County; President Pro
Tempore
148 Williams Avenue
Lyons, GA 30436
Earl “Buddy” Carter
Senator
Georgia State Senate
District 1; Senator for Bryan County and portions of
Chatham and Liberty Counties
406 Purple Finch Drive
Pooler, GA 31322
Al Williams
Representative
Georgia State House of Representatives
District 165; Represents poritons of Liberty county
including Hinesville.
9041 East Oglethorpe Highway
Midway, GA 31320

Mr. Mark D. Ward
Group Manager
Federal Aviation Administration
Operations Support Group, Eastern Service Center Air
Traffic Organization
1701 Columbia Drive Mail Code: AJV-E2
College Park, GA 30337
Mr. Heinz Mueller
Chief, NEPA Program Office
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 4
61 Forsyth Street, SWMail Code: 9T25
Atlanta, GA 30303
Mr. Dave Purser
NEPA Coordinator
U.S. Forest Service
Region 8, Southern Region
1720 Peachtree Rd, N.W.
Atlanta, GA 30309
Colonel Jeffrey M. Hall
Commander
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Savannah District
PO Box 889
ATTN: Mark Padgett
Savannah, GA 31402

Nikki Haley
Governor
Governor of South Carolina
1205 Pendleton Street
Columbia, SC 29201
William T. Ligon, Jr.
Deputy Whip
Georgia State Senate
District 3; Senator from McIntosh County
158 Scranton Connector
Brunswick, GA 31525
Roger Lane
Representative
Georgia State House of Representatives
District 167; Respresentative for Long and McIntosh
Counties
P.O. Box 899-D
Darien, GA 31305
Chad Nimmer
Representative
Georgia State House of Representatives
District 178; Represents portions of Wayne County
including Jesup
3401 Twin Lake Road
Blackshear, GA 31516
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State Elected Officials (continued)
Shannon Erickson
Representative
South Carolina State House of Representatives
District 124
129 S. Hermitage Road
Beaufort, SC 29902
Tom Davis
Senator
South Carolina State Senate
District 46; Senator from Beaufort County
P.O. Drawer 1107
Beaufort, SC 29901-1107
State Agencies
Maj Gen Jim Butterworth
Adjutant General of Georgia
Georgia Department of Defense
P.O. Box 1970
Marietta, GA 30061
Colonel Todd A. Freeseman
Commander
Georgia Air National Guard
Savannah Combat Readiness Training Center
ATTN: Maj. Brian Ellis 1401 Robert B. Miller Jr. Drive
Garden City, GA 31408-9001
Mike Beatty
Commissioner
Georgia Department of Community Affairs
60 Executive Park South
Atlanta, GA 30329
Mr. Rahn Milligan
Regional Representative
Georgia Soil and Water Conservation Commission
Region 6
151 Langston Chapel Road
Suite 700
Statesboro, GA 30459
Mr. Robert Farris
Director
Georgia Forestry Commission
Districts 8 and 10
5645 Riggins Mill Road
Dry Branch, GA 31020
Colonel Mark McDonough
Commissioner
Georgia Department of Public Safety
P.O. Box 1456
Atlanta, GA 30371
Mr. Judson Turner
Director
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Environmental Protection Division
2 Martin Luther King Jr. Drive Suite 1152 East Tower
Atlanta, GA 30334

Kenneth Hodges
Representative
South Carolina State House of Representatives
District 121
P.O. Drawer 355
Green Pond, SC 29446

Maj Gen Thomas R. Moore
Assistant Adjutant General and Commander of the
Georgia Air National Guard
Georgia Department of Defense
HQ GA ANG/CC, 1388 First Street, Building 840
Dobbins ARB, GA 30069
Ms. Katrina Morris
Environmental Review Coordinator
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Non-Game Conservation Section
2065 U.S. Highway 278 SE
Social Circle, GA 30025
Mr. Keith Golden
Commissioner
Georgia Department of Transportation
600 W. Peachtree St., NW
Atlanta, GA 30308
Mr. Brent L. Dykes
Executive Director
Georgia Soil and Water Conservation Commission
Headquarters
4310 Lexington Road
Athens, GA 30603
Chris Cummiskey
Commissioner
Georgia Department of Economic Development
(GDEcD)
75 Fifth Street, N.W.
Suite 1200
Atlanta, GA 30308
Mr. Gary W. Black
Commissioner
Georgia Department of Agriculture
204 Agricultural Building
19 Martin Luther King, Jr. Dr., SW
Atlanta, GA 30334
Mr. Daniel Forster
Director
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Wildlife Resources Division
2070 U.S. Hwy. 278, SE
Social Circle, GA 30025
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State Agencies (continued)
Mr. Michael Harris
Chief
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Wildlife Resources Division, Nongame Conservation
Section
2070 U.S. Hwy. 278, SE
Social Circle, GA 30025-4711
Ms. Betsy Shirk
Georgia Historic Protection Division
254 Washington Street, SW
Ground Level
Atlanta, GA 30334
Ms. Doralyn Kirkland
Georgia Envrionmental Protection Division
2 Martin Luther King, Jr. Blvd.
Suite 1152
Atlanta, GA 30334

Chris Clark
President and CEO
Georgia Chamber of Commerce
233 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30303-1564
Ms. Leigh Cureton
Georgia Wildlife Resources Division
2070 US Highway 278, SE
Social Circle, GA 30025
Mr. Brad Gane
Ecological Services Section Chief
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Coastal Resources Division
One Conservation Way
Brunswick, GA 31520

Mr. A.G. Woodward
Director
Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Coastal Resources Division
One Conservation Way
Brunswick, GA 31520-8686
Local Government
Ms. Kelly Spratt
Mr. Stephen Jessup
Chairperson
Sheriff
McIntosh County Board of Commissioners
McIntosh County Sheriff’s Office
Commissioner at Large
12317 Georgia Hwy 251
PO Box 662
Darien, GA 31305
Darien, GA 31305
Mr. Brett Cook
Dr. Tina Kirby
County Manager
Interim Superintendent
McIntosh County
McIntosh County Schools
P.O. Box 452
200 Pine Street
Darien, GA 31305
Darien, GA 31305
Mr. Paul Griffin
Mr. Charles Jordan
Chair
Commissioner
McIntosh County Board of Tax Assessors
McIntosh County Board of Commissioners
P.O. Box 801
P.O. Box 584
Darien, GA 31305
Darien, GA 31305
Mr. David Stevens
Mr. Mark Douglas
Vice-Chairman
Commissioner
McIntosh County Board of Commissioners
McIntosh County Board of Commissioners
P.O. Box 584
P.O. Box 584
Darien, GA 31305
Darien, GA 31305
Mr. Clifton DeLoach
Mr. David Richardson
Commissioner
Vice-Chairman
Long County Board of Commissioners
Long County Board of Commissioners
P.O. Box 453
Rt. 2 Box 109
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
Mr. Patrick Zoucks
Mr. J. Andy Fuller
County Clerk
Commissioner
McIntosh County
Long County Board of Commissioners
P.O. Box 584
P.O. Box 905
Darien, GA 31305
Ludowici, GA 31316
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Local Government (continued)
Mr. Joel Williams
Commissioner
McIntosh County Board of Commissioners
P.O. Box 584
Darien, GA 31305
Hugh “Bubba” Hodge
Mayor
City of Darien City Council
c/o City of Darien
PO Box 452
Darien, GA 31305
Mr. Robert C. Walker
Chairman
Long County Board of Commissioners
District 5
P. O. Box 476
PO Box 223
Ludowici, GA 31316
Becky Fowler
Tax Commissioner
Long County Tax Commissioner
P.O. Box 628
479 South McDonald, Suite A
Ludowici, GA 31316
Mr. Mark Hall
Long County Development Authority
479 Millpond Road, SE
Ludowici, GA 31316
Dr. Robert Waters
Superintendent
Long County School System
P.O. Box 428
Ludowici, GA 31316
Billy Keyserling
Mayor
City of Beaufort
City Council
Administration Building Room 150 100 Ribaut Road
Beaufort
Beaufort, SC 22902
Paul Sommerville
Councilman
Beaufort County
County Council, District 7
1509 Pigeon Point Road
Beaufort, SC 29902
Jerry "Shag" Wright
Chaiman
Wayne County Commission
District 2
P.O. Box 270
Jesup, GA 31598

Mr. Wallace Shaw
Commissioner
Long County Board of Commissioners
Rt. 3 Box 31-2
Ludowici, GA 31316
Brett Cook
City Manager
Office of Mayor, City of Darien
c/o City of Darien
PO Box 452
Darien, GA 31305
Craig Nobles
Sheriff
Long County Sheriff’s Office
PO Box 368
Ludowici, GA 31316
Beverly Johnson
Chief Appraiser
Long County Tax Assessor’s Office
P.O. Box 642
Ludowici, GA 31316
Mr. Frank Middleton
Clerk
Long County
P.O. Box 458
Ludowici, GA 31316
James Fuller
Mayor
City of Ludowici City Council
PO Box 396
Ludowici, GA 31316
Weston Newton
Chairman
Beaufort County
County Council, District 4
P.O. Box 1938
Bluffton, SC 29910
Samuel Murray
Mayor
Town of Port Royal
City Council
612 16th Street
Port Royal, SC 29935
Herb Shaw
Mayor
City of Jesup
162 East Cherry Street
Jessup, GA 31546
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Local Government (continued)
Mr. Mike Deal
City Manager
City of Jesup
162 East Cherry Street
Jessup, GA 31546
Jim Thomas, Jr.
Mayor
City of Hinesville
115 East M.L. King, Jr. Drive
Hinesville, GA 31313
Tribal Nations
George Blanchard
Governor
Absentee-Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma
2025 Gordon Cooper Drive
Shawnee, OK 74801
Bill Harris
Chief
Catawba Indian Nation
996 Avenue of the Nations
Rock Hill, SC 29730
Bill Anoatubby,
Governor
Chickasaw Nation
P.O. Box 1548
Ada, OK 74821
Kevin Sickey
Chairman
Coushatta Tribe of Louisiana
P.O. Box 455
Elton, LA 70532
Glenna J. Wallace
Chief
Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma
P.O. Box 350
Seneca, MO 64865
Phyllis Anderson
Tribal Chief
Mississippi Band of Choctaw Indians
101 Industrial Road
Choctaw, MS 39350
A.D. Ellis
Principal Chief
Muscogee (Creek) Nation
P.O. Box 580
Okmulgee, OK 74447
Leonard Harjo
Principal Chief
Seminole Nation of Oklahoma
P.O. Box 1498
Wewoka, OK 74868

John D. McIver
Chairman
Liberty County Board of Commissioners
P. O. Box 829
Hinesville, GA 31313
William Austin
Mayor
City of Riceboro
4614 S. Coastal Highway
Riceboro, GA 31313
Tarpie Yargee
Chief
Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town
P.O. Box 187
Wetumka, OK 74883
Chadwick Smith
Principle Chief
Cherokee Nation of Oklahoma
P.O. Box 948
Tahlequa, OK 74465
Gregory Pyle
Chief
Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma
P.O. Box 1210
ATTN: Dr. Ian Thompson,Director Historic Preservation
Department
Durant, OK 74702
Michell Hicks
Principal Chief
Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians of North Carolina
P.O. Box 455
Cherokee, NC 28719
Mekko Tiger Hobia
Town King/Mekko
Kialegee Tribal Town
P.O. Box 332
Wetumka, OK 74883
Steven Terry
Land Resource Manager
Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida
Mile Marker 70
US Hwy 41
Miami, FL 33194
Buford Rolin
Chairman
Poarch Band of Creek Indians
5811 Jack Springs Road
Atmore, AL 36502
Ron Sparkman
Chairman
Shawnee Tribe
P.O. Box 189
Miami, OK 74355
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Tribal Nations (continued)
Mitchell Cypress
Chairman
Seminole Tribe of Florida
6300 Stirling Road
Hollywood, FL 33204
George Scott
Town King
Thlopthlocco Tribal Town
P.O. Box 188
Okemah, OK 74859
Other Organizations and Groups
Allen Burns
Executive Director
Coastal Regional Commission
127 F Street
Brunswick, GA 31520
Jeff Ricketson
Director
Fort Stewart Growth Management Partnership
306 North Main Street
Suite 1C
Hinesville, GA 31313
David Bockel
Executive Director, Major General (Ret)
Georgia Military Affairs Coordinating Committee
270 Peachtree Street NW, Suite 2200
Atlanta, GA 30303
Wally Orrel
Executive Director
McIntosh County Industrial Development Authority
P.O. Box 896
Darien, GA, 31305
Tom Kramer
Manager, Air Traffic Services
Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association
Government Affairs
421 Aviation Way
Frederick, MD 21701
Mr. Danny Lindsey
Vice President, Transmission
Georgia Power
ATTN: Mr. Terry Hodges
BIN 10180, 241 Ralph McGill Blvd, NE
Atlanta, GA 30308
Michael Smith
President and CEO
Georgia Transmission
2100 E. Exchange Place
Tucker, GA 30084
Col. (Ret.) Bill Cain
Deputy Executive Director, Georgia Military Affairs
Coordinating Committee
233 Peachtree Street, NE, Suite 2000
Atlanta, GA 30303

Leo Henry
Chief
Tuscarora Nation
2235 Mount Hope Road
Sanborn, NY 14123
George Wickliffe
Chief
United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee
P.O. Box 746
Tahlequa, OK 74465
Mr. Craig Russell
Account Manager
Forest Resource Consultants
1233 Tram Road, NW
Townsend, GA 31331
Dave Willis
Government Relations Manager
Association of County Commission Governments of
Georgia
50 Hurt Plaza
Suite 1000
Atlanta, GA 30303
Jan Chamberlain
Chair
Darien-McIntosh Chamber of Commerce
105 Fort King George Road
Darien, GA 31305
Mr. Gerald Cail
President
Portal Hunting Club
1909 Stuckey Lane
Statesboro, GA 30461
Hope Macaluso
President
Georgia Airports Association
Atlanta Regional Airport, Falcon Field
Peachtree City, GA 30269
Mr. D.L. Seals
Cleary Davis Hunting Club
PO Box 1534
Ponte Vedra, FL 32004
Thomas Wright
Navy League/Savannah Maritime Association/Propellor
Club
710 Bradley Point Road
Savannah, GA 31410
Verizon Wireless of the East LP
180 Washington Valley Road
Bedminster, NJ 07921
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Other Organizations and Groups (continued)
Ms. Hope Macaluso
President, Georgia Airports Association
Atlanta Regional Airport – Falcon Field
Peachtree City, GA 30269
Mr. Mark Woodall
Chapter Chair, The Sierra Club, Georgia Chapter
743 E. College Ave, Suite B
Decatur, GA 30030
Conservation Organizations
Ms. Deborah Sheppard
Riverkeeper
Altamaha Riverkeeper
P.O. Box 2642
Darien, GA 31305
Howard Pierre
President
Georgia Conservancy
817 W. Peachtree Street, Suite 200
Atlanta, GA 30308
Jason Goldstein
Southern Natural Gas
569 Brookwood Village, #501
Birmingham, AL 35209-4525
Jamie Hawk
Executive Director
Atlanta Audubon Society
4055 Roswell Road
Atlanta, GA 30342
Nathaniel Hunt
Associate Attorney
Southern Environmental Law Center
The Candler Building 127 Peachtree St.
Atlanta, GA 30303
Mary Topa
Executive Director
Georgia Forest Watch
15 Tower Road
Elijay, GA 30540
Jerry McCollum
President and CEO
Georgia Wildlife Federation
11600 Hazelbrand Road
Covington, GA 30014
Anne Spengler
Southeast Land Preservation Trust
11 Wildwood Valley
Atlanta, GA 30350

Mr. Rob Teilhet
Executive Director, Georgia Conservation Voters
175 Trinity Avenue, SW, Suite 200
Atlanta, GA 30303
Mr. John W. Somerhalder II
President, Atlanta Gas Light
P.O. Box 4569
Atlanta, GA 30302
Thomas Farmer
Director, Government Relations
The Nature Conservancy, Georgia Chapter
1330 West Peachtree Street, NW, Suite 410
Atlanta, GA 30309
Mark Woodall
Chapter Chair
The Sierra Club Georgia Chapter
743 E. College Ave., Suite B
Decatur, GA 30030
Mickey Desai
President
The Georgia Lakes Society
P.O. Box 440994
Kennesaw, GA 30160
Jacqueline McRae
President
Georgia Native Plant Society
P.O. Box 422085
Atlanta, GA 30342
April Ingle
Executive Director
Georgia River Network
126 South Milledge Avenue Suite E3
Athens, GA 30605
Hazel Langrall
Executive Director
Central Savannah, River Land Trust
P.O. Box 148
Augusta, GA 30903
Altamaha River Partnership
239 NE Park Avenue Suite E
Baxley, GA 31513
Stutts Steve
President
Georgia Land Trust
428 Bull Street, Suite 210
Savannah, GA 31401

Rob Teilhet
Executive Director
Georgia Conservation Voters
175 Trinity Avenue SW
Atlanta, GA 30303
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Media
Mr. Andrew Burt (a)
Inside the Navy
1919 S. Eads Street, Suite 201
Arlington, VA 22202
Ms. Kathleen Russell
The Darien News
P.O. Box 4910
Darien, GA 31305
The Florida Times-Union
P.O. Box 1949
Jacksonville, FL 32231
Mr. Frank Tilton
1281 Gillican Avenue, NE
Townsend, GA 31331
Mr. Mark Riddle
Coastal Courier
125 S. Main Street
Hinesville, GA 31310
Landowners
Mr. Lee Thomas
President and CEO
Rayonier Forest Resources LP
ATTN: Mr. Curtis Hensyl
1901 Island Walkway
Fernandina Beach, FL 32034
Mr. L. Michael Kelly
President
Goodwood Georgia, LLC
Forest Investment Associates LP 15,
Piedmont Center Suite 1250
Atlanta, GA 30305
Mr. R. Lee Smith
Mid-Ohio Securities Corp
1888 River Road
Jacksonville, FL 32207
Mr. Frank Williams
P.O. Box 62
Meridian, GA 31319
Ellis Rozier
1038 Moore Road
Columbus, GA 31904

Mr. Joe Parker, Jr. (a)
259 Old Gun Road
Midway, GA 31320
Ms. Maggie Toussaint
The Darien News
PO Box 4910
Darien, GA 31305
Ms. Erika Capek
The Brunswick News
P.O. Box 1557
Brunswick, GA 31521
The Beaufort Gazette
P.O. 5727
Hilton Head Island, SC 29938

Mr. L. Michael Kelly
President
FIATP SSF Timber, LLC
3575 Piedmont Road NE
Atlanta, GA 30305
Mr. William Tan
Chief Executive Officer
RTOC Limited Partnership
P.O. Box 728
Fernandina Beach, FL 32035

Cory Collins
Molpus Woodlands Group
654 N. State Street
Jackson, MS 39202
Mr. Billy Smith
67 Low Country Lane SW
Ludowici, GA 31316
Lewis Weiner
Counsel to Rayonier Forest Resources, L.P.
Sutherland Asbill & Brennan LLP
1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20004-2415
Citizens and Organizations that Attended Scoping/Public Meetings or Commented During Public
Scoping/Comment Period
Bobby Dennison
Robert Cook
3590 Waycross Highway
4016 Tibet Highway, SE
Jesup, GA 31545
Ludowici, GA 31316
Edward Stelle
Linda Lamb
4097 Julienton Dr., NE
P.O. Box 1106
Townsend, GA 31331
Darien, GA 31305
Sandra Cauley
Clay Davis
P.O. Box 142
P.O. Box 2580
Townsend, GA 31331
Darien, GA 31305
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Citizens and Organizations that Attended Scoping/Public Meetings or Commented During Public
Scoping/Comment Period (continued)
Don Melton
Gilbert R. Smith
P.O. Box 646
1299 Black Road Extension, SE
Allenhurst, GA 31301
Darien, GA 31305
Linda Hall
Ivy Rozier
144 Christian Lane, NE
1875 Old Townsend Road, NW
Ludowici, GA 31316
Townsend, GA 31331
James W. Phillips
Paul Griffin
P.O. Box 309
1088 Mission Dr., SE
Darien, GA 31305
Darien, GA 31305
Marshall Gaddis
Mike and Terri McGowan
PO Box 2094
91 Mike Herbert Place
Darien, GA 31305-2094
Ludowici, GA 31316
Thomas V. Maulden
Kerry Hunt
317 Old Macon Darien Rd., SE
113 Wilson Street, SW
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
David Repass
Jasper L. Colson
501 Riverside Ave., Suite 901
413 Colson Lane, SE
Jacksonville, FL 32202
Ludowici, GA 31316
John Baker
Mark and Kathy Davidson
4169 Julienton Drive, NE
1814 Bond Road, SE
Townsend, GA 31331
Darien, GA 31305
Robert and Glenda Emerson
Thomas Gore
1001 River Plantation Place
P.O. Box 70
Townsend, GA 31331
Meridian, GA 31319
Deonne Rozier Cave
Janet Yeager
801 Stonewall Jackson Place
1175 Julienton Road, NE
Waycross, GA 31503
Townsend, GA 31331
Joel Feldman
Richard Marsh
9785 Laview Circle
2441 Coopers Point Drive
Roswell, GA 30075
Townsend, GA 31331
Thomas McCay
Ava Reddish
207 Atkinson Ave.
1006 Reddish Road, NE
Savannah, GA 31404
Ludowici, GA 31316
Bill and Barbara Weaver
William T. Austin
205 W. Common Dr.
P.O. Box 269
St. Simmons Island, GA 31522
Riceboro, GA 31323
Rosalaine D. Chambers
Michelle Poppell
1609 Eagle Neck Dr. NE
Long County Code Enforcement
Townsend GA, 31331
49 McDonald Street
Ludowici, GA 31316
Sunny Emmert
Johnny L. Gordon
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
9895 W. Old Barrington Rd.
One Conservation Way
P.O. Box 203
Brunswick, GA 31520-8687
Ludowici, GA 31316
George W. Guyett
Kate Henry
P.O. Box 2217
CDM Smith
Hinesville, GA 31310
Northcreek Office Park
3715 Northside Parkway, NW
Building 300, Suite 400
Atlanta, GA 30327
Sean Martin
Dewitt Middleton
Fort Stewart Growth Management Partnership
2928 Tibet Hwy SE
306 N. Main St. #1C
Ludowici, GA 31316
Hinesville, GA 31313
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Citizens and Organizations that Attended Scoping/Public Meetings or Commented During Public
Scoping/Comment Period (continued)
David Mixon
Gary Swindell Sr.
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
281 Gary Swindell Ln.
One Conservation Way
Ludowici, GA 31316
Brunswick, GA 31520-8687
Phil Swindell
Christy Walker
5370 Rye Patch Rd.
PO Box 458
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
Hilton H. Wiggins Jr.
Sam Brown
Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Game
401 W St.
Management
Darien, GA 31305
221 Fantasia Drive, NE
Ludowici, GA 31316
Teresa Couranna
Edwin and Tanis Cross
Department of Community Affairs
1154 River Dr. SW
P.O. Box 2045
Darien, GA 31331
Statesboro, GA 30459
Archie Davis
Boyd L. Gault
205 W. Fourth St.
P.O. Box 985
Darien, GA 31305
Darien, GA 31305
Paul Glenn
Dorset Hurley
P.O. Box 899
4703 Cox Rd.
Darien, GA 31305
Townsend, GA 31331
John and Gertie Lewis
Bob and Cherry Monroe
1501 Lewis Lane SW
P.O. Box 2298
Townsend, GA 31331
Darien, GA 31305
Sheila Noble
Kevin Ryals
Blood of Judah Ministry
3750 GA Hwy 57
P.O. Box 1009
Townsend, GA 31331
Darien, GA 31305
Alvin Selle
Juliette Sowell
256 Pleasant Hill Rd.
1044 Mission Dr. SE
Blountville, TN 37617
Darien, GA 31305
Donald Waddell
Martha B. Williams
Eagle Neck Airpark
P.O. Box 62
1034 Hammerhead Way NE
Meridian, GA 31319
Townsend, GA 31331
Frank B. Williams Jr.
Roger Houston
P.O. Box 99
1547 Elim Church Road
Meridian, GA 31319
Ludowici, GA 31316
Charlie Hinson
Marilou Moore
4200 S. US Highway 341
106 Wesley Oak Drive
Jesup, GA 31546
Saint Simons Island, GA 31522
Emily B. Davis
Daniel A. Tucker
P.O. Box 442
Portal Hunting Club
Darien, GA 31305
330 Gleason Ave.
Pooler, GA 31322
Sheryl Schooley
Cary A. Wicker
91 Screven Street
1481 Parnell Road
Darien, GA 31305
Townsend, GA 31331
Mark A. Werner
Billy Wilkinson
1819 Ocean Dr. South
2231 Steve Nelson Road, NE
Jacksonville Beach, FL 32250
Townsend, GA 31331
James Holland
Janisse Ray
232 Buck Swamp Road
895 Catherine T. Sanders Road
Brunswick, GA 31523
Reidsville, GA 30453
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Citizens and Organizations that Attended Scoping/Public Meetings or Commented During Public
Scoping/Comment Period (continued)
Peyton Lingle
Ron and Cheryl Popiel
2317 Julienton Dr., NE
5690 Cox Road, SW
Townsend, GA 31331-5021
Townsend, GA. 31331
Frank E. Field
Colette W. Edmisten
Community Development Director, City of Darien
Operations Manager, Glynn County Airport Commission
106 Washington St.
400 Airways Ave.
Darien, GA 31305
Savannah, GA 31408
Jim Morrison
Thomas D. Houston
1995 Seabreeze Drive, SE
1702 Elim Church Road, NE
Darien, GA 31305
Ludowici, GA 31316
Jim Ussery
Diane Cronin
Assistant Director, GA DNR
4703 Cox Road, SW
2 Martin Luther King Jr. Drive, SE, Suite 1252 East Townsend, GA 31331
Tower
Atlanta, GA 30334
Captain Arthur Morgan
Julius Rozier
6455 Saddlebridge Court
1364 Church of God Road
Cumming, GA 30040
Townsend, GA 31331
Ray and Penny Salter
The Reddish’s
1185 Stewart Hodges Loop, NE
337 Sands Lane, NE
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
Chris and Erin Crounse
James Williams
P.O. Box 477
141 Sunset Blvd.
Darien, GA 31305
Beaufort, SC 29907
Jeffrey Spratt
Kevin Kiernan
P.O. Box 662
1316 Oak Street
Darien, GA 31305
Saint Simons Island, GA 31522
Kenny Nobles
Wayne Owens
9512 Cecil Nobles Highway
1078 Live Oak Cove, NE
Ludowici, GA 31316
Townsend, GA 31331
Bruce Rozier
Mr. Patrick S. Graham
148 Java Lane
Savannah Airport Commission
Hortense, GA 31543
400 Airways Ave.
Savannah, GA 31408
Jeff Bewsher
Billy and Jane Clark
Legacy Wildlife
3582 Tibet Hwy SE
4818 U.S. Hwy 90, Suite 100
Ludowici, GA 31316
Lake City, FL 32055
Larry Golden
Charles and Linda Gordon
PO Box 705
189 Pearl Davis Rd. SE
Hinesville, GA 31313
Ludowici, GA 31316
George Hamby
Jim McGowan
417 Newcastle St.
91 Mike Herbert Place NE
Brunswick, GA 31520
Ludowici, GA 31316
Harry Middleton
Kenneth E. Moody
3672 Tibet Hwy
P.O. Box 200
Ludowici, GA 31316
Allenhurst, GA 31301
Emma Strickland
Mike Swindell
66 Hope Cemetery Rd.
409 Darwel Long Rd. NE
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ruben R. Walling Sr.
Will Berson
8690 Hwy 57
Georgia Conservacy
Ludowici, GA 31316
428 Bull St.
Savannah, GA 31401
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Scoping/Comment Period (continued)
Tom Carr
Luke Cousins
Georgia Department of Transportation
Campbell and Paris Engineering
4005 Fulton Industrial Blvd.
365 Hickory Bluff Dr.
Atlanta, GA 30036
Waverly, GA 31565
Calvin Johnson
Edgar Davis Jr.
1341 Mentionville Rd. SW
10517 SW Cox
Darien, GA 31305
Townsend, GA 31331
Lloyd Flanders
Hunter Glenn
Lower Altamaha Historical Society
1344 Manchester Rd. SE
P.O. Box 542
Townsend, GA 31331
Darien, GA 31305
Danny Grissette
Mike Harris
Altamaha Coastal Tours
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
229 Fort King George Dr.
2070 U.S. Hwy 278 SE
Darien, GA 31305
Social Circle, GA 30025-4711
Christi Lambert
David C. Idleman
P.O. Box 59
104 21st St. W.
Darien, GA 31305
Darien, GA 31305
Larry Lyons
Stephen Mooney
Rayonier Forest Resources LP
CAP Brunswick
1901 Island Walkway
118 Rivera Dr.
Fernandina Beach, FL 32034
St. Simons Island, GA 31522
Steve Raper
Frank Scott
Georgia Department of Natural Resources
16 Fariway Drive
2 Martin Luther King, Jr. Dr. SE,
St. Simons Island, GA 31522
Suite 1252, East Tower
Atlanta, GA 30334
Luther Smart
Will White
103 Sapelo Street
P.O. Box 259
Saint Simons Island GA 31322
Crescent, GA 31304
Rebecca Williams
Joel Williams
P.O. Box 62
P.O. Box 294
Meridian, GA 31319
Darien, GA 31305
Johnny Zoucks
Mr. and Mrs. Herman Wells
Darien Telephone
149 Game Warden Rd. SE
1011 North Way
Ludowici, GA 31316
Darien, GA 31305
Concerned Citizen
Concerned Citizen
2206 Old Barrington Road
2202 Old Barrington Road
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
Mr. Gary Gordon
Mr. Robert Long
994 Old Barrington Road SW
140 Moody Bridge Road NE
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
Concerned Citizen
Mr. Thomas Wright
P.O. Box 818
710 Bradley Point Road
Ludowici, GA 31316
Savannah, GA 31410
Concerned Citizen
Mr. Robert Berry
2553 Cecil Nobles Highway
412 Lamar Berry Lane
Ludowici, GA 31316
Glenville, GA 30427
Mr. Randy Simmons
Mr. John Jones
Long County Rec. Department
Long County Zoning Board
374 Arnold Drive SE
49 Jones Dr. SE
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
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Ms. Alison McGee
Mr. Mark I. Hall
The Nature Conservancy
Long County Development Authority
PO Box 484
479 Millpond Rd. SE
Darien, GA 31405
Ludowici, GA 31316
Mr. Larry Middleton
Mr. and Mrs. Johny Reddish
2447 Old Barrington Rd SW
337 Sando Lane
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
Mr. Craig Stafford
Mr. Darrell Ballancie
PO Box 339
PO Box 770
Hinesville, GA 31310
Ludowici, GA 31316
Mr. Grant Dean
Ms. Nell Fischette
PO Box 1535
PO Box 1831
Darien, GA 31305
Darien, GA 31305
Concerned Citizen
Mr. Harold Long
5552 Highway 196 West
1401 Darwell Long Rd.
Hinesville, GA 31313
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ms. Lillian Banks
Mr. Dempsy Golden
614 Deloach Road NE
Long County Board of Education
Ludowici, GA 31316
1293 Jones Creek Loop NW
Ludowici, GA 31316
Mr. Larry Anderson
Concerned Citizen
Correspondence was returned and no replacement 10330 Tibet Highway SE
address could be located.
Allenhurst, GA 31301
Mr. Danny Norman
Mr. Andy Mock
99 Griffin Road SE
PO Box 325
Allenhurst, GA 31301
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ms. Brooke Chiders
Concerned Citizen
One Diamond Causeway #7
1843 Pearl Davis Rd. SE
Savannah, GA 31406
Ludowici, GA 31316
Concerned Citizen
Concerned Citizen
159 Martha Eason Rd. NE
227 Wingate Rd SW
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
Mr. Charlie Strickland
Ms. Beth Reddish
66 Hope Cemetery Rd.
556 Dukes Field Rd. NE
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
Mr. Mark Long
Mr. Shad Dasher
Correspondence was returned and no replacement PO Box 691
address could be located.
Ludowici, GA 31316
Concerned Citizen
Ms. Sharon Kitchen
2849 Marcus Nobles Rd. NE
Save the Sacred Sites Alliance
Glennville, GA 30427
PO Box 324
Townsend, GA 31331
Mr. and Mrs. Fred Hay
Mr. Jayson Gardner
PO Box 63
Beaufort Regional Chamber
Sapelo Island, GA 31327
PO Box 910
Beaufort, SC 29901
Mr. Brian Ellis
Mr. and Mrs. Jerry Braxton
1401 Robert B. Miller Road
PO Box 206
Garden City, GA 31408
Townsend, GA 31331
Ms. Brenda Rist
Mr. Edgar Davis
Davis Timber
Davis Timber
10511 Cox Road
10517 Cox Road
Townsend, GA 31331
Townsend, GA 31331
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Scoping/Comment Period (continued)
Concerned Citizen
Mr. Adam Poppell
Davis Timber
111 Broad Street
1481 Parnell Road
Townsend, GA 31305
Townsend, GA 31331
Ms. Kara Nitschke
Ms. Marja Ramage
Georgia DNR
6104 Cox Road SW
One Conservation Way
Townsend, GA 31331
Brunswick, GA 31520
Mr. Adam Williamson
Mr. David Widincamp
1196 Magnolia St. NE
1229 Goulds Landing Rd. NE
Townsend, GA 31331
Townsend, GA 31331
Mr. Jim McGhee
Mr. and Mrs. Dan Tray
Correspondence was returned and no replacement
5155 Highway 17 N.
address could be located.
Brunswick, GA 31525
Ms. Patricia Alisau
Mr. William Amerson
8501 Georgia Highway 57
1262 SW Big Oak Road
Ludowici, GA 31316
Townsend, GA 31331
Mr. Anthony Baker
Mr. Max Baldwin
7 Cedar Marsh Retreat
2 River Otter Lane
Savannah, GA 31411
Savannah, GA 31411
Ms. Marjorie Sweerus Bell
Ms. Gina Boltz
2002 Gillian Street
4848 North Crestridge
Placentia, CA 92870
Toledo, OH 43623
Mr. Thomas Brown
Mr. Robert Gephart
664 Pelzer Drive
207 Hampshire Road
Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464
Savannah, GA 31410
Mr. Freddie Goode
Ms. Alice Hartley
PO Box 451
121 J. Barrett Lane NE
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ms. Martha Hatfield
Mr. Lawrence Hooten
15 Hilda Ave.
1375 Ann Ct.
Beaufort, SC 29907
Perris, CA 92570
Mr. Harley Jones
Ms. Marcia Lane
6490 Deep Valley Court
2105 Willow Oak Road
Flowery Branch, GA 30542
Mulberry, FL 33860
Mr. Don Lewis
Mr. Ralph Maggioni
166 Merion
4 Dinghy Place
St. Simons Island, GA 31522
Savannah, GA 31410
Mr. Saunders McMullian
Mr. Tony Middleton
8 Stuyvesant Oval
4334 Fern Creek
Apt. 11-E
Jacksonville, FL 32277
New York, NY 10009
Mr. Jim Morgan
Ms. Rita Oglesby
95100 Willett Way
3904 Georgia Highway 57
Amelia Island, FL 32034
Ludowici, GA 31316
Mr. David Reilly
Mr. Jon Rembold
1062 Greenwillow Drive
37 East River Drive
St. Marys, GA 31558
Beaufort, SC 29907
Mr. McLeod Rominger
Mr. Richard Ryals
112 Harlan Drive
20 Eagle Court
Savannah, GA 31406
Ormand Beach, FL 32174
Mr. Robert Ryals
Ms. Linda Smith
4130 Buttercup Way
159 Roy Smith Road, SE
Tallahassee, FL 32311
Ludowici, GA 31316
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Ms. Patricia Smith
Mr. Buddy Sullivan
159 Roy Smith Road, SE
179 Sandhurst Drive
Ludowici, GA 31316
Richmond Hill, GA 31324
Pat Tatum
Mr. Wendell Theus
11378 Georgia Highway 23
2553 Cecil Nobles
Glennville, GA 30427
Ludowici, GA 31316
Ms. Bonnie Tomassetti
Mr. Robb Wells
4985 S. Honeytown Road
105 Byan Drive
Wooster, OH 44691
Beaufort, SC 29902
Ms. Linda Williams
Mr. Alan Yovich
1017 Williams Street
19 Lake Heron Court West
Miamisburg, OH 45342
Pooler, GA 31322
Mrs. Charles Houston
Mr. Norman Mock

Mailing address was not provided and one could not
be located.

Mailing address was not provided and one could not be
located.

Jalen Reddish

Mr. Mike Riddle

Mailing address was not provided and one could not
be located.

Mailing address was not provided and one could not be
located.
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TOWNSEND BOMBING RANGE MODERNIZATION
PROJECT UPDATE — July 2012
Notice of Availability of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
This Project Update Notice offers a means to provide easily accessible, wide-spread distribution of new project information.
This information augments the regular update of project documents that can be found on the Townsend Bombing Range
Environmental Impact Statement website. Please visit the website (www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com) to view these
project documents for an overview and key background information on the project.

BACKGROUND:
On August 6, 2010, the United States Marine Corps (Marine Corps) published a Notice of Intent to produce an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) to study alternatives to modernize Townsend Bombing Range (TBR), located in McIntosh County,
Georgia, to better meet Marine Corps aviation training requirements. This publication of the Notice of Intent officially identified the
30-day Public Scoping Period, which was held August 6 through September 7, 2010. Due to a problem with the post office box, the
Public Scoping Period was reopened from October 10 through November 8, 2010. During the Public Scoping Period, two public
meetings were held (Ludowici on August 24 and Darien on August 26, 2010). The Marine Corps received 110 comments during
the Public Scoping Periods. These comments helped to identify the issues and alternatives that were studied during the
preparation of the Draft EIS.

TRAINING REQUIREMENT AND PROPOSED ACTION:
The Marine Corps continues to successfully deter threats, prevent conflict and provide humanitarian effort because it conducts
realistic training exercises. These exercises allow the Marines to acquire and maintain critical combat skills at the level necessary
to meet real-world events. In addition, Marine Corps aviators must train and be highly skilled in multiple mission areas, which
include the delivery of precision-guided munitions and use of air-to-ground weapons against a range of target types. Precisionguided munitions are a modern class of weapons that permit Marine aviators to attack specific threats and isolate targets.
TBR is the primary air-to-ground training range for the aviation units stationed at Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort, which is the
home of Marine Aircraft Group 31. The Marine Corps proposes to modernize and expand TBR to provide a modern and realistic
training environment for the Fighter/Attack 18 (F/A-18) Hornet aircrew by accommodating the use of inert (with spotting-charges)
precision-guided munitions and the larger weapon danger zones their use requires. Weapon Danger Zones are sometimes
informally known as “safety zones.”

CHANGES SINCE THE PUBLIC SCOPING PERIOD:
In August 2011 the Marine Corps announced its decision to remove Study Area 2, from further consideration in the EIS.
Study Area 2 was located southeast of the current boundary of TBR between the Altamaha River and the power line. This
decision eliminated the original Alternatives 4 and 5 and reduced the project’s study area for potential land acquisition by
14,752 acres from up to 51,580 acres to a maximum of 34,667 acres.
During the preparation of the Draft EIS, the Marine Corps split Study Area 1 into two subareas, which are Study Areas 1A and
1B. The Marine Corps then developed a new fourth alternative, Alternative 4, which is Area 1B and Area 3 (28,436 acres).
The Marine Corps identified Alternative 4 as the Preferred Alternative since it offers the best balance between operational
capability and environmental impact.
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TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT EIS:

FOR MORE INFORMATION:

Mail: Townsend EIS Project Manager,
Post Office Box 180458, Tallahassee, Florida 32318
E-mail: townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com

Visit: www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com
Contact: Public Affairs Office 843-228-6123

TOWNSEND BOMBING RANGE MODERNIZATION
PROJECT UPDATE — July 2012
PROJECT UPDATE:
On July 13, 2012, the Marine Corps
published the Notice of Availability of the
Draft EIS in the Federal Register. The
Notice of Availability officially announced
the publication of the Draft EIS and
beginning of the 45-day public comment
period for the Draft EIS. The comment
period for the Draft EIS is being held from
July 13 through August 27, 2012.
Public meetings will be held on Tuesday,
August 7, 2012 in Darien, Georgia, and
Thursday, August 9, 2012 in Ludowici,
Georgia. A Final EIS will be published in
Spring 2013. The Final EIS will directly
address the comments from the public that
were received on the Draft EIS.
A Record of Decision on the project will be
published by the Department of the Navy
Summer 2013.
If the Record of Decision recommends land
acquisition, Congress would have to review
and approve funds for the purchase of
lands at fair market value.

NEXT STEPS:
The Marine Corps welcomes comments
from the public on the Draft EIS.
Comments can be submitted during the 45day comment period (July 13 through
August 27, 2012). Please see the
information in the tan box below to submit
your comment or for more information
please visit:
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com.
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TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT EIS:

FOR MORE INFORMATION:

Mail: Townsend EIS Project Manager,
Post Office Box 180458, Tallahassee, Florida 32318
E-mail: townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com

Visit: www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com
Contact: Public Affairs Office 843-228-6123

UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORPS AIR STATION
BEAUFORT, SOUTH CAROLINA 29904-5001

11000
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July 2, 2012
Mr. Robert C. Walker, Chairman
Long County Board of Commissioners
District 5
P. O. Box 476
PO Box 223
Ludowici, GA 31316
Dear Mr. Walker:
SUBJECT: TOWNSEND BOMBING RANGE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
This letter is to inform you of the completion of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), which evaluates the potential
environmental impacts associated with the proposed land acquisition
to expand and modernize Townsend Bombing Range (TBR), Georgia. This
proposed action is necessary to support Marine Corps aviation
training and readiness proficiency in the use of precision-guided
munitions (PGM).
Modernizing TBR to accommodate inert PGM training would
significantly enhance east coast aviation unit training efficiency.
Presently, TBR can accommodate only 47% of the required F/A-18
Hornet individual fixed-wing air crew training syllabus. The
proposed action would allow air crews to meet up to 85% of their
proficiency requirements at TBR.
The EIS process began in the summer of 2010 with the publication
of a public notice in the Federal Register on August 6, 2010
announcing the study. The USMC held Public Scoping meetings and
received comments during the Fall of 2010. In August of 2011, the
Marine Corps informed the public of the Marine Corps’ decision to
remove land acquisition Area 2 from further study in the EIS after
studying Area 2’s military utility, other factors and in light of
public comments received during the Scoping period.
The comment period for the Draft EIS will begin Friday, July 13,
2012 with the publication of a public notice in the Federal
Register. The 45-day public comment period will end Monday, August
27, 2012. The Marine Corps will also hold two open house style,
public meetings to inform the public about the proposed action and
the alternatives that are under consideration. These meetings are
also an opportunity for the public to comment on the proposed
action, the alternatives, and the adequacy and accuracy of the Draft
EIS. Although the public meetings will not have formal
presentations, Marine Corps and Georgia Air National Guard
representatives will be present to discuss and answer questions on
the proposed action, the National Environmental Policy Act process,
and the findings in the Draft EIS.

11000
NREAO
July 2, 2012
The public meetings will be held from 4 to 7 p.m. at the
following locations:
Date:
Location:

Tuesday, August 7, 2012
McIntosh County Middle School Gymnasium
500 Green Street
Darien, GA 31305

Date:
Location:

Thursday, August 9, 2012
City of Ludowici Meeting Room
City Hall, 469 North Macon Street
Ludowici, GA 31316

I have enclosed a short summary page for your ready reference
that outlines the current status of the project. The Marine Corps
requests and welcomes your comments on the Draft EIS. Comments may
be submitted at the public meetings or in writing to Townsend EIS
Project Manager, Post Office Box 180458, Tallahassee, FL 32318.
Please be assured that the Marine Corps remains committed to
working with neighbors and stakeholders during this process. For
more information, please visit the project website at
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com. Should you have any questions or
need further information, please contact my Public Affairs Office at
(843) 228-6123.
Very Respectfully,

B. C. MURTHA
Colonel, U.S Marine Corps
Commanding Officer
Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort

Enclosure:

1.

Project Update Notice, “Notice of Availability
of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement”
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TOWNSEND BOMBING RANGE MODERNIZATION
PROJECT UPDATE — July 2012
Notice of Availability of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
This Project Update Notice offers a means to provide easily accessible, wide-spread distribution of new project information.
This information augments the regular update of project documents that can be found on the Townsend Bombing Range
Environmental Impact Statement website. Please visit the website (www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com) to view these
project documents for an overview and key background information on the project.

BACKGROUND:
On August 6, 2010, the United States Marine Corps (Marine Corps) published a Notice of Intent to produce an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) to study alternatives to modernize Townsend Bombing Range (TBR), located in McIntosh County,
Georgia, to better meet Marine Corps aviation training requirements. This publication of the Notice of Intent officially identified the
30-day Public Scoping Period, which was held August 6 through September 7, 2010. Due to a problem with the post office box, the
Public Scoping Period was reopened from October 10 through November 8, 2010. During the Public Scoping Period, two public
meetings were held (Ludowici on August 24 and Darien on August 26, 2010). The Marine Corps received 110 comments during
the Public Scoping Periods. These comments helped to identify the issues and alternatives that were studied during the
preparation of the Draft EIS.

TRAINING REQUIREMENT AND PROPOSED ACTION:
The Marine Corps continues to successfully deter threats, prevent conflict and provide humanitarian effort because it conducts
realistic training exercises. These exercises allow the Marines to acquire and maintain critical combat skills at the level necessary
to meet real-world events. In addition, Marine Corps aviators must train and be highly skilled in multiple mission areas, which
include the delivery of precision-guided munitions and use of air-to-ground weapons against a range of target types. Precisionguided munitions are a modern class of weapons that permit Marine aviators to attack specific threats and isolate targets.
TBR is the primary air-to-ground training range for the aviation units stationed at Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort, which is the
home of Marine Aircraft Group 31. The Marine Corps proposes to modernize and expand TBR to provide a modern and realistic
training environment for the Fighter/Attack 18 (F/A-18) Hornet aircrew by accommodating the use of inert (with spotting-charges)
precision-guided munitions and the larger weapon danger zones their use requires. Weapon Danger Zones are sometimes
informally known as “safety zones.”

CHANGES SINCE THE PUBLIC SCOPING PERIOD:
In August 2011 the Marine Corps announced its decision to remove Study Area 2, from further consideration in the EIS.
Study Area 2 was located southeast of the current boundary of TBR between the Altamaha River and the power line. This
decision eliminated the original Alternatives 4 and 5 and reduced the project’s study area for potential land acquisition by
14,752 acres from up to 51,580 acres to a maximum of 34,667 acres.
During the preparation of the Draft EIS, the Marine Corps split Study Area 1 into two subareas, which are Study Areas 1A and
1B. The Marine Corps then developed a new fourth alternative, Alternative 4, which is Area 1B and Area 3 (28,436 acres).
The Marine Corps identified Alternative 4 as the Preferred Alternative since it offers the best balance between operational
capability and environmental impact.
1
TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT EIS:

FOR MORE INFORMATION:

Mail: Townsend EIS Project Manager,
Post Office Box 180458, Tallahassee, Florida 32318
E-mail: townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com

Visit: www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com
Contact: Public Affairs Office 843-228-6123
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PROJECT UPDATE:
On July 13, 2012, the Marine Corps
published the Notice of Availability of the
Draft EIS in the Federal Register. The
Notice of Availability officially announced
the publication of the Draft EIS and
beginning of the 45-day public comment
period for the Draft EIS. The comment
period for the Draft EIS is being held from
July 13 through August 27, 2012.
Public meetings will be held on Tuesday,
August 7, 2012 in Darien, Georgia, and
Thursday, August 9, 2012 in Ludowici,
Georgia. A Final EIS will be published in
Spring 2013. The Final EIS will directly
address the comments from the public that
were received on the Draft EIS.
A Record of Decision on the project will be
published by the Department of the Navy
Summer 2013.
If the Record of Decision recommends land
acquisition, Congress would have to review
and approve funds for the purchase of
lands at fair market value.

NEXT STEPS:
The Marine Corps welcomes comments
from the public on the Draft EIS.
Comments can be submitted during the 45day comment period (July 13 through
August 27, 2012). Please see the
information in the tan box below to submit
your comment or for more information
please visit:
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com.
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TO COMMENT ON THE DRAFT EIS:

FOR MORE INFORMATION:

Mail: Townsend EIS Project Manager,
Post Office Box 180458, Tallahassee, Florida 32318
E-mail: townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com

Visit: www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com
Contact: Public Affairs Office 843-228-6123

July 11, 2012
Dear Sir/Madam:
Thank you for your interest in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Proposed
Modernization and Expansion of Townsend Bombing Range, Georgia. The Draft EIS has been
distributed to various federal, state, and local agencies, elected officials, and interested parties,
and is available for public review at:




Ida Hilton Public Library: 1105 North Way, Darien, GA, 31305
Long County Public Library: 28 S. Main Street, Ludowici, GA, 31316
Hog Hammock Public Library: 1023 Hillery Lane, Sapelo Island, GA, 31327

Notice of Availability of the Draft EIS is being published in the Federal Register on July 13,
2012, and is succeeded by a 45-day comment period that will end on August 27, 2012.
Additionally, the United States Marine Corps (USMC) will host two open-house public meetings.
During these meetings, the public will be provided an opportunity to view project-related
displays, speak with USMC and Georgia Air National Guard representatives, and submit
comments on the Draft EIS and its findings. The public comment meetings will be held from 4:00
to 7:00 p.m. on the following dates and at the following locations in Georgia:



Tuesday, August 7, 2012, McIntosh County Middle School Gymnasium, 500 Green
Street, Darien, GA 31305; and
Thursday, August 9, 2012, City of Ludowici City Hall Meeting Room, 469 North Macon
Street, Ludowici, GA 31316.

Notices for the public meetings will be published in the following local newspapers: The Darien
News, The Press-Sentinel, The Brunswick News, and the Savannah Morning News.
Additional information concerning the Draft EIS and public meetings is available on the EIS Web
site at: http://www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com. 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 received or postmarked no
later than August 27, 2012.
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July 10, 2012
Ms. Lisa Wolfe
Library Manager, Long County Public Library
28 S. Main Street
Ludowici, GA 31316
Dear Ms. Wolfe:
Please find enclosed a copy of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) for the
Proposed Modernization and Expansion of Townsend Bombing Range, Georgia. The Draft EIS
has been prepared to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of acquiring additional
property and constructing the necessary infrastructure to allow the use of precision-guided
munitions (PGMs) at Townsend Bombing Range (TBR), Georgia.
The Draft EIS evaluates the potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed
modernization and expansion of TBR in McIntosh and Long Counties, Georgia, that would
provide a modern and realistic training environment for the F/A-18 pilots of Marine Air Group 31
(MAG-31), stationed at Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Beaufort, South Carolina. To
implement the Proposed Action, the USMC would acquire lands and a timber easement in the
vicinity of TBR on which to create new target areas to allow for a greater variety of training
activities, modify existing airspace, construct the required infrastructure to support PGM training,
and improve training capabilities. The Draft EIS also evaluates past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions from a cumulative impacts perspective.
Copies of the Draft EIS are being distributed to local libraries in the vicinity of the project site so
that the document is readily available for the public to review and comment. We request that your
staff make this document available upon request to members of the public.
Additional information concerning the Draft EIS is available on the EIS Web site at:
http://www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com. Notices for the public meetings will be published in
the following local newspapers: The Darien News, The Press-Sentinel, The Brunswick News, and
the Savannah Morning News. Comments or questions should be directed to the Townsend EIS
Project Manager, Post Office Box 180458, Tallahassee, FL 32318; email:
townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com.
We request that you retain copies of the Draft EIS for public review and comment through
August 27, 2012. If you have any comments or questions, please contact me at (850) 523-0954.
Sincerely,
ECOLOGY AND ENVIRONMENT, INC.

Ryan P. Long
Project Manager
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UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS
MARINE CORPS AIR STATION
BEAUFORT, SOUTH CAROLINA 29904-5001
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August 15, 2012

Representative Jack Kingston
ATTN: Ms. Merritt Myers
1510 Newcastle Street
Suite 200
Brunswick, GA 31520
Dear Representative Kingston:
SUBJECT:

TOWNSEND BOMBING RANGE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENT PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD EXTENSION

This letter is to inform you of the Marine Corps’ decision to
extend the public comment period for the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Proposed Modernization and Expansion of
Townsend Bombing Range, Georgia. This Draft EIS evaluates the
potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed land
acquisition to expand and modernize Townsend Bombing Range, Georgia.
This proposed action is necessary to support Marine Corps aviation
training and readiness proficiency in the use of precision-guided
munitions.
The initial public comment period for the Draft EIS began on
Friday, July 13, 2012 with the publication of a notice in the
Federal Register. This notice announced a 45-day public comment
period and requested the submission of all comments on the Draft EIS
by Monday, August 27, 2012. With this extension the public comment
period will now close on September 27, 2012.
During the initial public comment period the Marine Corps also
held two open house public meetings to inform the public about the
proposed action and the alternatives that are under consideration
and to accept public comments. These meetings took place on
Tuesday, August 7, 2012 in Darien, Georgia, and Thursday, August 9,
2012 in Ludowici, Georgia. Notices announcing the extension of the
public comment period will be published in the following local
newspapers: The Darien News, The Press-Sentinel, and the Savannah
Morning News.
The Marine Corps requests and welcomes your comments on the
Draft EIS. All written comments must be postmarked no later than
September 27, 2012. Comments may be submitted via the following
methods:
(1) The project Web site (www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com);
(2) E-mail to townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com; or
(3) Letter addressed to Townsend EIS, Post Office Box 180458,
Tallahassee, FL 32318.
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NREAO
August 15, 2012
Please be assured that the Marine Corps remains committed to
working with neighbors and stakeholders during this process. For
more information, please visit the project website at
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com. Should you have any questions or
need further information, please contact the Public Affairs Office
at (843) 228-6123.
Very Respectfully,

B. R. CLATTERBUCK
Lieutenant Colonel, U.S Marine Corps
Commanding Officer
Acting
Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort
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August 20, 2012
Ms. Michele Johnson
Library Manager
Hog Hammock Public Library
1023 Hillery Lane
Sapelo Island, GA 31327
Dear Ms. Johnson:
On July 10, 2012, you were sent a copy of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft
EIS) for the Proposed Modernization and Expansion of Townsend Bombing Range, Georgia.
Copies of this Draft EIS were distributed to local libraries in the vicinity of the project site so
that the document would be available for the public to review and comment.
We had originally requested that your staff make this document available upon request to
members of the public through August 27, 2012. However, the public comment period has
now been extended through September 27, 2012.
Additional information concerning the Draft EIS is available on the EIS Web site at:
http://www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com. Notices for the extension of the public comment
period will be published in the following local newspapers: The Darien News, The PressSentinel, The Brunswick News, and the Savannah Morning News. Comments or questions
should be directed to the Townsend EIS Project Manager, Post Office Box 180458,
Tallahassee, FL 32318; email: townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com.
We request that you retain the copy Draft EIS for public review and comment through
September 27, 2012. If you have any comments or questions, please contact me at
(850) 523-0954.
Sincerely,
ECOLOGY AND ENVIRONMENT, INC.

Ryan P. Long
Project Manager
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY AND PUBLIC MEETINGS ON
THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR
THE PROPOSED MODERNIZATION AND EXPANSION OF
TOWNSEND BOMBING RANGE, GEORGIA
In compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the United
States Marine Corps (USMC) has completed a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (Draft EIS) for the above-referenced project. The Draft EIS has
been prepared to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of acquiring
additional property and constructing the necessary infrastructure to allow the
use of inert (with spotting charges) precision-guided munitions (PGMs) at
Townsend Bombing Range (TBR), Georgia.
The Draft EIS evaluates the potential environmental impacts associated with
the proposed modernization and expansion of TBR in McIntosh and Long
Counties, Georgia, that would provide a modern and realistic training
environment for the F/A-18 pilots of Marine Air Group 31 (MAG-31), stationed
at Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Beaufort, South Carolina. To implement
the Proposed Action, the USMC would acquire lands and a timber easement
in the vicinity of TBR on which to create new target areas to allow for a
greater variety of training activities, modify existing airspace, construct the
required infrastructure to support PGM training, and improve training
capabilities. The Draft EIS also evaluates past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions from a cumulative impacts perspective.
The Draft EIS has been distributed to various federal, state, and local
agencies, elected officials, and interested parties, and is available for public
review at:
Ida Hilton Public Library: 1105 North Way, Darien, GA, 31305
Long County Public Library: 28 S. Main Street, Ludowici, GA, 31316
Hog Hammock Public Library: 1023 Hillery Lane, Sapelo Island, GA, 31327
Electronic copies of the Draft EIS are available upon
request by contacting the Townsend Draft EIS Project
Manager at (843) 228-7370. Comments on the Draft
EIS should be mailed to:
Townsend EIS Project Manager
Post Office Box 180458
Tallahassee, Florida 32318
Comments may also be emailed to townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com or
posted to our Web site at www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com. All
comments must be received by August 27, 2012.
Two public meetings, using an informal open house format, will be held from
4:00 to 7:00 p.m. on the following dates and at the following locations:
August 7, 2012
August 9, 2012
McIntosh County
City of Ludowici
Middle School Gymnasium
City Hall Meeting Room
500 Green Street
469 North Macon Street
Darien, GA 31305
Ludowici, GA 31316
All written comments postmarked by August 27, 2012, will become part of
the official public record and will be responded to in the Final EIS.
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Notice to Extend Public Comment Period for the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the
Proposed Modernization and Expansion of
Townsend Bombing Range, McIntosh County, Georgia
In compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the
United States Marine Corps (USMC) has completed a Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (Draft EIS) for the above-referenced project. The Draft
EIS has been prepared to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of
acquiring additional property and constructing the necessary infrastructure
to allow the use of inert (with spotting charges) precision-guided munitions
(PGMs) at Townsend Bombing Range (TBR), Georgia.
The USMC initiated a 45-day Draft EIS Comment Period that was
scheduled to end on August 27, 2012. The USMC has decided to extend
the Draft EIS Comment Period to September 27, 2012. The public may
submit comments during the extended comment period via the project
Web site (www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com) and project email address
(townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com).
All written comments must be postmarked by
September 27, 2012. Written comments may
be sent to:
Townsend EIS
Project Manager
Post Office Box 180458
Tallahassee, Florida 32318
All written comments postmarked by September 27, 2012 will become part
of the official public record and will be responded to in the Final EIS.
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“The Noise you Hear is the Sound of Freedom”

Release 11-12

Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort
Public Affairs Office
P.O. Box 55001
Beaufort, SC 29904-5001
Ph: (843) 228-7201
Fax: (843) 228-6005

Public availability of Draft Environmental Impact Statement for
the Proposed Modernization and Expansion of Townsend Bombing
Range
BEAUFORT, S.C. (JULY 13, 2012) – Publication and public availability of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Proposed Modernization and Expansion of
Townsend Bombing Range in McIntosh County, Ga. were announced in the Federal Register
released today. A copy of the Federal Register notice and the Draft EIS can be found at:
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com.
The 45-day public comment period on the Draft EIS begins today, Friday, July 13 and
will end on Monday, August 27. Public involvement is a critical component of the EIS
process. Public comments will be considered during the preparation of the Final EIS and will
be included in the public record for this project.
The Marine Corps will hold two open house style public meetings to inform the public
about the proposed action and the alternatives that are under consideration.
Marine Corps and Georgia Air National Guard representatives will be present at these
meetings to discuss and answer questions about the proposed action, the Nation
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Process and the findings in the Draft EIS.
The public meetings will be held from 4 to 7 p.m. at the following locations:

Date: Tuesday, August 7
Location: McIntosh County Middle School Gymnasium (500 Green Street, Darien, GA
31305)
Date: Thursday, August 9
Location: City of Ludowici Meeting Room (City Hall, 469 North Macon Street, Ludowici,
GA, 31316)
Please contact the project managers at townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com with any
questions or concerns no later than August 27.
-30-

“The Noise you Hear is the Sound of Freedom”

Release 13-12

Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort
Public Affairs Office
P.O. Box 55001
Beaufort, SC 29904-5001
Ph: (843) 228-7201
Fax: (843) 228-6005

Public availability extension of the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for the Proposed Modernization and Expansion
of Townsend Bombing Range
BEAUFORT, S.C. (Aug. 14) – Public availability of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for the Proposed Modernization and Expansion of Townsend Bombing
Range in McIntosh County, Ga. was announced in the Federal Register released July 13 and is
now extended until September 27. A copy of the Federal Register notice and the Draft EIS
can be found at: www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com.
The public comment period on the Draft EIS began Friday, July 13 and will end on
Thursday, September 27. Public involvement is a critical component of the EIS process.
Public comments will be considered during the preparation of the Final EIS and will be
included in the public record for this project.
-30-
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Navy extends public-comment period on bombing range report
By PATRICK DONOHUE
pdonohue@beaufortgazette.com
843-706-8152
Published Wednesday, August 15, 2012
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Patrick Donohue
Breaking News Reporter

Read more from Patrick.

pdonohue@beaufortgazette.com
843.706.8152

Navy officials have extended the period during
which the public can comment on the proposed
expansion of the range.
Residents living near the facility will have until
Sept. 27 to submit comments about plans to
enlarge the range by 11,000 to 35,000 acres,
according to an air station spokesman. The publiccomment period was originally set to end Aug. 27.

The Navy's announcement comes about a week
after air station officials hosted a pair of public
meetings in Ludowici and Darien, Ga., to gather public comments.More than 115 residents attended the two
meetings, 24 of whom submitted verbal and written comments about the Navy's environmental report,
according to Capt. Jordan Cochran, air station spokesman.
The report was released last month and examined the Navy's plans to expand the range, which covers
5,183 acres in McIntosh County, Ga. It is maintained by the Georgia Air National Guard.
The Navy could purchase as many as three parcels near the range identified as possible expansion sites.
The Navy also could opt not to expand the range, which opened in 1981 and will continue to be used by air
station pilots once the base receives its allotment of Joint Strike Fighters in 2013 or 2014.
The report recommended the acquisition of two parcels that would add more than 28,000 acres.
The report did not specify the price of the land but said acquiring it would result in the loss of about $35,000
a year in property tax revenue in McIntosh County and about $131,000 a year in nearby Long County.
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Comments for bomb r ange extended
By GORDON JACKSON The Brunswick News
The public comment period for the proposed modernization and expansion of the Townsend Bombing
Range has been extended one month.
The Navy wants to more than double the size of the 5,183-acre range in the northwest corner of McIntosh
County because it's too small to conduct training for combat pilots.
"This proposed action is necessary to support Marine Corps aviation training and readiness proficiency in
the use of precision-guided munitions," according to the notification extending the comment period.
Timber companies own most of the land adjacent to the range, and there are few houses in the area, said
Wally Orrel, executive director of the McIntosh County Industrial Development Authority.
If the range is expanded, residents living nearby will notice an increase in air traffic during training exercises.
But they won't hear explosions because the bombs used for training are inert.
Still, those who own homes nearby probably aren't excited about the proposed expansion, Orrel said.
"I don't think you want a range near your backyard," he said.
While the development authority doesn't have a position supporting or opposing the range, Orrel said there
are concerns.
"We certainly support the military, but we're concerned about the loss of taxes for the county," he said.
"Over 30 percent of property in McIntosh County is owned by the government."
Any property acquired for expanding the range, if that's what the federal government decides to do, will be
permanently removed from the tax rolls, Orrel said.
"The compensation is a major issue because McIntosh is a poor county," he said. "The jobs created is
virtually none."
During the initial public comment periods that began July 13, the Marine Corps held open house meetings
to inform the public about its plans.
The deadline to comment is Sept. 27.
Submit comments
w w w .thebrunsw icknew s.com/story /printer/BO M B-RA N G E -w -brkout-082812-hr-sdw

1 of 2

8/28/12

The Brunsw ick N ew s - C omments for bomb range extended

Comments can be submitted by going to the project website, www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com; via
email at townsendbombingrangeeis@ene.com; or through a letter addressed to Townsend EIS, P.O. Box
180458, Tallahassee, Fla. 32318.
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McIntosh County repays last $500,000 to its SPLOST fund | jacksonville.com http://jacksonville.com/news/georgia/2012-09-11/story/mcintosh-county-...

Posted: September 11, 2012 - 10:14pm | Updated: September 12, 2012 - 8:39am

By Mike Morrison

DARIEN — The McIntosh County Commission put the lid on a four-year-old political controversy when it voted Tuesday to put $530,000 back into its
special purpose local option sales tax fund.
Commission Chairman Kelly Spratt said most of the money was the last of $1.5 million that a previous commission shifted into the general fund for
political gain.
“It was put in the general fund at that time so they wouldn’t have to raise taxes in an election year,” she said.
Money in the general fund is used to pay the county’s operating expenses, while SPLOST funds must be spent on capital improvement and infrastructure
projects previously approved by voters.
To repay the SPLOST fund, the county will draw from a newly established reserve fund, County Manager Brett Cook said. The exact amount to be repaid
is $530,010.25, which includes approximately $100,000 from another transfer of funds, which Cook described as inadvertent.
The rest goes to repay the $1.5 million that was shifted in 2008 when Boyd Gault served as commission chairman and Luther Smart was county manager.
Some $670,000 was repaid in 2010, Cook said, with other smaller payments made since then.
The transfer didn’t come to light until more than a year after it was made, Spratt said.
“Nobody ever said anything about it until it was discovered in an audit,” she said.
Smart, who was fired in January 2011 by the incoming commissioners, said in June 2010 that the SPLOST funds were inadvertently deposited in an
interest-earning account that also included general fund money. Gault said the mistake actually benefitted the county by bringing in sorely needed revenue,
but he said a mistake occurred when the SPLOST funds were withdrawn and spent on operating expenses.
Spratt ran against and defeated Gault in the 2010 election.
Mary Lee Brown, who was the county’s finance director in 2008, disputed Smart’s and Gault’s explanation, saying she had deposited the SPLOST funds
in a money market account that was not being utilized. Smart insisted, however, that Brown had deposited the funds into an account that also contained
general fund money.
Feeling she was being made the scapegoat, Brown resigned in June 2010.
The county’s auditor, Craig Moye of Mauldin and Jenkins, commended the commission Tuesday for correcting the mistake.
“This is necessary to satisfy the state Department of Revenue,” he said.
Reporting on an audit of fiscal year 2011, Moye said that the county is on sound financial footing, thanks in no small part to a recent timber sale that
netted $2.3 million in revenue and allowed the county to set up its reserve fund. The county had projected $11.4 million in revenue for fiscal year 2011.
That amount did not include the timber sale, which was negotiated after the budget process was concluded.
The county maintains a timber easement on portions of the U.S. Marine Corps’ Townsend Bombing Range and cut and sold a large tract this year, Cook
said.
After paying off the SPLOST debt, the county will still have $1.5 million in reserve, Cook said.
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Posted: 10:39 a.m. Wednesday, Sept. 12, 2012

By Katie Leslie
The Atlanta Journal-Constitution
LUDOWICI — For most towns of 1,700 souls, a murder case featuring soldiers accused of planning to overthrow the government
would be the biggest thing ever. For Ludowici, a town known statewide and even nationally as a highly efficient speed-trap, it’s the
latest in a string of sensational crimes, oddities and really big small-town worries.
At the top of the worry list: how Long County will pay for not one but three trials for the accused anarchist soldiers, whose alleged
crimes were committed in Long County even though the defendants were stationed in neighboring Liberty County, at Fort Stewart.
Add to that the cost of a completely unrelated murder trial involving a body that turned up in Long County but a defendant who lives
in Liberty County.
“Why does everybody come to Long County to kill [someone]?” said Karin “Kadee” Dasher, a German woman who has lived in
Ludowici since the mid-1980s.
To compound the budget crunch, the Marine Corps has proposed an expansion of the Townsend Bombing Range. If the corps
succeeds in taking the more than 25,000 acres it wants, Long County will say goodbye to a considerable portion of its tax base.
Beyond that, there’s the hassle over the county’s most recent election, which is in danger of being invalidated because the U. S.
Justice Department rejected the county’s redistricting plan.
Finally, of course, there’s the widely rumored “terror training camp” just a few miles down the road in Jesup.
No wonder country residents sometimes feel at the mercy of outside forces, whether criminal or federal.
Subscribers can read our full report on Ludowici’s trials and tribulations in Sunday’s AJC or on our subscription tablet app.
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Today’s open information session is for the United States Marine Corps (USMC)
to solicit comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) at
Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) in McIntosh County, Georgia. The Draft EIS
evaluates the potential environmental effects of acquiring additional property
and constructing the necessary infrastructure to allow the use of inert (nonexplosive munitions with a spotting charge) precision-guided munitions (PGMs)
at TBR. Through the use of PGMs 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.
USMC representatives are available to explain the Proposed Action, project
alternatives and schedule, and the environmental analysis and findings in the
Draft EIS. 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 comment period ends on August
27, 2012. Please submit your comments by that date to ensure they are
considered in the EIS.
The purpose of this public comment meeting is to solicit your comments on the
Draft EIS.
For future updates, please visit the project Web site at:
www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com

Real Estate Acquisition
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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’ Draft EIS for the Proposed Modernization and
Expansion of TBR includes 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; and
• 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.

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 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 comment period ends on August 27, 2012.

Public 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. TBR is owned by 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 MCAS Beaufort, SC.

Mission
TBR's mission is to provide realistic
combat training for pilots from
all military services. It supports
training at all levels - from basic
skills to advanced training.

Types of Training
Conducted at TBR:
• Air-to-Ground Training;
• Low-Angle Strafing Training;
• Close Air Support Training; and
• Electronic Warfare.
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Purpose of and Need for the Proposed Action
Proposed Action
The Proposed Action that is evaluated in the Draft EIS is
to modernize and expand TBR to accommodate MAG-31’s
requirement to train with inert PGMs and the larger Weapon
Danger Zones (WDZs; also referred to as safety zones) their use
requires. 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 Proposed Action
includes five interrelated components:
• Acquisition of land;
• Acquisition of a timber easement;
• Modification of existing airspace;
• Construction of infrastructure to support PGM training; and
• Improvement of training capabilities.

Purpose
The purpose of the Proposed Action is to provide an air-to-ground
training range capable of providing a wider variety of air-to-ground
operations, including the use of PGMs, to meet current training
requirements.
Inert precision-guided weapons training capability at TBR would
enhance mission effectiveness for MAG-31 and other TBR users.
Under the Proposed Action, any increase in TBR's boundaries would
insure the safety of adjacent communities.

Need
The Proposed Action is needed 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 MCAS Beaufort must use West Coast
training ranges to satisfy precision-guided munitions training
requirements. Having a nearby range available for this training
would result in greater training efficiency.

5

Comparison of Candidate Ranges
Before selecting TBR, the Marine Corps considered several possible locations
based on the following criteria:
• Must be within 165 nautical miles of Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS)
Beaufort, SC.
• Must be under or adjacent to enough restricted airspace to support the
current training as well as the required precision-guided munition training.
• Must not currently host conflicting military operations.

6

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

Details of the Proposed Action
Acquisition of Land
The Marine Corps used modeling software to
develop weapon danger zones, which in turn
were used to identify potential land acquisition
scenarios necessary to accommodate the use of
non-explosive precision-guided munitions at TBR.
Precision-guided munitions (PGMs) are guided,
advanced weapons that are designed to precisely
hit a specific target. They are made with a laser or
global positioning system (GPS) guidance systems
with operable fins that correct the munitions’
trajectory. Because of its ability to correct itself inflight to the target, PGMs are often referred to as
“smart bombs.” PGMs are released from higher
altitudes and at greater distance from the target
than unguided weapons. Unguided munitions are
free-falling when released from the aircraft and
they descend towards the target with no ability
to change their trajectory. Therefore, unguided
weapons are often referred to as “dumb bombs.”
Though PGMs are more accurate, the weapon
danger zone requirements are much larger
because it must contain the area in which the
weapon may impact the ground should the
guidance system fail.

A Weapon Danger Zone is a
three-dimensional zone that
encompasses the ground
and airspace for lateral and
vertical containment of
projectiles, fragments,
debris, and components
resulting from the firing,
launching, and/or detonation
of air-to-ground ordnance. To
effectively deliver PGMs at
TBR, the land area must be
increased to ensure the
containment of the WDZs,
allow for their realistic
combat employment, and
ensure the safety of military
personnel and civilians
present at and around TBR.
7

Details of the Proposed Action (Cont.)
Acquisition of a Timber Easement
The USMC proposes to purchase a timber easement from
McIntosh County, Georgia, on approximately 3,007 acres of
land within the current TBR boundary.

Infrastructure Construction
• Up to 8 new target
areas total. Target locations
have been preliminary
proposed to avoid and
minimize potential impacts to
natural resources, including
wetlands.
• Additional facilities
(e.g., Weapon Impact Scoring
System [WISS] and observation
tower).
• Roads, fencing, and access
points to target areas.

Training Improvements

Modification of Existing Airspace
The USMC proposed to modify Restricted Area R-3007A by
extending the current restricted area laterally to the proposed
acquisition area boundary. The proposed modification would
eliminate the current gap from 100 feet above ground level down to
the surface of the ground over the areas proposed for acquisition.

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

Construction of Infrastructure to Support PGM Training
• New target areas.
• Support buildings and observation tower.
• Roads and fencing.

Improvement of Training Capabilities
• Currently, Marine Corps aircrew can accomplish 47% of their airto-ground training requirements at TBR.
• The Proposed Action would allow Marine Corps aircrew to
complete up to 85% of their air-to-ground training requirements.
8

Alternatives
The alternatives for modernizing and expanding
TBR, as well as the No Action Alternative, are
outlined in the table below and illustrated on the
map.
Alternative 1 would involve the relocation of the
existing range compound facilities and
observation tower to the northern corner of
Acquisition Area 1B. The existing facilities would
not be relocated under Alternatives 2, 3, or 4;
however, a new observation tower would need to
be constructed in the southwestern corner of
Acquisition Area 3.

9

Resource Analysis
The following 14 resources were analyzed in the Draft EIS:
- Land Use
- Socioeconomics - Recreation
- Airspace

- Noise

- Wetlands

- Biological Resources - Cultural Resources

- Transportation - Topography,
- Utilities and
Geology, and Soils Infrastructure

Wetlands

• Approximately 28% of the 34,667 acres within
the proposed acquisition areas is classified as
wetlands.
• Target areas have been sited to avoid and
minimize potential impacts to wetlands.

Biological Resources
• Fourteen federally and state-protected species
have the potential to occur within the proposed
acquisition areas.
• Potential habitat within each proposed target
area was surveyed to verify the presence of
habitat and species to determine potential
impacts.
• The Proposed Action was determined to have no
effect on 11 species. Of the 14 species, three
species (Eastern Indigo Snake, Wood Stork, and
Gopher Tortoise) may be affected, but not likely
adversely affected by the Proposed Action.

Timber Management

• Industrial forestland compromises approximately
98% of the potential acquisition areas.
• The Marine Corps manages timberlands in
support of ordnance use by frequently employing
prescribed fires.
• Marine Corps management would increase
harvest cycles from approximately 30 years to
approximately 80 years.

Cultural Resources
• Of the 1,950 acres proposed for use as target
areas, the Marine Corps surveyed approximately
1,729 acres for archeological resources. Nine
new archeological sites were recorded during
the survey. Five of the sites are recommended
for further archaeological testing to determine
whether they qualify for the National Register of
Historic Places.
• Of the 34,667 acres proposed for potential
acquisition, the Marine Corps conducted a
reconnaissance survey of approximately 24,031
acres for historic built resources. Six built
resources were identified within the proposed
acquisition area.
10

- Hazardous Materials
and Waste

- Water Resources
- Air Quality

Resource Analysis (Cont.)
Recreation
• Access to lands proposed for acquisition
would be limited.
• Existing hunting leases on lands proposed
for acquisition would be cancelled.
• Townsend Bombing Range's existing
hunting program would be applied to any
acquired lands
which would allow
all persons in
the community
access to more
hunting lands.
• Wildlife
management
areas and other
protected lands outside of the proposed
acquisition areas would not be impacted.

Socioeconomics
• Only six parcels within the proposed
acquisition areas are owned by private
citizens. Three are currently undeveloped.
The remaining three parcels contain:
			 - One residence
			 - One hunting lodge
			- One business
• All remaining parcels within the proposed
acquisition areas are owned by commercial
timber companies.
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Real Estate Acquisition
If the Record of Decision were to
call for the acquisition of land, the
following process would occur:

Thank you for your participation in today’s public meeting. The public comment period
ends on August 27, 2012. Please submit your comments by that date to ensure they
are considered in the EIS.
12
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• Identify required properties
• Notify the owners of interest in
property
• Hire a surveyor to identify legal
property boundaries
• Hire an independent appraiser to
determine fair market value
• Make an offer to the owner at fair
market value
• Negotiate terms of agreement
and enter into a purchase
agreement
• The government may use
condemnation proceedings if
required

Townsend Bombing Range

Public Involvement
National
Environmental
Policy Act

Schedule
Public Notice
August 6, 2010

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

An Environmental Impact Statement (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 local
community. NEPA requires the federal agency to provide opportunities for
public involvement in this process.

NEPA provides opportunities
for public involvement.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 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

Submit Your
Comments

Public Scoping Periods
August 6 - September 7, 2010
October 10 - November 8, 2010

There are four ways to provide your comments:

1. At today’s public comment meeting
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
July 13, 2012

Public Comment Period/
Agency Review Period
July 13 – August 27, 2012
Current Stage

Final Environmental Impact Statement
Spring 2013

Record of Decision
Summer 2013

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 comment period ends on August 27, 2012.
Please submit your comments by that date to ensure
they are considered in the EIS.

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

Real Estate Acquisition
Federal Acquisition Process
• Identify required properties

• Make an offer to the owner at fair market value

• Notify the owners of interest in property

• Negotiate terms of agreement and enter into a purchase agreement

• Hire a surveyor to identify legal property boundaries

• The government may use condemnation proceedings if required

• Hire an independent appraiser to determine fair market value

Environmental
Impact Statement
Record of
Decision

Congress
Appropriates
Funds

Intermediate
Title Work

NOW

Preliminary
Title Work

Condemnation
(if required)
Final Title
Work

Appraisal
Review and
Certification
Survey
Review and
Certification

Closing

Offer
Package

Follow on Appropriations
Will Be the Same

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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Response to Comment 01:

01

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
Additional text has been added to the Regulatory Framework sections of the
Airspace and Cultural Resources analyses (please refer to Sections 3.6.2 and
3.9.2.1, respectively). As set forth in Section 4(f) of the Department of
Transportation (DOT) Act of 1966 (49 United States Code [U.S.C.] Section
303(c)), the Federal Aviation Administration and other DOT agencies cannot
approve the use of land from publicly owned parks, recreational areas,
wildlife and waterfowl refuges, or public and private historical sites unless
the following conditions apply:
1) There is no feasible and prudent alternative to the use of land,
and
2) The action includes all possible planning to minimize harm to
the property resulting from use.
However, pursuant to Section 1079 of Public Law 105-85, military
flight operations or designations of airspace for military flight operations
may not be treated as a transportation program or project for the purposes of
49 U.S.C. 303(c); therefore, 49 U.S.C. 303(c) is not being considered as part
of this analysis.
The Georgia Air National Guard (GA ANG) will provide a final
copy of the airspace modification proposal to the Federal Aviation
Administration and anticipates providing this document by mid-January
2013.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) developed a
Programmatic Agreement (PA) with the Georgia State Historic Preservation
Officer (GA SHPO) for this undertaking in accordance with 36 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) 800.14 (B) (1) (ii). The PA, which was also
signed by the GA ANG, has been filed with the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (ACHP). The filing of the PA and the execution of its
terms complete the requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act and ACHP regulations. The USMC consulted a wide array
of federally recognized Native American Tribes and other stakeholders about
the undertaking and the development of the PA. No traditional cultural
properties or sacred sites have been identified within the project Area of
Potential Effects.
Response to Comment 01 continued on next page.
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Continuation of response to Comment 01
The USMC conducted an archaeological survey of approximately 1,732 acres within proposed target areas. Nine archaeological sites were identified during the
survey, four were recommended as not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and additional work at five sites was recommended to
determine whether they qualify for the NRHP. If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of land, the NRHP eligibility of these sites would be determined
after acquisition. Based on these determinations, the USMC would determine how best to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any potential adverse effects on historic
properties in accordance with the PA executed with the GA SHPO for this undertaking.
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Response to Comment 02:

02

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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03

Response to Comment 03

4 of 10

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report
Response to Comment 04

04

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process. The
peak noise discussion from the noise analysis (Appendix F) has been
incorporated into Section 3.7 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS).
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property, the
United States Marine Corps would continue to consult throughout the Clean
Water Act Section 404 permitting process with the United States Army Corps
of Engineers, who is a cooperating agency on this FEIS, and with the Georgia
Department of Natural Resources in an effort to reduce potential impacts to
jurisdictional waters.
Comment 04 continues on the following pages.
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Continuation of Comment 04.
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Response to Comment 05:

05

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process
and for the additional information regarding birds in the area. The United
States Marine Corps (USMC) has reviewed the suggested Web sites and
confirmed that the regulatory framework described in Section 3.8.2 of the
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) provides the necessary
protections for all bird species in the area. Potential impacts to birds in the
area are analyzed in Section 3.8.4.2 of the FEIS, as are potential impacts
to birds that are federally listed as threatened or endangered. The
suggestions included in your letter also will be considered during
preparation of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan
(INRMP) if the Proposed Action described in the FEIS is carried forward.
The USMC values its ongoing partnership with the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service to successfully manage birds in the area.
Comment 05 continues on the next page.
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Continuation of Comment 05.
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Response to Comment 06:

06

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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Response to Comment 07:

07

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.

2 of 8

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report
Response to Comment 08:

08

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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Response to Comment 09:

09

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
If the Record of Decision (ROD) calls for the acquisition of property, the
United States Marine Corps (USMC) would continue to consult
throughout the Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404 permitting process
with the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), who is a
cooperating agency on this Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS), and with the Georgia Department of Natural Resources (GA
DNR) to ensure all required permits are obtained.
Although construction details are discussed in the FEIS, these
details would not be finalized until after any property acquisition
occurred. The details in the FEIS are estimates based on USMC need in
order to provide an accurate assessment of potential impacts. As
previously stated, the USMC would continue to consult with the USACE,
who is a cooperating agency on this FEIS, throughout the CWA Section
404 permitting process in an effort to reduce potential impacts to
jurisdictional waters.
Figures 3-19 through 3-25 in the FEIS have been updated to
show which impacts are to manmade features and which ones are to
natural features. The “Action Alternatives” portion of Section 3.5.4.1
contains impact tables showing the breakdown of direct and indirect
impacts on ditches/drainages and natural streams. These impacts are also
discussed in the text for each target area; however, to clarify the impacts
discussion, language has been added to each table to show that all
ditches/drainages are manmade.
Target Area 4 was inadvertently left out of Table 3-38, which
caused the direct and indirect wetland impacts for Alternative 4 to be
misstated. The Alternative 4 direct wetland impacts are 21.2 acres and the
indirect wetland impacts are 365.6 acres. Tables 3-38 and 3-39 and the
associated text have been updated to reflect this change.
As referenced in your comment, Figure 3-18 has been updated
using the currently effective Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) for
Long County dated September 26, 2008, and for McIntosh County dated
March 16, 2009. Sections 3.5.3.2 and 3.5.4.2 have been updated to reflect
changes in the floodplain acreages due to these new data.
Response to Comment 09 continues on next page.
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Continuation of response to Comment 09.
The Proposed Action could increase the number of range
personnel depending on the alternative selected by approximately 8 to 14
people. Therefore, there may be 23 to 29 personnel at an expanded range.
Approximately 2,000 gallons per day are currently withdrawn from the
well by 15 range personnel. Groundwater withdrawal is not expected to
exceed the permit threshold of 100,000 gallons per day. Additional
information has been added to Section 3.13.4.2 to clarify this point. If the
ROD calls for the acquisition of property, the USMC would continue to
consult with GA DNR and the Environmental Protection Division’s
(EPD’s) Watershed Protection Branch to ensure all required permits are
obtained. The FEIS provides estimated construction details based on
USMC need in order to provide an accurate assessment of any potential
impacts. If the ROD calls for the acquisition of property, these
construction details would be finalized after the land has been acquired. If
the USMC determines there is a need for a well, the USMC would work
with the EPD’s Watershed Protection Branch on any appropriate
withdrawal application.
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Response to Comment 10:

10

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) notes your concurrence with
the Coastal Consistency Determination included in Appendix C of the
Final Environmental Impact Statement. If the Record of Decision calls for
the acquisition of property, the USMC would continue to consult with the
Georgia Department of Natural Resources to ensure all required permits
are obtained.
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Continuation of Comment 10.
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Response to Comment 11:

11

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues can be found in
Section 3.2.4.3 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).
Although there are some federal programs that compensate local
governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal lands
(please refer to Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS), the land uses associated with
the Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax
reimbursement programs. There are no legal mechanisms by which the
USMC can compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues
resulting from the conversion of privately owned lands to federal
ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army and Air Guard units.
Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future training
requirements.
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.
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Response to Comment 12:

12

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues can be found in
Section 3.2.4.3 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).
Although there are some federal programs that compensate local
governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal lands
(please refer to Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS), the land uses associated with
the Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax
reimbursement programs. There are no legal mechanisms by which the
USMC can compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues
resulting from the conversion of privately owned lands to federal
ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army and Air Guard units.
Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future training
requirements.
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Response to Comment 13:

13

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) selected Alternative 4 as the
Preferred Alternative. As the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
analysis concludes, Alternative 4 best meets the purpose of and need to
modernize and expand Townsend Bombing Range; it is the best balance
of operation utility and acceptable environmental impacts.
The USMC acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to
local governments under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a
significant impact. Discussion of the potential impacts of the Proposed
Action on local tax revenues can be found in Section 3.2.4.3 of the Final
EIS. Although there are some federal programs that compensate local
governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal
lands, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would not fall
under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs (please refer to
Section 3.2.4.3). There are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can
compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from
the conversion of privately owned lands to federal ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army and Air Guard units.
Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future training
requirements.
It is estimated that the expanded facility would require four fulltime additional personnel: a chief law enforcement officer, a forester, and
two technicians and up to 12 range operators, as well as part-time or
contracted labor maintenance crews. Construction-related activities
Response to Comment 13 continues on next page.

3 of 16

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report

Continuation of response to Comment 13.
associated with the Proposed Action and their related operations and
maintenance activities would generate jobs during the construction period
and would contribute to local income (please refer to Section 3.2.4). As
summarized in Table 3-27 of the Final EIS, it is estimated that the
Proposed Action would generate 15 permanent jobs and 113 temporary
jobs under the Preferred Alternative. The salaries of these 15 additional
personnel would total $1,168,000 annually. Construction to support the
Preferred Alternative would result in an estimated $11.4 million in direct
expenditures.
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Response to Comment 14:

14

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues can be found in
Section 3.2.4.3 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).
Although there are some federal programs that compensate local
governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal lands
(please refer to Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS), the land uses associated with
the Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax
reimbursement programs. There are no legal mechanisms by which the
USMC can compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues
resulting from the conversion of privately owned lands to federal
ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army and Air Guard units.
Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future training
requirements.
As required by the National Environmental Policy Act,
cumulative effects analysis identifies the impact on the environment that
would result from the incremental impact of the action when added to
other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless
of what agency or person undertakes these other actions. Please refer to
Section 4 “Cumulative Effects” in the FEIS, in particular Section 4.3.2.3.
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Response to Comment 15:

15

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
Please be assured that your participation has become part of the record
and contributed to the decision-making process. Comments from Sheriff
Cecil Nobles were received and were included in the Appendix D.2 of the
Scoping Summary Report, which was Appendix A of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, and also appears as Appendix A in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the
potential loss of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed
Action and recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the
potential impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues can be
found in Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS. Although there are some federal
programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax revenues
associated with certain federal lands, the land uses associated with the
Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax
reimbursement programs (please refer to Section 3.2.4.3). There are no
legal mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate local
governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of
privately owned lands to federal ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army and Air Guard units.
Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future training
requirements.
If the Record of Decision (ROD) calls for the acquisition of land,
the USMC/Department of the Navy would first attempt to acquire title to
the subject lands by negotiating to purchase the lands for fair market
value; condemnation proceedings would only be initiated if required or if
doing so is part of the terms in an agreed-upon transaction.
As required by the National Environmental Policy Act,
cumulative effects analysis identifies the impact on the environment that
results from the incremental impact of the action when added to other

Response to Comment 15 continues on next page.
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Continuation of response to Comment 15.
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what
agency or person undertakes these other actions. Please refer to Section 4
“Cumulative Effects” of the FEIS, in particular Section 4.3.2.3.
The proposed modernization of Townsend Bombing Range
(TBR) is a separate action from the Joint Strike Fighter (JSF) East Coast
basing decision. These two projects address separate aviation
requirements for the USMC. The modernization at TBR is to support the
training needs of the current aircraft, the F/A-18. The decision to base the
JSF at Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Beaufort was announced
through a ROD in December 2010.
The USMC conducted a multi-step screening process to identify
and compare Department of Defense ranges that could support the
Proposed Action. The USMC identified seven candidate ranges located
within 165 nautical miles of MCAS Beaufort: Fort Stewart, Georgia;
Townsend Bombing Range, Georgia; Poinsett Range, South Carolina;
Fort Jackson, South Carolina; Fort Gordon, Georgia; Grand Bay Range,
Georgia; and Camp Blanding, Florida. TBR is the only range to meet all
of the range evaluation criteria. Please refer to Section 2.1 and Table 2-1
in the FEIS for more information.
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training. TBR has worked with
members of the community in the past to avoid training activities during
certain time periods, such as funerals.
Response to Comment 15 continues on next page.
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Continuation of response to Comment 15.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding TBR are of concern to those living in proximity to TBR and
near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise
effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the FEIS.
Noise is calculated using an average noise exposure over a 24-hour
period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL). The threshold at
which restrictions on compatible land use are recommended is 55 DNL.
All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries of the existing
TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately owned land or
schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would private land or
schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights.
The Proposed Action could result in up to approximately 9,211
acres where wood products would no longer be harvested commercially.
The land taken out of production of forest products represents a small
portion (approximately 4%) of all forestland in Long and McIntosh
Counties. Please refer to Section 4.3.1.2 of the FEIS.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. Weapon danger zones
(WDZs) are established as safety measures to protect personnel on or near
the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the WDZ has
requisite safety factors built in. No additional buffer land is required.
Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one out of
one million probability of landing outside the WDZ. The chance of the

Response to Comment 15 continues on next page.
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munition hitting a specific point, such as State Highway 57, is far less. Please refer to Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 of the FEIS for details on WDZs and the land
acquisition necessary to contain these zones, respectively. The WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 are modeled to contain all weapon impacts, including
ricochets, occurring within the WDZ.
As a point of clarification, precision-guided munitions (PGMs) are not rockets and therefore do not contain propellants. The unguided munitions (“dumb
bombs”) that are currently used at TBR are inert (non-explosive). These munitions are made of concrete and utilize a spotting charge. A spotting charge activates
upon impact to help score how well the ordnance was delivered on the target, but it does not contain explosives. An expanded TBR would continue to permit the
use of only inert munitions. The proposed expansion of TBR would accommodate training with inert PGMs. Please refer to Section 3.5.3.3 of the FEIS for
discussion regarding the programs that the USMC has in place to monitor groundwater and prevent contamination from occurring.
If the ROD calls for the acquisition of property, some private use hunting leases would be discontinued. The Proposed Action would create more
opportunities for increased public access to previously inaccessible privately administered recreation lands through the TBR hunting program (please refer to
Section 3.3.4 of the FEIS). Hunting access on any newly acquired land would be equal opportunity and open to all members of the public under a lottery system
that is currently administered without a fee.
No portion of State Highway 57 would be closed under any of the action alternatives. The current practice of temporarily closing Blue’s Reach Road (also
known as Old Barrington Road and Old Cox Road) during certain training activities would continue under any of the action alternatives. Under Alternatives 1, 3,
and 4, range officials may close the portion of Blue’s Reach Road (also known as Old Barrington Road and Old Cox Road) that enters the new range boundary
when access to the range would conflict with training operations. The road would otherwise remain open. Additional information has been added to Section 3.11
of the FEIS to clarify this point. Emergency services and law enforcement would not be affected. The USMC and the GA ANG currently work with emergency
services, such as air ambulance, to suspend training operations and allow access through the restricted airspace. This working relationship would continue in the
future and no loss or delay of emergency services is expected. This information has been added to several sections throughout the FEIS to help clarify this point.
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16

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues can be found in
Section 3.2.4.3 of the Final Environmental Impact States (FEIS).
Although there are some federal programs that compensate local
governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal lands
(please refer to Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS), the land uses associated with
the Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax
reimbursement programs. There are no legal mechanisms by which the
USMC can compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues
resulting from the conversion of privately owned lands to federal
ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army and Air Guard units.
Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future training
requirements.
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17

Response to Comment 17 provided on the next page.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) received this comment from
McIntosh County via Charles Wilson, Office of Congressman Jack
Kingston. The USMC proposed to purchase the timber easement from
McIntosh County, Georgia, on approximately 3,007 acres of land within
the current Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) boundary. To ensure the
safety of TBR personnel and the public, it is necessary for the USMC to
own all the timberland and to manage it in support of mission
requirements (please refer to Section 2.2.2 of the Final Environmental
Impact Statement). Continuation of the McIntosh County timber
easement is not compatible with safe range operations in the future. If the
Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of land and the timber
easement, the USMC would enter into negotiations with McIntosh
County to determine compensation for the timber easement.
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18

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues can be found in
Section 3.2.4.3 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).
Although there are some federal programs that compensate local
governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal lands
(please refer to Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS), the land uses associated with
the Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax
reimbursement programs. There are no legal mechanisms by which the
USMC can compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues
resulting from the conversion of privately owned lands to federal
ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army and Air Guard units.
Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future training
requirements.
As a point of clarification, Alternative 3 would acquire the
largest amount of acreage (34,667 acres in both counties) of which 26,341
acres is in Long County. The Preferred Alternative, which is Alternative
4, would acquire 28,436 acres of which 20,110 acres are in Long County.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. Weapon danger zones
(WDZs) are established as safety measures to protect personnel on or near
the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the WDZ has
requisite safety factors built in. No additional buffer land is required.
Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one out of
one million probability of landing outside the WDZ. Please refer to
Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 of the FEIS for details on WDZs and the land
acquisition necessary to contain these zones, respectively. The WDZs that
Response to Comment 18 continues on next page.
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are shown on Figure 2-2 in the FEIS are modeled to contain all weapon
impacts, including ricochets, occurring within the WDZ.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding TBR are of concern to those living in proximity to TBR and
near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise
effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7. Noise is
calculated using an average noise exposure over a 24-hour period, the
Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL). The threshold at which
restrictions on compatible land use are recommended is 55 DNL. All land
areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries of the existing TBR
and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately owned land or
schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would private land or
schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 of the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Section 2.2.3 and 3.6 of the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community.
Response to Comment 18 continues on next page.

14 of 16

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report

Continuation of response to Comment 18.
Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with questions or concerns about noise from training.
The USMC and the GA ANG currently work with emergency services, such as air ambulance, to suspend training operations and allow access through the
restricted airspace. This working relationship would continue in the future and no loss or delay of emergency services is expected. This information has been
added to several sections throughout the FEIS to help clarify this point.
Timber operations would continue on any acquired lands. The Proposed Action could result in up to approximately 9,211 acres where wood products
would no longer be harvested commercially. The land taken out of production of forest products represents a small portion (approximately 4%) of all forestland in
Long and McIntosh Counties (please refer to Section 4.3.1.2 of the FEIS).
It is estimated that the expanded facility would require four full-time additional personnel: a chief law enforcement officer, a forester, and two technicians
and up to 12 range operators, as well as part-time or contracted labor maintenance crews. Construction-related activities associated with the Proposed Action and
their related operations and maintenance activities would generate jobs during the construction period and would contribute to local income (please refer to Section
3.2.4). As summarized in Table 3-27 of the FEIS, it is estimated that the Proposed Action would generate 15 permanent jobs and 113 temporary jobs under the
Preferred Alternative. The salaries of these 15 additional personnel would total $1,168,000 annually. Construction to support the Preferred Alternative would result
in an estimated $11.4 million in direct expenditures.
This Environmental Impact Statement is prepared in accordance with 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), United States Department of the
Navy NEPA regulations (32 CFR Part 775), and USMC NEPA directives (Marine Corps Order P5090.2A, Chapter 12, change 2).

15 of 16

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report

This page intentionally left blank.

16 of 16

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report

Appendix C
Comments Received During the DEIS Review Period with Responses

Appendix C.4
Tribal Government

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report

This page intentionally left blank.

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report
Response to Comment 19:

19

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property, the United
States Marine Corps (USMC) would continue to consult with federally
recognized tribes. The USMC would contact federally recognized tribes if
any Native American resources or cultural items, such as archaeological
resources or human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects
of cultural patrimony are found.
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Response to Comment 20:

20

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property, the United
States Marine Corps (USMC) would continue to consult with federally
recognized tribes. The USMC would contact federally recognized tribes if
any Native American resources or cultural items, such as archaeological
resources or human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects
of cultural patrimony are found.
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21

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property, the United
States Marine Corps (USMC) would continue to consult with federally
recognized tribes. The USMC would contact federally recognized tribes if
any Native American resources or cultural items, such as archaeological
resources or human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects
of cultural patrimony are found.
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22

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The military services must prepare for future security of the Nation.
Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for United States Marine Corps (USMC), Air Force, Navy,
Army, and Air Guard units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet
current and future training requirements.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding TBR are of concern to those living in proximity to TBR and
near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise
effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). Noise is calculated using an
average noise exposure over a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average
Sound Level (DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible
land use are recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL
are within the boundaries of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion
areas. Thus, no privately owned land or schools are currently exposed to
55 DNL, nor would private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after
expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 of the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
Response to Comment 22 continues on next page.
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Continuation of response to Comment 22.
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a system to
receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with questions or concerns about
noise from training.
There are numerous factors, such as parcel size, existing uses, proximity to infrastructure and specific location that are unique to every property. These factors
make it difficult to accurately predict future property valuation changes arising from the Proposed Action. The information contained in the FEIS is the best
analysis of anticipated impacts that would result from the proposed expansion of TBR.

23

Response to Comment 23:

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
No portion of Highway 57 would be closed under any of the action
alternatives. Additional information has been added to Section 3.11 of the
Final Environmental Impact Statement to clarify this point.

24

Response to Comment 24:

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.

25

Response to Comment 25:

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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26

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) consulted with a total of 21
federally recognized Native American tribes during the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) scoping and Section 106 compliance
processes for the Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.2.2 of the
Final Environmental Impact Statement [FEIS]). To date, no tribal issues
or concerns, including Native American archaeological resources,
properties of traditional religious or cultural importance, or traditional
cultural properties or sacred sites, have been identified for the Proposed
Action (please refer to Section 3.9.3.2 of the FEIS).
As detailed in Section 3.9.3.2 of the FEIS, the USMC conducted
desktop research, archaeological investigations, and field surveys for
proposed acquisition areas where entry was permitted (see Appendices H
and I of the FEIS). Documented cultural and/historical resources were
noted and identified during these processes. However, if a resource such
as a burial ground/cemetery is not officially documented, then the USMC
may not have been able to accurately assess that point of interest. The
USMC welcomes documentation of all cultural and historical resources.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property,
the USMC would continue to consult with federally recognized tribes.
The USMC would contact federally recognized tribes if any Native
American resources or cultural items, such as archaeological resources or
human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony are found. Section 2.4.3 of the FEIS discusses the removal of
Area 2 (located adjacent to the Altamaha River) from further
consideration of the project. As a result, all of the areas identified for
potential acquisition (illustrated on Figure 2-18 of the FEIS) are located
an appreciable distance from the Altamaha River.
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27

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps selected Alternative 4 because the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) analysis concludes that it best
meets the purpose of and need to modernize and expand Townsend
Bombing Range; it is the best balance of operational utility and
acceptable environmental impacts. As illustrated on Figure 2-18 in the
Final EIS, all of the proposed land acquisition areas are located an
appreciable distance from the Altamaha River.

28

Response to Comment 28:

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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Response to Comment 29:

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.

30
Response to Comment 30:

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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31

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
No portion of State Highway 57 would be closed under any of the action
alternatives. The current practice of temporarily closing Blue’s Reach
Road (also known as Old Barrington Road and Old Cox Road) during
certain training activities would continue under any of the action
alternatives. Under Alternatives 1, 3, and 4, range officials may close the
portion of Blue’s Reach Road (also known as Old Barrington Road and
Old Cox Road) that enters the new range boundary when access to the
range would conflict with training operations. The road would otherwise
remain open. Additional information has been added to Section 3.11 in
the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) to clarify this point.
The USMC acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to
local governments under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a
significant impact. Discussion of the potential impacts of the Proposed
Action on local tax revenues can be found in Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS.
Although there are some federal programs that compensate local
governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal
lands, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would not fall
under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs (please refer to
Section 3.2.4.3). There are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can
compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from
the conversion of privately owned lands to federal ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard units.
Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future training
requirements.
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32

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
Figure 3-2 in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) has been
revised to reflect the change in ownership of the Goodwood Easement.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of land, all
property would be managed in accordance with the Integrated Natural
Resources Management Plan, which is developed in conjunction with the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service and the Georgia Department of
Natural Resources, with a focus on ecosystem management that shares
many of the same goals as the conservation easement.
The habitat description for hairy rattleweed has been updated
throughout Section 3.8 in the FEIS. The occurrences in Volume II of the
FEIS are from historical consultation and cannot be changed; however, a
notice has been placed at the beginning of Appendix G to inform the
reader of the incorrect information.
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33

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
There are numerous factors, such as parcel size, existing uses, proximity
to infrastructure, and specific location that are unique to every property.
These factors make it difficult to accurately predict future property
valuation changes arising from the Proposed Action. The information
contained in the Final Environmental Impact Statement is the best
analysis of anticipated impacts that would result from the proposed
expansion of Townsend Bombing Range.
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34

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
There are numerous factors, such as parcel size, existing uses, proximity
to infrastructure, and specific location that are unique to every property.
These factors make it difficult to accurately predict future property
valuation changes arising from the Proposed Action. The information
contained in the Final Environmental Impact Statement is the best
analysis of anticipated impacts that would result from the proposed
expansion of Townsend Bombing Range. While we appreciate your
concern about the cemetery nearby, it is located outside of the proposed
acquisition area.
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35

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
There are numerous factors, such as parcel size, existing uses, proximity
to infrastructure, and specific location that are unique to every property.
These factors make it difficult to accurately predict future property
valuation changes arising from the Proposed Action. The information
contained in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) is the best
analysis of anticipated impacts that would result from the proposed
expansion of Townsend Bombing Range (TBR).
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property,
some private use hunting leases would be discontinued. The Proposed
Action would create more opportunities for increased public access to
previously inaccessible privately administered recreation lands through
the TBR hunting program (please refer to Section 3.3.4 of the FEIS).
Hunting access on any newly acquired land would be equal opportunity
and open to all members of the public under a lottery system that is
currently administered without a fee.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) understands that the
potential noise effects of expanding TBR are of concern to those living in
proximity to TBR and near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of
the potential noise effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section
3.7 of the FEIS. Noise is calculated using an average noise exposure over
a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL). The
threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are recommended
is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries of
the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately
owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would
private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation

Response to Comment 35 continues on next page.
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Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 of the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.
The USMC acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to
local governments under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a
significant impact. Discussion of the potential impacts of the Proposed
Action on local tax revenues can be found in Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS.
Although there are some federal programs that compensate local
governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal
lands, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would not fall
under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs (please refer to
Section 3.2.4.3). There are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can
compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from
the conversion of privately owned lands to federal ownership.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or
expertise concerning revenue-generating options and budgetary practices
available to the potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make
recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to
adjust the tax base to address the potential losses of tax revenues.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. TBR is a uniquely situated security asset and a key contributor to
national security. Its location makes it a critical training tool for USMC,
Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard units. Expansion of the range is
necessary to meet current and future training requirements.
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36

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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37

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues can be found in
Section 3.2.4.3 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).
Although there are some federal programs that compensate local
governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal
lands, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would not fall
under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs (please refer to
Section 3.2.4.3). There are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can
compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from
the conversion of privately owned lands to federal ownership.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or
expertise concerning revenue-generating options and budgetary practices
available to the potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make
recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to
adjust the tax base to address the potential losses of tax revenues.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard units.
Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future training
requirements.

13 of 130

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report
Response to Comment 38:

38

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) understands that the potential
noise effects of expanding Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) are of
concern to those living in proximity of TBR and near the potential
expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise effects of the
Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS). Noise is calculated using an average noise
exposure over a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level
(DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are
recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the
boundaries of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus,
no privately owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor
would private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 of the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.

Response to Comment 38 continues on next page.
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The USMC acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a significant
impact. Discussion of the potential impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues can be found in Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS. Although there are some
federal programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal lands, the land uses associated with the Proposed
Action would not fall under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs (please refer to Section 3.2.4.3). There are no legal mechanisms by which the
USMC can compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of privately owned lands to federal ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the Nation. TBR is a uniquely situated security asset and a key contributor to national security.
Its location makes it a critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
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39

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process
and your attendance at the public meeting. The United States Marine
Corps (USMC) and the Georgia Air National Guard were pleased to
address your concerns at the public meeting on August 7, 2012,
pertaining to restricted airspace and the Military Operations Area (MOA).
As discussed in Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS), the MOA would not change as part of the Proposed
Action. Additional text has been added to the FEIS to clarify this point.
The proposed modification would eliminate the current gap from 100 feet
above ground level down to the surface of the ground over the areas
proposed for acquisition. This extension, which would apply only to the
existing restricted airspace over lands proposed for acquisition, unites the
airspace with acquired land to enable the delivery of inert ordnance in
order to comply with Federal Aviation Administration regulations. It is
not an indication that fixed-wing flight operations will be conducted at
altitudes below 100 feet. No lateral modification of the R-3007 complex
is proposed as part of the Proposed Action.
Figure 3-28 in the FEIS has been altered to reflect the correct
MOA boundary.
The USMC has noted your concerns regarding the airspace. If
the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property, the USMC
would continue to work with the Federal Aviation Administration and any
affected parties during the approval process for the proposed airspace
modification.

Comment 39 continues on next page.
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40

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
It is estimated that the expanded facility would require four full-time
additional personnel: a chief law enforcement officer, a forester, and two
technicians and up to 12 range operators as well as part-time or contracted
labor maintenance crews. Construction-related activities associated with
the Proposed Action and their related operations and maintenance
activities would generate jobs during the construction period and would
contribute to local income (please refer to Section 3.2.4 in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement [FEIS]). As summarized in Table 3-27
in the FEIS, it is estimated that the Proposed Action would generate 15
permanent jobs and 113 temporary jobs under the Preferred Alternative.
The salaries of these 15 additional personnel would total $1,168,000
annually. Construction to support the Preferred Alternative would result
in an estimated $11.4 million in direct expenditures.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues can be found in
Section 3.2.4.3 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS).
Although there are some federal programs that compensate local
governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal
lands, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would not fall
under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs (please refer to
Section 3.2.4.3). There are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can
compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from
the conversion of privately owned lands to federal ownership.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or
expertise concerning revenue-generating options and budgetary practices
available to the potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make
recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to
adjust the tax base to address the potential losses of tax revenues.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) is a uniquely situated security
asset and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a
critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard
units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
The USMC conducted a multi-step screening process to identify
and compare Department of Defense ranges that could support the
Proposed Action. The USMC identified seven candidate ranges located
within 165 nautical miles of Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort: Fort
Stewart, Georgia; TBR, Georgia; Poinsett Range, South Carolina; Fort
Jackson, South Carolina; Fort Gordon, Georgia; Grand Bay Range,
Georgia; and Camp Blanding, Florida. TBR is the only range to meet all
of the range evaluation criteria. Please refer to Section 2.1 and Table 2-1
in the FEIS for more information.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.

Response to Comment 43:

43

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) consulted with a total of 21
federally recognized tribes during the National Environmental Policy Act
scoping and Section 106 compliance processes for the Proposed Action
(please refer to Section 3.9.2.2 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement [FEIS]). To date, no tribal issues or concerns, including
traditional cultural properties or sacred sites, have been identified for the
Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.3.2 of the FEIS). To the
greatest extent possible, the USMC would work to avoid any cultural
resources that are found on any newly acquired federal property and to
minimize any potential impacts.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the United States Marine Corps
(USMC). Weapon danger zones (WDZs) are established as safety
measures to protect personnel on or near the range. A WDZ may be near
the range boundary, but the WDZ has requisite safety factors built in.
Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one out of
one million probability of landing outside the WDZ. Please refer to
Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS) for details on WDZs and the land acquisition necessary to contain
these zones, respectively. The WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 in the
FEIS are modeled to contain all weapon impacts, including ricochets,
occurring within the WDZ.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) are of concern to those
living in proximity to TBR and near the potential expansion areas. The
analysis of the potential noise effects of the Proposed Action is presented
in Section 3.7 in the FEIS. Noise is calculated using an average noise
exposure over a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level
(DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are
recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the
boundaries of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus,
no privately owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor
would private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 of the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).

Response to Comment 44 continues on next page.
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As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under each of the action
alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under the Proposed Action. The USMC and the
Georgia Air National Guard (GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that local residents may have questions or concerns regarding
noise from training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with questions or concerns about noise from training.
The National Environmental Policy Act requires federal agencies to examine the potential impacts of their proposed actions on the human environment,
which includes the natural and physical environment and the relationship of people with that environment. The FEIS analysis evaluated 14 resources areas
including Wetlands (Section 3.4.4) and Biological Resources (Section 3.8.4).
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
Water quality within the existing Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) and
within the potential land acquisition areas, as it pertains to surface waters,
floodplains, and groundwater, is detailed in Section 3.5 in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). In conjunction, wetlands are
analyzed in Section 3.4. Hazardous materials and waste from existing and
future operations are analyzed in Section 3.14. Please refer to these
sections of the FEIS for additional details. The FEIS is prepared in
accordance with Section (102)(2)(c) of the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) of 1969 and regulations implemented by the Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ; 40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR]
Parts 1500-1508), United States Department of the Navy (DON) NEPA
regulations (32 CFR Part 775), and United States Marine Corps (USMC)
NEPA directives (Marine Corps Order [MCO] P5090.2A, Chapter 12,
change 2). The USMC utilized the best available data in the FEIS.
The USMC acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to
local governments under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a
significant impact. Discussion of the potential impacts of the Proposed
Action on local tax revenues can be found in Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS.
Although there are some federal programs that compensate local
governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal
lands, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would not fall
under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs (please refer to
Section 3.2.4.3). There are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can
compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from
the conversion of privately owned lands to federal ownership.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or
expertise concerning revenue-generating options and budgetary practices
available to the potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make
recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to
adjust the tax base to address the potential losses of tax revenues.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. TBR is a uniquely situated security asset and a key contributor to
Response to Comment 45 continues on next page.
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national security. Its location makes it a critical training tool for USMC,
Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard units. Expansion of the range is
necessary to meet current and future training requirements.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. Weapon danger zones
(WDZs) are established as safety measures to protect personnel on or near
the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the WDZ has
requisite safety factors built in. No additional buffer land is required.
Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one out of
one million probability of landing outside the WDZ. The chance of the
munition hitting a specific point, such as State Highway 57, is far less.
Please refer to Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 of the FEIS for details on WDZs
and the land acquisition necessary to contain these zones, respectively.
The WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 in the FEIS are modeled to
contain all weapon impacts, including ricochets, occurring within the
WDZ.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding TBR are of concern to those living in proximity to TBR and
near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise
effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the FEIS.
Noise is calculated using an average noise exposure over a 24-hour
period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL). The threshold at
which restrictions on compatible land use are recommended is 55 DNL.
All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries of the existing
TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately owned land or
schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would private land or
schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation

Response to Comment 45 continues on next page.
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Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted airspace that would allow
for or result in lower flights (please refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under each of the action
alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under the Proposed Action. The USMC and the
Georgia Air National Guard (GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that local residents may have questions or concerns regarding
noise from training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with questions or concerns about noise from training.
The USMC conducted a multi-step screening process to identify and compare Department of Defense ranges that could support the Proposed Action. The
USMC identified seven candidate ranges located within 165 nautical miles of Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort: Fort Stewart, Georgia; TBR, Georgia; Poinsett
Range, South Carolina; Fort Jackson, South Carolina; Fort Gordon, Georgia; Grand Bay Range, Georgia; and Camp Blanding, Florida. TBR is the only range to
meet all of the range evaluation criteria. Please refer to Section 2.1 and Table 2-1 in the FEIS for more information.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) conducted a multi-step
screening process to identify and compare Department of Defense ranges
that could support the Proposed Action. The USMC identified seven
candidate ranges located within 165 nautical miles of Marine Corps Air
Station (MCAS) Beaufort: Fort Stewart, Georgia; Townsend Bombing
Range (TBR), Georgia; Poinsett Range, South Carolina; Fort Jackson,
South Carolina; Fort Gordon, Georgia; Grand Bay Range, Georgia; and
Camp Blanding, Florida. TBR is the only range to meet all of the range
evaluation criteria. Please refer to Section 2.1 and Table 2-1 in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for more information.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. Weapon danger zones
(WDZs) are established as safety measures to protect personnel on or near
the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the WDZ has
requisite safety factors built in. No additional buffer land is required.
Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one out of
one million probability of landing outside of the WDZ. The chance of the
munition hitting a specific point, such as State Highway (Hwy.) 57, is far
less. Please refer to Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 in the FEIS for details on
WDZs and the land acquisition necessary to contain these zones,
respectively. The WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 in the FEIS are
modeled to contain all weapon impacts, including ricochets, occurring
within the WDZ.
No portion of State Hwy. 57 would be closed under any of the
action alternatives. The current practice of temporarily closing Blue’s
Reach Road (also known as Old Barrington Road and Old Cox Road)
during certain training activities would continue under any of the action
alternatives. Under Alternatives 1, 3, and 4, range officials may close the
portion of Blue’s Reach Road (also known as Old Barrington Road and
Old Cox Road) that enters the new range boundary when access to the
range would conflict with training operations. The road would otherwise
remain open. Additional information has been added to Section 3.11 in
the FEIS to clarify this point.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding TBR are of concern to those living in proximity to TBR and
Response to Comment 46 continues on next page.
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near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the FEIS. Noise is calculated
using an average noise exposure over a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use
are recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately
owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more high-altitude training. However, some training would still be required at present altitudes. Table
3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area (MOA) or R-3007 restricted airspace that would allow for or
result in lower flights (please refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).
As a point of clarification, minimum flight altitude for fixed-wing flight operations would not change as part of the Proposed Action. As explained in the
FEIS (please refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6), the change in airspace would affect only Restricted Airspace R-3007. The proposed modification would eliminate the
current gap from 100 feet above ground level down to the surface of the ground over the areas proposed for acquisition. This extension, which would apply only to
the existing restricted airspace over lands proposed for acquisition, would unite the airspace with acquired land to enable the delivery of inert ordnance in order to
comply with FAA regulations. It is not an indication that fixed-wing flight operations will be conducted at altitudes below 100 feet. No lateral modification of the
R-3007 complex is proposed as part of the Proposed Action.
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under each of the action
alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under the Proposed Action. The USMC and the
Georgia Air National Guard (GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that local residents may have questions or concerns regarding
noise from training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with questions or concerns about noise from training.
The decision to enable a local precision-guided munitions (PGM) training capability is not solely an economic decision. PGMs are no longer a “specialty”
weapon. They have evolved into a primary weapon of choice that every pilot must be capable of delivering accurately. The ability to fulfill this training
requirement locally would enable units to concentrate on advanced weapons and tactics during deployments to USMC ranges in the southwestern United States.
Currently, there are six F/A-18 squadrons at MCAS Beaufort. The USMC aviation plan does not indicate the squadron cuts quoted.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
Figure 2-2 in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) presents
the largest weapon danger zone (WDZ) for each proposed target area at
their actual size with other map features to use for reference.
Figure ES-2 is meant merely for comparison to show the size
difference between the WDZs. Text was added to Sections ES.3 and 1.1.4
in the FEIS to clarify this point. As explained in Section 2.4.3, Area 2 was
removed from further consideration in the FEIS after it was determined to
be incapable of meeting the minimum threshold training requirements
that are described in Section 2.1.1 of the FEIS.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the United States Marine Corps
(USMC). WDZs are established as safety measures to protect personnel
on or near the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the
WDZ has requisite safety factors built in. No additional buffer land is
required. Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one
out of one million probability of landing outside the WDZ. The chance of
the munition hitting a specific point, such as State Highway 57, is far less.
Please refer to Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 in the FEIS for details on WDZs
and the land acquisition necessary to contain these zones, respectively.
The WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 in the FEIS are modeled to
contain all weapon impacts, including ricochets, occurring within the
WDZ. Other conventional weapons are covered in this FEIS. Table 2-4
explains what operations, including strafing, would be allowed on each
new target area. Table 2-5 shows the current and proposed future
breakdown of training operations including 20-millimeter sorties. Further,
all current range operations, as discussed in Section 2.2.5.1 and on Table
2-2 in the FEIS, would continue.
Additional information on laser safety and regulations has been
added to Section 2.2.1 of the FEIS.
The USMC uses simulators for training. The USMC considered
using simulator and virtual reality computer simulation models to provide
Response to Comment 47 continues on next page. Additional materials
provided with this comment letter also begin on the next page.
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precision-guided munitions (PGM) training. However, simulated training
alone cannot substitute for real-world training in the handling and
delivery of PGMs (please refer to Section 2.4.4 of the FEIS).
The four papers that were selected for the newspaper
advertisements were chosen based on location and circulation. However,
all local newspapers were issued a press release by Marine Corps Air
Station (MCAS) Beaufort announcing the availability of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement and a second press release for the
extension of the comment period.
The USMC acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to
local governments under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a
significant impact. Discussion of the potential impacts of the Proposed
Action on local tax revenues can be found in Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS.
Although there are some federal programs that compensate local
governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal
lands, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would not fall
under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs (please refer to
Section 3.2.4.3). There are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can
compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from
the conversion of privately owned lands to federal ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) is a uniquely situated security
asset and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a
critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard
units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
The Proposed Action could result in up to approximately 9,211
acres where wood products would no longer be harvested commercially.
The land taken out of production of forest products represents a small
portion (approximately 4%) of all forestland in Long and McIntosh
Counties. Please refer to Section 4.3.1.2 of the FEIS.
Response to Comment 47 continues on next page.
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Emergency services and law enforcement would not be affected.
The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard (GA ANG) currently
work with emergency services, such as air ambulance, to suspend training
operations and allow access through the restricted airspace. This working
relationship would continue in the future and no loss or delay of
emergency services is expected. This information has been added to
several sections throughout the FEIS to help clarify this point.
As explained in the FEIS (please refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6),
the change in airspace would affect only Restricted Airspace R-3007. The
proposed modification would eliminate the current gap from 100 feet
above ground level down to the surface of the ground over the areas
proposed for acquisition. This extension, which would apply only to the
existing restricted airspace over lands proposed for acquisition, would
unite the airspace with acquired land to enable the delivery of inert
ordnance in order to comply with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
regulations. It is not an indication that fixed-wing flight operations will be
conducted at altitudes below 100 feet. No lateral modification of the
R-3007 complex is proposed as part of the Proposed Action.
Please refer to Section 3.4 of the FEIS for the wetlands analysis.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding TBR are of concern to those living in proximity to TBR and
near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise
effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the FEIS.
Noise is calculated using an average noise exposure over a 24-hour
period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL). The threshold at
which restrictions on compatible land use are recommended is 55 DNL.
All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries of the existing
TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately owned land or
schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would private land or
schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
Response to Comment 47 continues on next page.
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The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by FAA regulations. TBR
expansion would not bring about changes to the Coastal Military
Operations Area (MOA) or R-3007 restricted airspace that would allow
for or result in lower flights (please refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 of the
FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the Action Alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.
The USMC consulted with a total of 21 federally recognized
tribes during the National Environmental Policy Act scoping and Section
106 compliance processes for the Proposed Action (please refer to
Section 3.9.2.2 of the FEIS). To date, no tribal issues or concerns,
including traditional cultural properties or sacred sites, have been
identified for the Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.3.2 of the
FEIS). To the greatest extent possible, the USMC would work to avoid
any cultural resources that are found on any newly acquired federal
property and minimize any potential impacts. As detailed in Section
3.9.3.2 of the FEIS, the USMC conducted desktop research,
archaeological investigations, and field surveys for proposed acquisition
Response to Comment 47 continues on next page.
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areas where entry was permitted (see Appendices H and I in the FEIS). Documented cultural and/historical resources were noted and identified during these
processes. However, if a resource such as a burial ground/cemetery is not officially documented, then the USMC may not have been able to accurately assess that
point of interest. The USMC welcomes documentation of all cultural and historical resources.
The Snuff Box Canal traverses the current TBR and has been maintained as required since TBR was acquired by the USMC. Required maintenance
would continue if additional land is acquired.
The USMC conducted a multi-step screening process to identify and compare Department of Defense ranges that could support the Proposed Action. The
USMC identified seven candidate ranges located within 165 nautical miles of MCAS Beaufort: Fort Stewart, Georgia; TBR, Georgia; Poinsett Range, South
Carolina; Fort Jackson, South Carolina; Fort Gordon, Georgia; Grand Bay Range, Georgia; and Camp Blanding, Florida. TBR is the only range to meet all of the
range evaluation criteria. Please refer to Section 2.1 and Table 2-1 in the FEIS for more information.
Please refer to Section 3.3 of the FEIS for the socioeconomic analysis.

48

Response to Comment 48:

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) consulted with a total of 21
federally recognized tribes during the National Environmental Policy Act
scoping and Section 106 compliance processes for the Proposed Action
(please refer to Section 3.9.2.2 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement [FEIS]) The purpose of this consultation was to identify tribal
issues or concerns including, but not limited to, Native American
archaeological resources, properties of traditional religious or cultural
importance, or traditional cultural properties (TCPs). To date, no tribal
issues or concerns, including TCPs or sacred sites, have been identified
for the Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.3.2 of the FEIS).
The Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA) of 1990 protects Native American cultural items under
federal ownership or control. If the Record of Decision calls for the
acquisition of property, the USMC would comply with NAGPRA for
future undertakings affecting this property (please refer to Section 3.9.2.1
of the FEIS). To the greatest extent possible, the USMC would work to
avoid any cultural resources that are found on any newly acquired federal
property and to minimize any potential impacts. However, NAGPRA also
establishes a process for the authorized removal of human remains,
funerary objects, sacred objects, and objects of cultural patrimony.
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50

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) consulted with a total of 21
federally recognized tribes during the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) scoping and Section 106 compliance processes for the Proposed
Action (please refer to Section 3.9.2.2 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement [FEIS]). To date, no tribal issues or concerns, including Native
American archaeological resources, properties of traditional religious or
cultural importance, or traditional cultural properties or sacred sites, have
been identified for the Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.3.2 of
the FEIS).
As detailed in Section 3.9.3.2 of the FEIS, the USMC conducted
desktop research, archaeological investigations, and field surveys for
proposed acquisition areas where entry was permitted (see Appendices H
and I of the FEIS). Documented cultural and/historical resources were
noted and identified during these processes. However, if a resource such
as a burial ground/cemetery is not officially documented, then the USMC
may not have been able to accurately assess that point of interest. The
USMC welcomes documentation of all cultural and historical resources.
If the Record of Decision (ROD) calls for the acquisition of
property, the USMC would continue to consult with federally recognized
tribes. The USMC would contact federally recognized tribes if any Native
American resources or cultural items, such as archaeological resources or
human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony are found.
The Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA) of 1990 protects Native American cultural items and under
federal ownership or control. If the ROD calls for the acquisition of
property, the USMC would comply with NAGPRA for future
undertakings affecting this property (please refer to Section 3.9.2.1 of the
FEIS). To the greatest extent possible, the USMC would work to avoid
any cultural resources that are found on any newly acquired federal
property and to minimize any potential impacts. Appendix H in the FEIS
contains more information on the Section 106 consultation process.

Response to Comment 50 continues on next page.
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The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) are of concern to those
living in proximity to TBR and near the potential expansion areas. The
analysis of the potential noise effects of the Proposed Action is presented
in Section 3.7 of the FEIS. Noise is calculated using an average noise
exposure over a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level
(DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are
recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the
boundaries of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus,
no privately owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor
would private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 of the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.

Response to Comment 50 continues on next page.
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Because of your involvement in the project by submitting comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement and by attending the August 7, 2012
public meeting in Darien, Georgia, you will receive future notifications throughout the remainder of the NEPA process, including availability of the FEIS. Any
additional archaeological investigations would be dictated by regulatory requirements and would occur once land acquisition has occurred.
Additional materials provided with this comment letter appear on the following pages.
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51

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) consulted with a total of 21
federally recognized tribes during the National Environmental Policy Act
scoping and Section 106 compliance processes for the Proposed Action
(please refer to Section 3.9.2.2 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement [FEIS]). To date, no tribal issues or concerns, including Native
American archaeological resources, properties of traditional religious or
cultural importance, or traditional cultural properties or sacred sites, have
been identified for the Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.3.2 of
the FEIS).
As detailed in Section 3.9.3.2 of the FEIS, the USMC conducted
desktop research, archaeological investigations, and field surveys for
proposed acquisition areas where entry was permitted (see Appendices H
and I of the FEIS). Documented cultural and/historical resources were
noted and identified during these processes. However, if a resource such
as a burial ground/cemetery is not officially documented, then the USMC
may not have been able to accurately assess that point of interest. The
USMC welcomes documentation of all cultural and historical resources.
If the Record of Decision (ROD) calls for the acquisition of
property, the USMC would continue to consult with federally recognized
tribes. The USMC would contact federally recognized tribes if any Native
American resources or cultural items, such as archaeological resources or
human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony are found. The Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) of 1990 protects Native American cultural
items and under federal ownership or control. If the ROD calls for the
acquisition of property, the USMC would comply with NAGPRA for
future undertakings affecting this property (please refer to Section 3.9.2.1
of the FEIS). To the greatest extent possible, the USMC would work to
avoid any cultural resources that are found on any newly acquired federal
property and minimize any potential impacts. Appendix H of the FEIS
contains more information on the Section 106 consultation.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding TBR are of concern to those living in proximity to TBR and
near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise
Response to Comment 51 continues on next page.
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effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the FEIS. Noise is calculated using an average noise exposure over a 24-hour period, the Day-Night
Average Sound Level (DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are
within the boundaries of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor
would private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more high-altitude training. However, some training would still be required at present altitudes. Table
3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation Administration regulations.
TBR expansion would not bring about changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights
(please refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under each of the action
alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under the Proposed Action. The USMC and the
Georgia Air National Guard (GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that local residents may have questions or concerns regarding
noise from training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with questions or concerns about noise from training.
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52

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The public meeting process is required by the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969. The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
is prepared in accordance with Section (102)(2)(c) of NEPA and
regulations implemented by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ;
40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Parts 1500-1508), United States
Department of the Navy (DON) NEPA regulations (32 CFR Part 775),
and United States Marine Corps (USMC) NEPA directives (Marine Corps
Order [MCO] P5090.2A, Chapter 12, change 2).
The Draft EIS has been reviewed by the Navy, the USMC, and
multiple state and federal regulatory agencies. No comments were
received from these groups regarding not meeting the goals of NEPA.
Please visit the public Web site www.townsendbombingrangeeis.com for
a detailed explanation of the NEPA process and the project schedule. No
decision has been made until the project Record of Decision (ROD) is
signed by the Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Energy,
Installations and Environment).
The USMC consulted with a total of 21 federally recognized
tribes during the NEPA scoping and Section 106 compliance processes
for the Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.2.2 of the FEIS). To
date, no tribal issues or concerns, including Native American
archaeological resources, properties of traditional religious or cultural
importance, or traditional cultural properties or sacred sites, have been
identified for the Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.3.2 of the
FEIS).
As detailed in Section 3.9.3.2 of the FEIS, the USMC conducted
desktop research, archaeological investigations, and field surveys for
proposed acquisition areas where entry was permitted (see appendices H
and I). Documented cultural and/historical resources were noted and
identified during these processes. However, if a resource such as a burial
ground/cemetery is not officially documented, then the USMC may not
have been able to accurately assess that point of interest. The USMC
welcomes documentation of all cultural and historical resources.

Response to Comment 52 continues on next page. Additional materials
provided with this comment letter also appear on the following pages.
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If the ROD calls for the acquisition of property, the USMC
would continue to consult with federally recognized tribes. The USMC
would contact federally recognized tribes if any Native American
resources or cultural items, such as archaeological resources or human
remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony
are found.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding TBR are of concern to those living in proximity to TBR and
near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise
effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the FEIS.
Noise is calculated using an average noise exposure over a 24-hour
period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL). The threshold at
which restrictions on compatible land use are recommended is 55 DNL.
All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries of the existing
TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately owned land or
schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would private land or
schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
Response to Comment 52 continues on next page. Additional materials
provided with this comment letter also appear on the following pages.
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Continuation of response to Comment 52.
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.
Because of your involvement in the project by submitting
comments on the Draft EIS and by attending the August 7, 2012, public
meeting in Darien, Georgia, you will receive future notifications
throughout the remainder of the NEPA process, including availability of
the FEIS. Any additional archaeological investigations would be dictated
by regulatory requirements and would occur once land acquisition has
occurred.

Additional materials provided with this comment letter appear on the
following pages.
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53

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) consulted with a total of 21
federally recognized tribes, including the Muscogee Creek Nation during
the National Environmental Policy Act scoping and Section 106
compliance processes for the Proposed Action (please refer to Section
3.9.2.2 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement [FEIS]). The
Muscogee Creek Nation responded during the Section 106 consultation
and was provided notification of the public comment period for the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (see Appendix H in the FEIS). To date,
no tribal issues or concerns, including Native American archaeological
resources, properties of traditional religious or cultural importance, or
traditional cultural properties or sacred sites, have been identified for the
Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.3.2 of the FEIS).
As detailed in Section 3.9.3.2, the USMC conducted desktop
research, archaeological investigations, and field surveys for proposed
acquisition areas where entry was permitted (see Appendices H and I in
the FEIS). Documented cultural and/historical resources were noted and
identified during these processes. However, if a resource such as a burial
ground/cemetery is not officially documented, then the USMC may not
have been able to accurately assess that point of interest. The USMC
welcomes documentation of all cultural and historical resources.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property,
the USMC would continue to consult with federally recognized tribes.
The USMC would contact federally recognized tribes if any Native
American resources or cultural items, such as archaeological resources or
human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony are found.
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54

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The area of the Snuff Box Canal that you referenced is approximately 5
miles southeast of the proposed acquisition area and would not be
affected by the Proposed Action.
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55

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
To develop proposed land acquisition areas, the United States Marine
Corps (USMC) used modeling software for determining the weapon
danger zones and analysis of land ownership surrounding Townsend
Bombing Range. As depicted on Figure 2-2 in the Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS), where possible, easily recognizable landscape
features, such as roads and power lines, were used to create natural
boundary lines for the land acquisition areas. The proposed acquisition
areas would go up to but would not include these landscape features. The
Proposed Action does not include the acquisition of the power lines or the
current utility rights-of-way (ROWs). No utility transmission lines or
associated ROWs would be affected by the Proposed Action. Additional
language has been added to Sections 2.2.1 and 3.13.4.2 of the FEIS to
clarify this point. Utility ROWs on or adjacent to active military lands are
generally viewed as compatible land uses that provide a net public
benefit.
The USMC notes your request for continued notification
throughout the remainder of the Environmental Impact Statement and will
provide notification of the availability of the FEIS.

Comment 55 continues on the next page. Additional materials provided
with this comment letter also appear on the following pages.
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56

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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57

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). Although there are
some federal programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax
revenues associated with certain federal lands, the land uses associated
with the Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax
reimbursement programs (please refer to Section 3.2.4.3). There are no
legal mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate local
governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of
privately owned lands to federal ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard units.
Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future training
requirements.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. Weapon danger zones
(WDZs) are established as safety measures to protect personnel on or near
the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the WDZ has
requisite safety factors built in. No additional buffer land is required.
Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one out of
one million probability of landing outside the WDZ. The chance of the
munition hitting a specific point, such as State Highway 57, is far less.
Please refer to Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 in the FEIS for details on WDZs
and the land acquisition necessary to contain these zones, respectively.
The WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 are modeled to contain all
weapon impacts, including ricochets, occurring within the WDZ.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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59

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
All federal laws and regulations and United States Marine Corps (USMC)
and Department of the Navy instructions with regard to cemeteries will be
followed.
As detailed in Section 3.9.3.2, the USMC conducted desktop
research, archaeological investigations, and field surveys for proposed
acquisition areas where entry was permitted (see appendices H and I in
the Final Environmental Impact Statement). Documented cultural
and/historical resources were noted and identified during these processes.
Although there are several cemeteries surrounding the proposed
expansion area, only the B.B. Rozier gravesite (Rozier Cemetery) was
found to be within the Proposed Townsend Bombing Range Expansion
Area. If a resource such as a burial ground/cemetery is not officially
documented, then the USMC may not have been able to accurately assess
that point of interest. The USMC welcomes documentation of all cultural
and historical resources.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property,
the USMC would continue to consult with federally recognized tribes.
The USMC would contact federally recognized tribes if any Native
American resources or cultural items, such as archaeological resources or
human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony are found.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) understands that the potential
noise effects of expanding Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) are of
concern to those living in proximity to TBR and near the potential
expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise effects of the
Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS). Noise is calculated using an average noise
exposure over a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level
(DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are
recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the
boundaries of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus,
no privately owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor
would private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 of the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
All federal laws and regulations and United States Marine Corps (USMC)
and Department of the Navy instructions with regard to cemeteries will be
followed.
As detailed in Section 3.9.3.2, the USMC conducted desktop
research, archaeological investigations, and field surveys for proposed
acquisition areas where entry was permitted (see Appendices H and I of
the Final Environmental Impact Statement). Documented cultural
and/historical resources were noted and identified during these processes.
However, if a resource such as a burial ground/cemetery is not officially
documented, then the USMC may not have been able to accurately assess
that point of interest. The USMC welcomes documentation of all cultural
and historical resources.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property,
the USMC would continue to consult with federally recognized tribes.
The USMC would contact federally recognized tribes if any Native
American resources or cultural items, such as archaeological resources or
human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony are found.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) conducted a multi-step
screening process to identify and compare Department of Defense ranges
that could support the Proposed Action. The USMC identified seven
candidate ranges located within 165 nautical miles of Marine Corps Air
Station Beaufort: Fort Stewart, Georgia; Townsend Bombing Range
(TBR), Georgia; Poinsett Range, South Carolina; Fort Jackson, South
Carolina; Fort Gordon, Georgia; Grand Bay Range, Georgia; and Camp
Blanding, Florida. TBR is the only range to meet all of the range
evaluation criteria. Please refer to Section 2.1 and Table 2-1 in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for more information.
The Preferred Alternative (Alternative 4) would not involve the
relocation of any residents (please refer to Figure 3-3 and Table 3-20 in
the FEIS). During the development of the action alternatives and the
selection of the Preferred Alternative, the USMC sought to minimize the
disruption to the social fabric in the local community (i.e., to avoid the
acquisition and subsequent relocation of private residences, locally owned
businesses, or acquisition of real property that is owned by individuals)
by focusing on the acquisition of land that is owned by corporations (i.e.,
commercial forestland). Please refer to Section 2.5.2 of the FEIS.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the United States Marine Corps
(USMC). No portion of State Highway 57 would be closed under any of
the action alternatives. The current practice of temporarily closing Blue’s
Reach Road (also known as Old Barrington Road and Old Cox Road)
during certain training activities would continue under any of the action
alternatives. Under Alternatives 1, 3, and 4, range officials may close the
portion of Blue’s Reach Road (also known as Old Barrington Road and
Old Cox Road) that enters the new range boundary when access to the
range would conflict with training operations. The road would otherwise
remain open. Additional information has been added to Section 3.11 of
the Final Environmental Impact Statement to clarify this point.

Response to Comment 64:

64

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). Although there are
some federal programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax
revenues associated with certain federal lands, the land uses associated
with the Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax
reimbursement programs (please refer to Section 3.2.4.3). There are no
legal mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate local
governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of
privately owned lands to federal ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) is a uniquely situated security
asset and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a
critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard
units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of expanding TBR
are of concern to those living in proximity to TBR and near the potential
expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise effects of the
Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the FEIS. Noise is
calculated using an average noise exposure over a 24-hour period, the
Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL). The threshold at which
restrictions on compatible land use are recommended is 55 DNL. All land
areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries of the existing TBR
and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately owned land or
schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would private land or
schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.

Response to Comment 65 continues on next page.
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Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation Administration regulations.
TBR expansion would not bring about changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights
(please refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under each of the action
alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under the Proposed Action. The USMC and the
Georgia Air National Guard (GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that local residents may have questions or concerns regarding
noise from training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with questions or concerns about noise from training.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) understands that the potential
noise effects of expanding Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) are of
concern to those living in proximity to TBR and near the potential
expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise effects of the
Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS). Noise is calculated using an average noise
exposure over a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level
(DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are
recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the
boundaries of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus,
no privately owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor
would private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area (MOA) or R-3007
restricted airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please
refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).
As a point of clarification, minimum flight altitude for fixedwing flight operations would not change as part of the Proposed Action.
As explained in the FEIS (please refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6), the
change in airspace would affect only Restricted Airspace R-3007. The
proposed modification would eliminate the current gap from 100 feet
above ground level down to the surface of the ground over the areas
proposed for acquisition. This extension, which would apply only to the
existing restricted airspace over lands proposed for acquisition, unites the
airspace with acquired land to enable the delivery of inert ordnance in
order to comply with FAA regulations. It is not an indication that fixedwing flight operations will be conducted at altitudes below 100 feet. No
Response to Comment 66 continues on next page.
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lateral modification of the R-3007 complex is proposed as part of the
Proposed Action.
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.
No portion of State Highway (Hwy.) 57 would be closed under
any of the action alternatives. The current practice of temporarily closing
Blue’s Reach Road (also known as Old Barrington Road and Old Cox
Road) during certain training activities would continue under any of the
action alternatives. Under Alternatives 1, 3, and 4, range officials may
close the portion of Blue’s Reach Road (also known as Old Barrington
Road and Old Cox Road) that enters the new range boundary when access
to the range would conflict with training operations. The road would
otherwise remain open. Additional information has been added to Section
3.11 in the FEIS to clarify this point.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. Weapon danger zones
(WDZs) are established as safety measures to protect personnel on or near
the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the WDZ has
requisite safety factors built in. No additional buffer land is required.
Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one out of
one million probability of landing outside the WDZ. The chance of the
munition hitting a specific point, such as State Hwy. 57, is far less. Please
refer to Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 in the FEIS for details on WDZs and the
land acquisition necessary to contain these zones, respectively. The
WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 in the FEIS are modeled to contain
Response to Comment 66 continues on next page.
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all weapon impacts, including ricochets, occurring within the WDZ. No public roadways would be closed as part of the Proposed Action.
The USMC acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a significant
impact. Discussion of the potential impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS. Although there are some federal
programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal lands, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action
would not fall under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs (please refer to Section 3.2.4.3). There are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can
compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of privately owned lands to federal ownership.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or expertise concerning revenue generating options and budgetary practices available to the
potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to adjust the tax base to address the
potential losses of tax revenues.
The military services must prepare for future security of the Nation. TBR is a uniquely situated security asset and a key contributor to national security.
Its location makes it a critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.

Response to Comment 67:

67

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The four papers that were selected (please refer to Table 1-4) for the
newspaper advertisements were chosen based on location and circulation.
However, all local newspapers were issued a press release by Marine
Corps Air Station Beaufort announcing the availability of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement and a second press release for the
extension of the comment period.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). Although there are
some federal programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax
revenues associated with certain federal lands, the land uses associated
with the Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax
reimbursement programs (please refer to Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS).
There are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate
local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the
conversion of privately owned lands to federal ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) is a uniquely situated security
asset and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a
critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard
units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
There are numerous factors, such as parcel size, existing uses,
proximity to infrastructure, and specific location that are unique to every
property. These factors make it difficult to accurately predict future
property valuation changes arising from the Proposed Action. The
information contained in the FEIS is the best analysis of anticipated
impacts that would result from the proposed expansion of TBR.
The Environmental Impact Statement is prepared in accordance
with 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), United States Department of the Navy NEPA regulations (32
CFR Part 775), and USMC NEPA directives (Marine Corps Order
P5090.2A, Chapter 12, change 2). Section 3.10 of the FEIS evaluates
potential air quality impacts (specifically aircraft-related emissions)
associated with each alternative and the No Action Alternative,
specifically Sections 3.10.3.3 and 3.10.4.2. No significant impacts to air
quality are anticipated under any of the action alternatives.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
There are numerous factors, such as parcel size, existing uses, proximity
to infrastructure, and specific location that are unique to every property.
These factors make it difficult to accurately predict future property
valuation changes arising from the Proposed Action. The information
contained in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) is the best
analysis of anticipated impacts that would result from the proposed
expansion of Townsend Bombing Range (TBR).
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) understands that the
potential noise effects of expanding TBR are of concern to those living in
proximity to TBR and near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of
the potential noise effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section
3.7 of the FEIS. Noise is calculated using an average noise exposure over
a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL). The
threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are recommended
is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries of
the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately
owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would
private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
Response to Comment 69 continues on next page.
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local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a system to receive reports
or other noise concerns from members of the community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with questions or concerns about noise from
training.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
There are numerous factors, such as parcel size, existing uses, proximity
to infrastructure, and specific location that are unique to every property.
These factors make it difficult to accurately predict future property
valuation changes arising from the Proposed Action. The information
contained in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) is the best
analysis of anticipated impacts that would result from the proposed
expansion of Townsend Bombing Range (TBR).
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) understands that the
potential noise effects of expanding TBR are of concern to those living in
proximity to TBR and near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of
the potential noise effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section
3.7 of the FEIS. Noise is calculated using an average noise exposure over
a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL). The
threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are recommended
is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries of
the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately
owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would
private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
Response to Comment 70 continues on next page.
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local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a system to receive reports
or other noise concerns from members of the community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with questions or concerns about noise from
training.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. Weapon danger zones (WDZs) are
established as safety measures to protect personnel on or near the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the WDZ has requisite safety factors built
in. No additional buffer land is required. Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one out of a million probability of landing outside the WDZ.
The chance of the munition hitting a specific point, such as State Highway 57, is far less. Please refer to Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 of the FEIS for details on WDZs
and the land acquisition necessary to contain these zones, respectively. The WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 are modeled to contain all weapon impacts,
including ricochets, occurring within the WDZ.
The FEIS only examines potential impacts of the Proposed Action. If future actions at TBR are proposed, an additional, separate Environmental Impact
Statement or Environmental Assessment, as required by the National Environmental Policy Act, would be performed.
Table 2-5 in the FEIS identifies the existing sortie breakdown and how it would changes for each of the action alternatives. As discussed in Section
3.7.4.2 and Table 3-61, under the Proposed Action a greater percentage of sorties would be conducted above 10,000 feet. Operations conducted at higher altitudes
decrease the noise experienced at ground level.
The USMC acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a significant
impact. Discussion of the potential impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS. Although there are some federal
programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal lands, please refer to Section 3.2.4.3, the land uses associated
with the Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs. There are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can
compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of privately owned lands to federal ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the Nation. TBR is a uniquely situated security asset and a key contributor to national security.
Its location makes it a critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
It is estimated that the expanded facility would require four full-time additional personnel: a chief law enforcement officer, a forester, and two technicians
and up to 12 range operators as well as part-time or contracted labor maintenance crews. Construction-related activities associated with the Proposed Action and
their related operations and maintenance activities would generate jobs during the construction period and would contribute to local income (please refer to Section
3.2.4 of the FEIS). As summarized in Table 3-27, it is estimated that the Proposed Action would generate 15 permanent jobs and 113 temporary jobs under the
Preferred Alternative. The salaries of these 15 additional personnel would total $1,168,000 annually. Construction to support the Preferred Alternative would result
in an estimated $11.4 million in direct expenditures.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
Please refer to Section 2.2.1 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS) which details the four land acquisition alternatives currently being
assessed. Each action alternative must meet the minimum threshold
training requirement – each land acquisition alternative must a provide for
a minimum of two 15-degree cones for final attack heading with the
release of weapons at airspeeds from 360 to 450 knots and at 24,000 feet
mean sea level. Area 1B is not a standalone alternative. Area 1B does not
meet the minimum threshold training requirement. The United States
Marine Corps (USMC) selected Alternative 4 because the FEIS analysis
concludes it best meets the purpose of and need to modernize and expand
Townsend Bombing Range (TBR); it is the best balance of operation
utility and acceptable environmental impacts.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. Weapon danger zones
(WDZs) are established as safety measures to protect personnel on or near
the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the WDZ has
requisite safety factors built in. No additional buffer land is required.
Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one out of
one million probability of landing outside of the WDZ. The chance of the
munition hitting a specific point, such as State Highway 57, is far less.
Please refer to Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 in the FEIS for details on WDZs
and the land acquisition necessary to contain these zones, respectively.
The WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 in the FEIS are modeled to
contain all weapon impacts, including ricochets, occurring within the
WDZ.
The USMC acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to
local governments under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a
significant impact. Discussion of the potential impacts of the Proposed
Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS. Although
there are some federal programs that compensate local governments for
loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal lands, please refer to
Section 3.2.4.3, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would
not fall under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs. There
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are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of privately owned
lands to federal ownership.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or expertise concerning revenue-generating options and budgetary practices available to the
potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to adjust the tax base to address the
potential losses of tax revenues.
The military services must prepare for future security of the Nation. TBR is a uniquely situated security asset and a key contributor to national security.
Its location makes it a critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
The USMC conducted a multi-step screening process to identify and compare Department of Defense ranges that could support the Proposed Action. The
USMC identified seven candidate ranges located within 165 nautical miles of Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort: Fort Stewart, Georgia; TBR, Georgia; Poinsett
Range, South Carolina; Fort Jackson, South Carolina; Fort Gordon, Georgia; Grand Bay Range, Georgia; and Camp Blanding, Florida. TBR is the only range to
meet all of the range evaluation criteria. Please refer to Section 2.1 and Table 2-1 in the FEIS for more information.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
As a point of clarification, minimum flight altitude for fixed-wing flight
operations would not change as part of the Proposed Action. As explained
in the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6), the change in airspace would affect only
Restricted Airspace R-3007. The proposed modification would eliminate
the current gap from 100 feet above ground level down to the surface of
the ground over the areas proposed for acquisition. This extension, which
would apply only to the existing restricted airspace over lands proposed
for acquisition, would unite the airspace with acquired land to enable the
delivery of inert ordnance in order to comply with Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) regulations. It is not an indication that fixed-wing
flight operations will be conducted at altitudes below 100 feet. No lateral
modification of the R-3007 complex is proposed as part of the Proposed
Action.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) are of concern to those
living in proximity to TBR and near the potential expansion areas. The
analysis of the potential noise effects of the Proposed Action is presented
in Section 3.7 of the FEIS. Noise is calculated using an average noise
exposure over a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level
(DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are
recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the
boundaries of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus,
no privately owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor
would private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by FAA regulations. TBR
expansion would not bring about changes to the Coastal MOA or R-3007
restricted airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please
refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).
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As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. No portion of State
Highway 57 would be closed under any of the action alternatives.
Additional information has been added to Section 3.11 in the FEIS to
clarify this point.
The USMC acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to
local governments under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a
significant impact. Discussion of the potential impacts of the Proposed
Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS. Although
there are some federal programs that compensate local governments for
loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal lands, please refer to
Section 3.2.4.3, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would
not fall under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs. There
are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate local
governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of
privately owned lands to federal ownership.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or
expertise concerning revenue-generating options and budgetary practices
available to the potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make
recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to
adjust the tax base to address the potential losses of tax revenues.

Response to Comment 72 continues on next page.

74 of 130

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report

Continuation of response to Comment 72.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. TBR is a uniquely situated security asset and a key contributor to
national security. Its location makes it a critical training tool for USMC,
Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard units. Expansion of the range is
necessary to meet current and future training requirements.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
Please be assured that your participation has become part of the record
and contributed to the decision making process. The United States Marine
Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to local
governments under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a
significant impact. Discussion of the potential impacts of the Proposed
Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3 of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). Although there are some federal
programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax revenues
associated with certain federal lands, the land uses associated with the
Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax
reimbursement programs (please refer to Section 3.2.4.3). There are no
legal mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate local
governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of
privately owned lands to federal ownership.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or
expertise concerning revenue-generating options and budgetary practices
available to the potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make
recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to
adjust the tax base to address the potential losses of tax revenues.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) is a uniquely situated security
asset and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a
critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard
units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding TBR are of concern to those living in proximity to TBR and
near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise
effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the FEIS.
Noise is calculated using an average noise exposure over a 24-hour
period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL). The threshold at
which restrictions on compatible land use are recommended is 55 DNL.
Response to Comment 73 continues on next page.
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All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries of the existing
TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately owned land or
schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would private land or
schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. No portion of State
Highway 57 would be closed under any of the action alternatives. The
current practice of temporarily closing Blue’s Reach Road (also known as
Old Barrington Road and Old Cox Road) during certain training activities
would continue under any of the action alternatives. Under Alternatives 1,
3, and 4, range officials may close the portion of Blue’s Reach Road (also
known as Old Barrington Road and Old Cox Road) that enters the new
range boundary when access to the range would conflict with training
Response to Comment 73 continues on next page.
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operations. The road would otherwise remain open. Additional information has been added to Section 3.11 in the FEIS to clarify this point. Emergency services
and law enforcement would not be affected. The USMC and GA ANG currently work with emergency services, such as air ambulance, to suspend training
operations and allow access through the restricted airspace. This working relationship would continue in the future and no loss or delay of emergency services is
expected. This information has been added to several sections throughout the FEIS to help clarify this point.

Response to Comment 74:

74

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
As a point of clarification, an expanded Townsend Bombing Range
would continue to permit the use of only inert munitions.

Response to Comment 75:

75

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.

Response to Comment 77:

77

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
According to Department of Defense Financial Management Regulation
7000.14-R, “Forty percent of installation net proceeds shall be distributed
to the state that includes the military installation or facility from which
forest products were sold during a fiscal year.” There are no legal
mechanisms by which the United States Marine Corps (USMC) can alter
this regulation or any state regulation regarding distribution of revenues
to counties. However, if an installation or facility is located in more than
one county within the state, the USMC may provide a description of the
acres of the installation or facility situated in each county along with the
entitlement to the state.

79 of 130

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report
Response to Comment 78:

78

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
As a point of clarification, an expanded Townsend Bombing Range
would continue to permit the use of only inert munitions. The United
States Marine Corps (USMC) uses simulators for training. The USMC
considered using simulator and virtual reality computer simulation
models to provide precision-guided munitions (PGM) training. However,
simulated training alone cannot substitute for real-world training in the
handling and delivery of PGMs (please refer to Section 2.4.4 of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement).
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) understands that the potential
noise effects of expanding Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) are of
concern to those living in proximity to TBR and near the potential
expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise effects of the
Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS). Noise is calculated using an average noise
exposure over a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level
(DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are
recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the
boundaries of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus,
no privately owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor
would private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.

Response to Comment 79 continues on next page.
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Continuation of response to Comment 79.
If the Record of Decision (ROD) calls for the acquisition of land, access to visit the Rozier Cemetery would be granted and coordinated with the Range
Operating Authority in accordance with the Range Operating Regulations and public safety.
Current and future USMC operations require aircrew expertise in the use of precision-guided munitions (PGMs). The Proposed Action would provide a
modern and realistic training environment by accommodating the use of inert PGMs and the larger safety zones their use requires (please refer to section 1.2 in the
FEIS for a detailed description of the purpose and need).
The National Environmental Policy Act requires federal agencies to examine the potential impacts of their proposed actions on the human environment,
which includes the natural and physical environment and the relationship of people with that environment. The FEIS identifies Alternative 4, which is the
acquisition of Areas 1B and 3, as the Preferred Alternative; however, the ROD, which is anticipated in summer 2013, would determine which alternative would be
selected. If called for in the ROD, any land acquisition ultimately would have to be approved by Congress.

Response to Comment 80:

80

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) consulted with a total of 21
federally recognized tribes during the National Environmental Policy Act
scoping and Section 106 compliance processes for the Proposed Action
(please refer to Section 3.9.2.2 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement [FEIS]). To date, no tribal issues or concerns, including Native
American archaeological resources, properties of traditional religious or
cultural importance, or traditional cultural properties or sacred sites, have
been identified for the Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.3.2 of
the FEIS).

As detailed in Section 3.9.3.2, the USMC conducted desktop research, archaeological investigations, and field surveys for proposed acquisition areas
where entry was permitted (see Appendices H and I in the FEIS). Documented cultural and/historical resources were noted and identified during these processes.
Although there are several cemeteries surrounding the proposed expansion area, only the B.B. Rozier gravesite (Rozier Cemetery) was found to be within the
Proposed Townsend Bombing Range Expansion Area. If a resource such as a burial ground/cemetery is not officially documented, then the USMC may not have
been able to accurately assess that point of interest. The USMC welcomes documentation of all cultural and historical resources.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property, the USMC would continue to consult with federally recognized tribes. The USMC would contact
federally recognized tribes if any Native American resources or cultural items, such as archaeological resources or human remains, funerary objects, sacred
objects, or objects of cultural patrimony are found.
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81

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) consulted with a total of 21
federally recognized tribes during the National Environmental Policy Act
scoping and Section 106 compliance processes for the Proposed Action
(please refer to Section 3.9.2.2 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement). To date, no tribal issues or concerns, including Native
American archaeological resources, properties of traditional religious or
cultural importance, or traditional cultural properties or sacred sites, have
been identified for the Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.3.2 of
the FEIS).
As detailed in Section 3.9.3.2, the USMC conducted desktop
research, archaeological investigations, and field surveys for proposed
acquisition areas where entry was permitted (see Appendices H and I in
the FEIS). Documented cultural and/historical resources were noted and
identified during these processes. Although there are several cemeteries
surrounding the proposed expansion area, only the B.B. Rozier gravesite
(Rozier Cemetery) was found to be within the Proposed Townsend
Bombing Range Expansion Area. If a resource such as a burial
ground/cemetery is not officially documented, then the USMC may not
have been able to accurately assess that point of interest. The USMC
welcomes documentation of all cultural and historical resources.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property,
the USMC would continue to consult with federally recognized tribes.
The USMC would contact federally recognized tribes if any Native
American resources or cultural items, such as archaeological resources or
human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony are found.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement. Although there are some
federal programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax
revenues associated with certain federal lands, as discussed in Section
3.2.4.3, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would not fall
under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs. There are no
legal mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate local
governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of
privately owned lands to federal ownership.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or
expertise concerning revenue-generating options and budgetary practices
available to the potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make
recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to
adjust the tax base to address the potential losses of tax revenues.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard units.
Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future training
requirements.
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83

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). Although there are
some federal programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax
revenues associated with certain federal lands, please refer to Section
3.2.4.3, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would not fall
under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs. There are no
legal mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate local
governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of
privately owned lands to federal ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) is a uniquely situated security
asset and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a
critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard
units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of
expanding TBR are of concern to those living in proximity to TBR and
near the potential expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise
effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the FEIS.
Noise is calculated using an average noise exposure over a 24-hour
period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level (DNL). The threshold at
which restrictions on compatible land use are recommended is 55 DNL.
All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries of the existing
TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately owned land or
schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would private land or
schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.

Response to Comment 83 continues on next page.
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Continuation of response to Comment 83.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area (MOA) or R-3007 restricted airspace that would allow for or
result in lower flights (please refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under each of the action
alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under the Proposed Action. The USMC and the
Georgia Air National Guard (GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that local residents may have questions or concerns regarding
noise from training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with questions or concerns about noise from training.
As a point of clarification, minimum flight altitude for fixed-wing flight operations would not change as part of the Proposed Action. As explained in the
FEIS (please refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6), the change in airspace would affect only Restricted Airspace R-3007. The proposed modification would eliminate the
current gap from 100 feet above ground level down to the surface of the ground over the areas proposed for acquisition. This extension, which would apply only to
the existing restricted airspace over lands proposed for acquisition, would unite the airspace with acquired land to enable the delivery of inert ordnance in order to
comply with FAA regulations. It is not an indication that fixed-wing flight operations will be conducted at altitudes below 100 feet. No lateral modification of the
R-3007 complex is proposed as part of the Proposed Action.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. Weapon danger zones (WDZs) are
established as safety measures to protect personnel on or near the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the WDZ has requisite safety factors built
in. No additional buffer land is required. Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one out of one million probability of landing outside the
WDZ. The chance of the munition hitting a specific point, such as State Highway (Hwy.) 57, is far less. Please refer to Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 for details on
WDZs and the land acquisition necessary to contain these zones, respectively. The WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 in the FEIS are modeled to contain all
weapon impacts, including ricochets, occurring within the WDZ.
No portion of State Hwy. 57 would be closed under any of the action alternatives. Additional information has been added to Section 3.11 to clarify this
point.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) understands that the potential
noise effects of expanding Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) are of
concern to those living in proximity to TBR and near the potential
expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise effects of the
Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS). Noise is calculated using an average noise
exposure over a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level
(DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are
recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the
boundaries of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus,
no privately owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor
would private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
As a point of clarification, an expanded Townsend Bombing Range
would continue to permit the use of only inert munitions.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). Although there are
some federal programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax
revenues associated with certain federal lands, please refer to Section
3.2.4.3, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would not fall
under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs. There are no
legal mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate local
governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of
privately owned lands to federal ownership.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) is a uniquely situated security
asset and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a
critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard
units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. Weapon danger zones
(WDZs) are established as safety measures to protect personnel on or near
the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the WDZ has
requisite safety factors built in. No additional buffer land is required.
Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one out of
one million probability of landing outside of the WDZ. The chance of the
munition hitting a specific point, such as State Highway 57, is far less.
Please refer to Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 in the FEIS for details on WDZs
and the land acquisition necessary to contain these zones, respectively.
The WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 in the FEIS are modeled to
contain all weapon impacts, including ricochets, occurring within the
WDZ.

89 of 130

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report
Response to Comment 87:

87

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) understands that the potential
noise effects of expanding Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) are of
concern to those living in proximity to TBR and near the potential
expansion areas. The analysis of the potential noise effects of the
Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS). Noise is calculated using an average noise
exposure over a 24-hour period, the Day-Night Average Sound Level
(DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible land use are
recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the
boundaries of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus,
no privately owned land or schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor
would private land or schools be exposed to 55 DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more highaltitude training. However, some training would still be required at
present altitudes. Table 3-61 in the FEIS details the anticipated change in
flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and
avoidance of populated areas as required by Federal Aviation
Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not bring about
changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted
airspace that would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to
Section 2.2.3 and 3.6 in the FEIS).
As a result of the Proposed Action, the percentage of operations
conducted below 3,000 feet above ground level would decrease under
each of the action alternatives. Please refer to Table 3-61 and the
accompanying text in the FEIS. Noise effects should not increase under
the Proposed Action. The USMC and the Georgia Air National Guard
(GA ANG) are committed to being good neighbors and understand that
local residents may have questions or concerns regarding noise from
training events. To that end, the USMC and the GA ANG maintain a
system to receive reports or other noise concerns from members of the
community. Residents should contact the range at (912) 963-3007 with
questions or concerns about noise from training.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). Although there are
some federal programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax
revenues associated with certain federal lands, the land uses associated
with the Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax
reimbursement programs (please refer to Section 3.2.4.3). There are no
legal mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate local
governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of
privately owned lands to federal ownership.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or
expertise concerning revenue-generating options and budgetary practices
available to the potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make
recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to
adjust the tax base to address the potential losses of tax revenues.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) is a uniquely situated security
asset and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a
critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard
units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
There are numerous factors, such as parcel size, existing uses,
proximity to infrastructure and specific location that are unique to every
property. These factors make it difficult to accurately predict future
property valuation changes arising from the Proposed Action. The
information contained in the FEIS is the best analysis of anticipated
impacts that would result from the proposed expansion of TBR.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. Weapon dangers zones
(WDZs) are established as safety measures to protect personnel on or near
Response to Comment 88 continues on next page.
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the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the WDZ has requisite safety factors built in. No additional buffer land is required. Each WDZ is sized so
that any munition released has only a one out of one million probability of landing outside of the WDZ. The chance of the munition hitting a specific point, such as
State Highway 57, is far less. Please refer to Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 in the FEIS for details on WDZs and the land acquisition necessary to contain these zones,
respectively. The WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 in the FEIS are modeled to contain all weapon impacts, including ricochets, occurring within the WDZ.
The FEIS only examines potential impacts of the Proposed Action. If future actions at TBR are proposed, an additional, separate Environmental Impact
Statement or Environmental Assessment, as required by the National Environmental Policy Act, would be performed.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the potential loss
of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed Action and
recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3
of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). Although there are
some federal programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax
revenues associated with certain federal lands, please refer to Section
3.2.4.3, the land uses associated with the Proposed Action would not fall
under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs. There are no
legal mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate local
governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of
privately owned lands to federal ownership.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or
expertise concerning revenue-generating options and budgetary practices
available to the potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make
recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to
adjust the tax base to address the potential losses of tax revenues.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) is a uniquely situated security
asset and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a
critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard
units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
The FEIS only examines potential impacts of the Proposed
Action. If future actions at TBR are proposed, an additional, separate
Environmental Impact Statement or Environmental Assessment, as
required by the National Environmental Policy Act, would be performed.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the USMC. Weapon danger zones
(WDZs) are established as safety measures to protect personnel on or near
the range. A WDZ may be near the range boundary, but the WDZ has
requisite safety factors built in. No additional buffer land is required.
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Continuation of response to Comment 89.
Each WDZ is sized so that any munition released has only a one out of
one million probability of landing outside the WDZ. The chance of the
munition hitting a specific point, such as State Highway (Hwy.) 57, is far
less. Please refer to Sections 1.1.4 and 2.2.1 in the FEIS for details on
WDZs and the land acquisition necessary to contain these zones,
respectively. The WDZs that are shown on Figure 2-2 in the FEIS are
modeled to contain all weapon impacts, including ricochets, occurring
within the WDZ.
No portion of State Hwy. 57 would be closed under any of the
action alternatives. The current practice of temporarily closing Blue’s
Reach Road (also known as Old Barrington Road and Old Cox Road)
during certain training activities would continue under any of the action
alternatives. Under Alternatives 1, 3, and 4, range officials may close the
portion of Blue’s Reach Road (also known as Old Barrington Road and
Old Cox Road) that enters the new range boundary when access to the
range would conflict with training operations. The road would otherwise
remain open. Additional information has been added to Section 3.11 in
the FEIS to clarify this point.
Comment 89 continues on next page.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) consulted with a total of 21
federally recognized tribes during the National Environmental Policy Act
scoping and Section 106 compliance processes for the Proposed Action
(please refer to Section 3.9.2.2 of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement [FEIS]). To date, no tribal issues or concerns, including Native
American archaeological resources, properties of traditional religious or
cultural importance, or traditional cultural properties or sacred sites, have
been identified for the Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.3.2 of
the FEIS).
As detailed in Section 3.9.3.2, the USMC conducted desktop
research, archaeological investigations, and field surveys for proposed
acquisition areas where entry was permitted (see Appendices H and I in
the FEIS). Documented cultural and/historical resources were noted and
identified during these processes. However, if a resource such as a burial
ground/cemetery is not officially documented, then the USMC may not
have been able to accurately assess that point of interest. The USMC
welcomes documentation of all cultural and historical resources.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property,
the USMC would continue to consult with federally recognized tribes.
The USMC would contact federally recognized tribes if any Native
American resources or cultural items, such as archaeological resources or
human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural
patrimony are found.
The Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
(NAGPRA) of 1990 protects Native American cultural items and under
federal ownership or control. If the Record of Decision calls for the
acquisition of property, the USMC would comply with NAGPRA for
future undertakings affecting this property (please refer to Section 3.9.2.1
of the FEIS). To the greatest extent possible, the USMC would work to
avoid any cultural resources that are found on any newly acquired federal
property and minimize any potential impacts. Appendix H of the FEIS
contains more information on the Section 106 consultation.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property, some
private use hunting leases would be discontinued. The Proposed Action
would create more opportunities for increased public access to previously
inaccessible privately administered recreation lands through the
Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) hunting program (please refer to
Section 3.3.4 in the Final Environmental Impact Statement [FEIS]).
Hunting access on any newly acquired land would be equal opportunity
and open to all members of the public under a lottery system that is
currently administered without a fee.
As a point of clarification, minimum flight altitude for fixedwing flight operations would not change as part of the Proposed Action.
As explained in the FEIS (please refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6), the
change in airspace would affect only Restricted Airspace R-3007. The
proposed modification would eliminate the current gap from 100 feet
above ground level down to the surface of the ground over the areas
proposed for acquisition. This extension, which would apply only to the
existing restricted airspace over lands proposed for acquisition, would
unite the airspace with acquired land to enable the delivery of inert
ordnance in order to comply with Federal Aviation Administration
regulations. It is not an indication that fixed-wing flight operations will be
conducted at altitudes below 100 feet. No lateral modification of the
R-3007 complex is proposed as part of the Proposed Action.
The United States Marine Corps (USMC) acknowledges the
potential loss of tax revenues to local governments under the Proposed
Action and recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the
potential impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues is in
Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS. Although there are some federal programs
that compensate local governments for loss of tax revenues associated
with certain federal lands, the land uses associated with the Proposed
Action would not fall under existing federal local tax reimbursement
programs (please refer to Section 3.2.4.3). There are no legal mechanisms
by which the USMC can compensate local governments for the loss of tax
revenues resulting from the conversion of privately owned lands to
federal ownership.
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Continuation of response to Comment 91.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or expertise concerning revenue-generating options and budgetary practices available to the
potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to adjust the tax base to address the
potential losses of tax revenues.
The military services must prepare for future security of the Nation. TBR is a uniquely situated security asset and a key contributor to national security.
Its location makes it a critical training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army, and Air Guard units. Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future
training requirements.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
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Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is prepared in accordance
with Section (102)(2)(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) of 1969 and regulations implemented by the Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ; 40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR]
Parts 1500-1508), United States Department of the Navy (DON) NEPA
regulations (32 CFR Part 775), and United States Marine Corps (USMC)
NEPA directives (Marine Corps Order P5090.2A, Chapter 12, change
2).The Draft EIS (DEIS) was reviewed by the DON, USMC, and multiple
state and federal regulatory agencies. No comments were received from
these groups regarding not meeting the goals of NEPA or raising
concerns with the proposed property management if acquisition were to
occur.
Any acquired land would be managed not to interfere with the
military mission and in accordance with the Integrated Natural Resources
Management Plan (INRMP) that would be developed in collaboration
with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the
Georgia Department of Natural Resources (GA DNR). Forestland would
be managed in accordance with ecosystem management practices
including harvesting, thinning, and replanting timber. This change in
management style is not expected to negatively impact jobs in the local
area (please refer to Sections 3.1.3, 3.1.4, and 3.2.4.3 in the Final EIS
[FEIS]). To grant a timber reservation or lease is not compatible with safe
range operations as detailed in Section 2.2.2 of the FEIS.
Comment 93 continues on next page. Additional materials provided with
this comment letter and responses to the comments therein begin on the
following pages.
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Continuation of Comment 93. Additional materials provided with this
comment letter and responses to the comments therein begin on the next
page.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
The Proposed Action would result in changes in forest management to meet the
primary objective of supporting the military mission of Townsend Bombing Range (TBR).
Other objectives would also be supported, including production of a sustained yield of timber
products, maintaining the quality of visual resources, and providing enhanced wildlife habitat.
While the exact mix of environmental and economic benefits would differ from
Rayonier’s current forest management, forest management under the Proposed Action would
continue to produce wood fiber in substantial quantities, provide habitat to a variety of wildlife
species, and support air and water quality. Carbon sequestration is not a primary objective of
current USMC ecosystem management, but would continue to occur under the Proposed
Action.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
If the Record of Decision (ROD) calls for the acquisition of land, future forestry
program operations on TBR would continue to provide employment opportunities (please refer
to Section 3.2.4.3 of the FEIS).
The forest productivity values used in the DEIS and the FEIS were provided by the
United States Department of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS).
Since actual forest productivity data are not available, the FEIS uses the best publically
available data. The NRCS productivity values are estimates based on the inherent productivity
of each soil map unit and do not necessarily correspond to actual productivities of any specific
area which vary with multiple factors including forest management practices.
Nontraditional forest products are not precluded from future production under the
ecosystem management concept. If the ROD calls for the acquisition of land, the USMC
would consider these products on a case-by-case basis to determine if they are compatible with
the military mission and range operations.
Cellular phone towers would be subject to further analysis to determine compatibility
with range operations.
United States Department of Energy Wind Resource maps indicate that McIntosh and
Long Counties contain some of the lowest wind speeds on their scale of measurement, not
unlike the vast majority of the Southeast (Source:
http://www.windpoweringamerica.gov/wind_resource_maps.asp?stateab=ga). Wind towers are
not a reliable, cost-effective source of electrical power for McIntosh and Long Counties and
therefore construction is unlikely, thus no potential impacts are expected.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
Section 3.1.3.5 of the FEIS states that the current INRMP for TBR calls for tri-annual
prescribed burns to reduce understory fuel loads and risk of wildfire. The FEIS also states that
it is assumed that key provisions of the current TBR INRMP would be extended to newly
acquired properties (please refer to Section 3.1.4). Additionally, consistent with current
practice on TBR, the USMC would provide resources to prevent and control any wildfires,
including those that could result from use of ordnance. Firebreaks would be installed as needed
on acquired lands. Prescribed burning would be conducted in accordance with the Georgia
Forestry Commission's regulations.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
Existing fire control operations are extensive and done in accordance with the Georgia
Forestry Commission’s regulations. These practices would continue if any additional land is
acquired. As stated in the FEIS, if the ROD calls for the acquisition of land, prescribed burning
would be used extensively to meet range operations requirements and reduce the chance of
wildfire. Firebreaks would also be installed and maintained on any acquired land. Furthermore,
the USMC’s fire prevention operations, including the prescribed burning of these tracts, would
be expected to reduce the overall wildfire hazard.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
The USMC follows all safety requirements as prescribed by the Georgia Forestry
Commission and the INRMP for TBR.
If the ROD calls for the acquisition of property, this property would be used to fulfill
United States Department of Defense (DOD) training requirements as detailed in the FEIS.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
Based on the information provided in Developments in Sedimentology, Vol. 58, 11451232, these deposits are not within the proposed acquisition area. The Darien deposit is east of
Interstate 95 (located well outside the proposed acquisition area). The Ludowici deposit is in
the foreshore of one of the old Penholoway shoreline barrier islands, which is approximately
13 miles west of Interstate 95 starting just south of the Canoochee River stretching
approximately 16 miles south-southwest. This location places it north of Acquisition Area 3
and therefore also outside the proposed acquisition area.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
USMC studies have not indicated such a trend in McIntosh and Long Counties. If the
ROD calls for the acquisition of property, it would be used to fulfill DOD training
requirements as detailed in the FEIS.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
Under the Proposed Action, State Highway 57 would not be closed or adversely
affected. Additional information has been added to Section 3.11 of the FEIS to clarify this
point.
If the ROD calls for the acquisition of property, the following processes would then
occur: identify required properties, notify the owners of interest in property, hire a survey to
identify legal property boundaries, hire an independent appraiser to determine fair market
value, make an offer to the owner at fair market value, negotiate terms of agreement and enter
into purchase agreement.
The DON would engage in negotiations with affected landowners. Property access
would be addressed during negotiations. In the event of an emergency, the USMC would
coordinate with nearby landowners and emergency services to allow access. As previously
stated, the USMC would continue to manage land to reduce wildfire risk (see response to
previous comments on Slide 8). Also, please refer to the previous response regarding
prescribed burning (see comment and response on Slide 9).
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
Thank you for your comment and it has been noted for the public record. USMC
studies have not indicated such a trend in McIntosh and Long Counties. As these areas have
returned to a forested environment, conversion could be cost prohibitive and may violate
“swampbuster” provisions of NRCS farming practices. If the Proposed Action is implemented,
property owners would be offered fair market value.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
The USMC acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to local governments
under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a significant impact. Discussion of the
potential impacts of the Proposed Action on local tax revenues can be found in Section 3.2.4.3
of the FEIS. Although there are some federal programs that compensate local governments for
loss of tax revenues associated with certain federal lands, the land uses associated with the
Proposed Action would not fall under existing federal local tax reimbursement programs
(please refer to Section 3.2.4.3). There are no legal mechanisms by which the USMC can
compensate local governments for the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of
privately owned lands to federal ownership.
The USMC used best available data in the FEIS.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
As stated in the FEIS, surface water flow would be affected within the proposed target
areas on USMC property. The USMC does not expect adjacent properties to be affected.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
The USMC and the DON made several attempts to obtain information from Rayonier
on the local hunt clubs that use their property in order to assess impacts to these hunt clubs.
However, no information was provided to the USMC/DON. As noted in Section 3.3.4 of the
FEIS, the Proposed Action would create opportunities for increased public access to
previously inaccessible privately administered recreation lands through the TBR hunting
program. An overall increase in publicly accessible lands associated with the action
alternatives would offset some lost in the private sector.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
The changes to forest management that would be made under the Proposed Action
would create habitat types that are not supported by current forest management practices on
much of the managed forest land in the region around TBR. Most forest land in the region is
currently short-rotation, planted pine forest. While such lands can and do provide a variety of
habitat types when well-managed, the Proposed Action would ultimately result in small stands
of low-density planted and naturally regenerated trees. Low-density forests provide
opportunities for the development of understory vegetation that may not develop within
managed high-density stands managed for maximizing wood fiber production. Such habitats
are not extensive in the region and the project would therefore result in greater habitat
diversity when the broad regional setting is considered. Comments received on the DEIS from
State of Georgia agencies, the USFWS, and environmental groups support this management
approach.
Refer to the previous response regarding local hunt clubs on Slide 19 and the previous
response regarding safety during prescribed burning on Slide 9.
The changes in forest management for the Proposed Action would alter aspects of
forest cover which would be expected to result in other changes, including wildlife habitat and
possibly aspects of hydrology of the affected land. Any changes to hydrology would be
expected to be minor and gradual. Changes to habitat would also be gradual, occurring over a
period of several years to decades. The changes would be expected to be no more upsetting to
wildlife and hydrology than current forest management. Comments received on the DEIS from
State of Georgia agencies, the USFWS, and environmental groups support this management
approach.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
Refer to the previous response regarding employment on Slide 6.

117 of 130

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report

Continuation of response to Comment 93.
The USMC understands that the potential noise effects of expanding TBR are of
concern to those living in proximity to TBR and near the potential expansion areas. The
analysis of the potential noise effects of the Proposed Action is presented in Section 3.7 of the
FEIS. Noise is calculated using an average noise exposure over a 24-hour period, the DayNight Average Sound Level (DNL). The threshold at which restrictions on compatible land
use are recommended is 55 DNL. All land areas subject to 55 DNL are within the boundaries
of the existing TBR and the proposed expansion areas. Thus, no privately owned land or
schools are currently exposed to 55 DNL, nor would private land or schools be exposed to 55
DNL after expansion.
The proposed expansion of TBR would provide for more high-altitude training.
However, some training would still be required at present altitudes. Table 3-61 details the
anticipated change in flight altitudes by alternative.
Pilots would continue to observe minimum altitude limits and avoidance of populated
areas as required by Federal Aviation Administration regulations. TBR expansion would not
bring about changes to the Coastal Military Operations Area or R-3007 restricted airspace that
would allow for or result in lower flights (please refer to Sections 2.2.3 and 3.6 of the FEIS).
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
Thank you for your comment and it has been noted for the public record.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
The FEIS states that implementation of “ecosystem management” by the USMC
would, over time, result in creation of older, smaller, lower density stands of pine forests and
would also result in older, unharvested hardwood stands. These habitat types are less common
in the broad region than short-rotation loblolly and slash pine plantations and harvested
hardwood forests. While current forest management can provide high-quality habitat and other
ecological functions, the relative scarcity of older, low-density pine stands, and older
hardwood stands, should create habitats for plants and animals that are relatively scarce in the
region. That would increase the overall diversity of habitat and species which would be an
ecological benefit that current management cannot provide. Comments received on the DEIS
from State of Georgia agencies, the USFWS, and environmental groups support this
management approach.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
While forest management by Rayonier may indeed benefit a number of species, the
Proposed Action would add habitats that are relatively scarce in the region and that benefit
other species, thereby adding to the overall diversity of species of the region. Comments
received on the DEIS from State of Georgia agencies, the USFWS, and environmental groups
support this management approach.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
See previous response to comment on Slide 26.

122 of 130

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report

Continuation of response to Comment 93.
As noted in Section 3.5.3.3 of the FEIS, a Range Environmental Vulnerability
Assessment (REVA) has been conducted at TBR. The purpose of the REVA is to identify the
potential for a release of munitions constituents (MC) from the operations or range complex to
off-range areas. Based on the current REVA, no off-range migration is expected. The REVA
program would address any newly acquired land.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
Thank you for your comment and it has been noted for the public record.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
Refer to the previous response to comments on Slide 17. USMC studies have not
indicated an impact on adjacent land.
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Continuation of response to Comment 93.
While an increase in the size, frequency, or intensity of wildfires could potentially
result in reduced vegetative groundcover and in increased erosion and sediment runoff, the
FEIS states that the USMC would institute a policy of regular prescribed burns to manage fuel
loads and would plan for and provide resources to promptly and effectively deal with wildfires
that might occur as a result of the Proposed Action. The risks of increased sediment delivery
and adverse impacts on aquatic life are, therefore, considered to be minimal.
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Response to Comment 94:

94

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The United States Marine Corps consulted with a total of 21 federally
recognized tribes, including the Muscogee Creek Nation, during the
National Environmental Policy Act scoping and Section 106 compliance
processes for the Proposed Action (please refer to Section 3.9.2.2 of the
Final Environmental Impact Statement [FEIS]). The Muscogee Creek
Nation responded during the Section 106 consultation and was provided
notification of the public comment period for the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS; see Appendix H of the FEIS). To date, no tribal
issues or concerns, including Native American archaeological resources,
properties of traditional religious or cultural importance, or traditional
cultural properties or sacred sites, have been identified for the Proposed
Action (please refer to Section 3.9.3.2 of the FEIS).
As detailed in Section 3.9.3.2 of the FEIS, the USMC conducted
desktop research, archaeological investigations, and field surveys for
proposed acquisition areas where entry was permitted (see Appendices H
and I in the FEIS). Documented cultural and/historical resources were
noted and identified during these processes. However, if a resource such
as a burial ground/cemetery is not officially documented, then the USMC
may not have been able to accurately assess that point of interest. The
USMC welcomes documentation of all cultural and historical resources.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property, the
USMC would continue to consult with federally recognized tribes. The
USMC would contact federally recognized tribes if any Native American
resources or cultural items, such as archaeological resources or human
remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, or objects of cultural patrimony
are found.
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Response to Comment 95:

95

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
The USMC acknowledges the potential loss of tax revenues to local
governments under the Proposed Action and recognizes tax loss as a
significant impact. Discussion of the potential impacts of the Proposed
Action on local tax revenues is in Section 3.2.4.3 of the Final
Environmental Impact States (FEIS). Although there are some federal
programs that compensate local governments for loss of tax revenues
associated with certain federal lands, please refer to Section 3.2.4.3, the
land uses associated with the Proposed Action would not fall under
existing federal local tax reimbursement programs. There are no legal
mechanisms by which the USMC can compensate local governments for
the loss of tax revenues resulting from the conversion of privately owned
lands to federal ownership.
Since the USMC does not have specialized knowledge or
expertise concerning revenue-generating options and budgetary practices
available to the potentially affected counties, the USMC cannot make
recommendations concerning local budget prioritization and/or plans to
adjust the tax base to address the potential losses of tax revenues.
The military services must prepare for future security of the
Nation. Townsend Bombing Range is a uniquely situated security asset
and a key contributor to national security. Its location makes it a critical
training tool for USMC, Air Force, Navy, Army and Air Guard units.
Expansion of the range is necessary to meet current and future training
requirements.
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Response to Comment 96:

96

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.

Response to Comment 97:

97

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.

Response to Comment 98:

98

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.

129 of 130

EIS for Proposed Modernization and Expansion of TBR

Public Comment Summary Report
Response to Comment 99:

99

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
If the Record of Decision calls for the acquisition of property, the United
States Marine Corps (USMC) is committed to working with affected
property owners through the real estate process. As a point of
clarification, the USMC would hire an independent appraiser to determine
fair market value. The property owners and the USMC would negotiate
terms of an agreement based on the assessed fair market value.

Response to Comment 100:

100

Thank you for your participation in the public comment process.
Public safety during current operations and any future expanded
operations is of the utmost concern to the United States Marine Corps
(USMC). Weapon danger zones (WDZs) are established as safety
measures to protect personnel on or near the range. A WDZ may be near
the range boundary, but the WDZ has requisite safety factors built in. No
additional buffer land would be required. Each WDZ is sized so that any
munition released has only a one out of one million probability of landing
outside the WDZ. The chance of the munition hitting a specific point,
such as State Highway 57, is far less. Please refer to Sections 1.1.4 and
2.2.1 of the Final Environmental Impact Statement for details on WDZs
and the land acquisition necessary to contain these zones, respectively.
The WDZs shown on Figure 2-2 of the FEIS are modeled to contain all
weapon impacts, including ricochets, occurring within the WDZ. As a
point of clarification, the unguided munitions (“dumb bombs”) that are
currently used at Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) are inert (nonexplosive). These munitions are made of concrete and utilize a

spotting charge. A spotting charge activates upon impact to help score how well the ordnance was delivered on the target but it does not contain explosives. An
expanded TBR would continue to permit the use of only inert munitions. The proposed expansion of TBR would accommodate training with inert precisionguided munitions (PGMs).
The Proposed Action would add habitats that are relatively scarce in the region and that benefit other species, thereby adding to the overall diversity of
species of the region. Comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement from State of Georgia agencies, the USFWS, and environmental groups
support this management approach.
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