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Introduction: An Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared to analyze the potential for
significant environmental impacts associated with the implementation of the Fort A.P. Hill (FAPH)
Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural Resources
Management Plan (ICRMP).

The EA was prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (Title 42 U.S.
Code Section 4321, et seq.), Council on Environmental Quality (CEO) regulations (Title 40 Code of
Federal Regulations [CFR] Parts 1500-1508), and Environmental Analysis of Army Actions (32 CFR
651). This Finding of No Significant lmpact is a document that briefly states why the Proposed Action
will not significantly affect the envlronment and that an Environmental lmpact Statement will not be
prepared.

Description of the Proposed Action: The Proposed Action isthe implementation of the FAPH
INRMP and ICRMP. These plans reflect FAPH's commitment to conserye, protect, and enhance the
Installation's natural and cultural resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military
training. The primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows FAPH to achieve resource management goals, mission requirements,
and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan has elements specific to the
management of the resources it is designed to support.

Alternatives Considered: Two alternatives, the Preferred Alternative and a No Action Alternative,
were evaluated for their potential direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts on the human environment.

The Army's Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) would involve the full implementation of the
INRMP and ICRMP, as required by law. This alternative would meet regulatory requirements, and
provide information, guidance, and standard operating procedures to FAPH staff to ensure the
successful management and protection of the Installation's natural and cultural resources

Underthe No Action Alternative, the Armywould not implementthe INRMP and ICRMP, and
management activities currently being conducted under previous versions of these plans would
continue. The No Action Alternative is required under the CEQ regulations implementing the NEPA,
and serves as a baseline or benchmark to be compared with the Proposed Action and alternatives.

Additional Aternatives: Because implementation of the INRMP and ICRMP are regulatory
requirements, FAPH only considered the Preferred Alternative and the No Action Alternative during
the NEPA process. No other alternatives are analyzed in this EA.

Anticipated Environmental Effects: Based on information gathered and presented in the EA, it has
been determined that implementation of the Proposed Action as the Preferred Alternative, and the No
Action Alternative would have no significant direct, indirect, or cumulative adverse impacts on the
environment. Adverse impacts associated with implementing the Proposed Action would be minor in
context and intensity, and mostwould be temponry. Long-term, beneficial impactswould be expected
as a result of many of the natural and cultural resources management activities in the INRMP and
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ICRMP. Consequently, the overall environmental effect of implementing the Proposed Action is
anticipated to be less than significant.

30.Day Public and Agency Review Period: The EA and a draft copy of this Finding of No Significant
lmpact were made available to the general public and applicable government agencies for review and
comment during a 30-day period that commenced with the publication of a Notice of Avallability in the
Caroline Progress and Free Lance-Sfar. Copies of the EA along with instructions for submitting
comments were made available at two Caroline County public libraries: Bowling Green Branch, 17202
Richmond Turnpike, Milford, Mrginia 22514, and Port Royal Branch, 419 King Street, Port Royal,
Mrginia, 22535; and at http://www.aphill.army.mil/ea.asp. Copies of the documents were also sent
directly to applicable agencies for review.

Public and Agency Gomments: Comments were received from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) and the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (VDEO). The USACE designated
FAPH as the lead federal agency to fulfill federal responsibilities under Section 106 of the Nationat
Historic Preservation Act for actions that require permitting under Sections 10 and/or 404 of the Clean
Water Act. The USACE also acknowledged FAPH's role as lead agency for any consultation required
by the Endangered Species Act.

The VDEQ response consolidates comments received from several state agencies, including the
VDEQ, Department of Game and Inland Fisheries, Department of Conservation and Recreation,
Department of Health, and Marine Resources Commission. Each reviewing agency provided
guidance and/or concurrence for implementing the Proposed Action.

Based on agency comments, FAPH has determined that no revisions to the EA are required. Copies
of these comments can be found in Appendix B of the Final EA. No comments were received from the
public during the 30-day review period.

Findlngs: Based on the analysis contained in the EA, I have concluded that implementation of the
Proposed Action would not constitute a major federal action significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment. Consequently, implementation of the Proposed Action does not require the
preparation of an Environmental lmpact Statement.

u T", l/
Date

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

DAVID A. MEYER
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HOW THIS ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT IS ORGANIZED 

The EXECUTIVE SUMMARY briefly describes the Proposed Action and alternatives. Impacts 

and conclusions are summarized.  

ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

SECTION 1 PURPOSE AND NEED discusses the purpose and need for the Proposed 

Action, the regulatory background surrounding this project, and the scope of 

this Environmental Assessment. 

SECTION 2 DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES discusses the 

Proposed Action and alternatives addressed in this Environmental 

Assessment. 

SECTION 3 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

describes the existing environment within the region of influence. It also 

provides a comparison of environmental consequences associated with each 

alternative. Conservation and mitigation measures are also addressed in this 

section. The cumulative impacts analyses are also included in this section. 

SECTION 4 FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

SECTION 5 REFERENCES provides bibliographical information for sources cited in the text 

of this Environmental Assessment. 

SECTION 6 LIST OF PREPARERS AND CONTRIBUTORS 

SECTION 7 LIST OF INDIVIDUALS CONSULTED 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared to analyze the potential environmental 

effects associated with the implementation of the Fort A.P. Hill (FAPH) Integrated Natural 

Resources Management Plan (INRMP) 2016-2020 and Integrated Cultural Resources 

Management Plan (ICRMP) 2013-2018. 

FAPH (the Installation) is a military installation encompassing nearly 76,000 acres of land 

between the Towns of Bowling Green and Port Royal, Caroline County, Virginia. The Installation 

is approximately 70 miles south of Washington, District of Columbia, and 35 miles north of the 

state capitol, Richmond, Virginia. United States Route 301 bisects the Installation and provides 

the main thoroughfare between Bowling Green and Port Royal.  

The Proposed Action analyzed in this EA is the implementation of the FAPH INRMP and 

ICRMP. These plans reflect FAPH’s commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance the 

Installation’s natural and cultural resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic 

military training. Preparation and implementation of the INRMP is required by the Sikes Act (16 

United States Code [U.S.C.] Section 670a, et seq.) as amended in the Sikes Act Improvement 

Act of 1997; Department of Defense (DoD) Instruction 4715.03, Natural Resources 

Conservation Program; and Army Regulation (AR) 200-1, Environmental Protection and 

Enhancement. Preparation and implementation of the ICRMP is required by AR 200-1 and DoD 

Instruction 4715.16. The primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and 

cultural resources management tool that allows FAPH to achieve resource management goals, 

mission requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan 

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support. 

Two alternatives are analyzed in this EA, the Preferred Alternative and the No Action 

Alternative. Because implementation of the INRMP and ICRMP are regulatory requirements, 

FAPH did not consider additional alternatives.  

The Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) would involve the full implementation of the INRMP 

and ICRMP, as required by law. Under the No Action Alternative, the Army would not implement 

the INRMP and ICRMP, and management activities currently being conducted under previous 

versions of these plans would continue. The No Action Alternative is required under the Council 

of Environmental Quality regulations implementing the National Environmental Policy Act 

(NEPA), and serves as a baseline or benchmark to be compared with the Proposed Action and 

alternatives. 

No significant impacts are anticipated to result from implementing the Proposed Action at FAPH. 

Some minor adverse impacts to certain resource areas would be expected, but these impacts 

would be less than significant. Implementation of the Proposed Action would also have minor, 

beneficial impacts to the local economy and would have long-term, beneficial impacts to various 

resource areas. A summary of potential impacts of the Proposed Action and measures to 

minimize adverse impacts is provided in Table ES-1.  
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Based on the analysis contained herein, it is the conclusion of this EA that the Proposed Action, 

which is the Army’s Preferred Alternative, and No Action Alternative would not constitute a 

major federal action with significant impact on human health or the environment. A Finding of 

No Significant Impact for the Proposed Action may be signed to complete the process of 

analysis under the NEPA.  

Table ES-1. Summary of Potential Impacts and Measures to Minimize Impacts  

for Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

Resource Area 

Level of 

Anticipated 

Impact 

Summary of Potential Impacts and Measures to Minimize Impacts 
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Land Use  X  

No significant impacts to land use are anticipated as a result of the 

implementation of the Proposed Action. Projects proposed in the INRMP and 

ICRMP would not change land use on the Installation and would not result in 

any land use incompatibilities. Proposed natural resources management 

projects benefit current land use by maintaining safe recreational and training 

areas. 

Topography, 

Geology, and 

Soils 

 X  

No impacts to geology would be expected. No significant impacts to 

topography or soils would be anticipated. Minor short-term impacts to soils 

would result from natural and cultural resources management activities that 

involve ground disturbance. For these types of projects, however, site-

specific plans would be developed to minimize soil disturbance and erosion. 

Agricultural outleasing and vegetation management activities would result in 

long-term beneficial impacts to soils by promoting healthy, quality topsoil.  

Hydrology and 

Water Resources 
 X  

No significant impacts to hydrology and water resources would be expected 

as a result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. Individual projects 

would be evaluated for potential impacts. Site-specific plans would be 

developed and permits obtained if necessary to minimize the potential for 

nonpoint source pollutants impacting water resources.  

Biological 

Resources 
 X  

No significant impacts to biological resources would be anticipated as a 

result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. The objective of the 

INRMP is to preserve and protect the natural resources on the Installation 

while supporting the military mission. Although some minor, short-term 

adverse impacts would be expected as a result of some natural resources 

management activities, the long-term, beneficial impacts outweigh them by 

promoting the sustainment of a healthy ecosystem. The most notable minor, 

short-term impacts would be expected during prescribed burns, timber 

harvest, and pesticide application. However, implementing best management 

practices established in the INRMP and other guidance documents, such as 

the Integrated Pest Management Plan and Integrated Wildland Fire 

Management Plan, would limit those impacts. Additionally, these impacts 

would mostly be temporary. 
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Level of 
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Summary of Potential Impacts and Measures to Minimize Impacts 
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Cultural 

Resources 
 X  

No significant impacts to cultural resources are anticipated as a result of the 

implementation of the Proposed Action. The objective of the ICRMP is to 

protect and preserve the cultural resources on the Installation. All projects 

are evaluated for their potential effect on known cultural resources. If an 

unknown cultural resource is discovered on a project site, work ceases and 

the Installation’s Cultural Resources Manager is consulted. The Cultural 

Resources Manager coordinates with applicable state and federal agencies 

when necessary.  

Air Quality  X  

No significant impacts to air quality are expected. The Installation is in an 

attainment area for all criteria pollutants and its annual emissions are well 

below thresholds requiring additional permits. Minor, short-term impacts 

would be expected during certain natural and cultural resources 

management activities. Most activities’ emissions would be fugitive dust and 

vehicle and equipment exhaust. Pesticide application would result in minor, 

temporary impacts to air quality. Prescribed burns would be expected to 

contribute the greatest amount of air pollutants; however, those impacts 

would be temporary and compliance with best management practices within 

the Integrated Wildland Fire Management Plan would minimize impacts. 

Overall, impacts would be less than significant and would not contribute 

significant emissions to local or regional air quality.  

Noise  X  

No significant impacts would result from the noise generated by the 

Proposed Action. Noise associated with project vehicles and equipment 

would be consistent with noise already occurring on the Installation. Larger-

scale projects, such as prescribed burns, timber harvesting, or large-scale 

pesticide application, may generate noise above normal levels; however, 

those impacts would be temporary and most likely would occur during 

daylight hours when noise receptors are less sensitive.  

Visual 

Resources 
 X  

No significant impacts to visual resources would result from the 

implementation of the Proposed Action. Minor, short-term impacts would 

result from certain projects. Most notable would be the impacts from 

prescribed burns and timber harvest. However, given the temporary nature of 

the impacts and long-term benefits, the impacts are considered less than 

significant.  

Socioeconomics  X  

No significant impact to socioeconomics would be expected. The Proposed 

Action would not result in a permanent increase in population. Short-term, 

minor, beneficial impacts to the local economy may result from increased 

sales volumes during the duration of some proposed activities. Proposed 

timber harvest would also benefit the local economy, as a portion of the profit 

is given to Caroline County. No impacts would result in environmental 

injustice issues.  
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Level of 

Anticipated 
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Summary of Potential Impacts and Measures to Minimize Impacts 
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Transportation 

and Circulation 
 X  

No significant impacts to transportation and circulation are anticipated as a 

result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. The Installation’s road 

network is capable of handling the vehicle and equipment traffic associated 

with the proposed activities. Minor, short-term increase in traffic would occur 

during the implementation of certain projects, but these would not result in 

any significant impacts.  

Utilities  X  

No significant impacts to utilities are anticipated as a result of the 

implementation of the Proposed Action. The Installation’s utilities and 

infrastructure are capable of handling the demand associated with the 

proposed activities. The Proposed Action would not result in the creation of 

any new utilities on the Installation.  

Hazardous 

Materials and 

Wastes 

 X  

No significant impacts from the use of hazardous materials and waste are 

anticipated as a result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. The 

materials and waste associated with the proposed activities are consistent 

with the materials used and wastes generated currently by the Installation. All 

handling, storage, transportation, and disposal of hazardous materials and 

waste would comply with applicable local, state, and federal laws and 

regulations. The Installation maintains an Installation-wide Spill Response 

Plan that would be implemented in the event of an accidental release.  

Health and 

Human Safety 
 X  

No significant impacts to human health and safety are anticipated as a result 

of the implementation of the Proposed Action. Emergency services and 

medical facilities on and around the Installation are capable of responding to 

any issues arising from the proposed activities. All personnel would be 

required to comply with applicable health and safety regulations. No impacts 

would result in disproportionately effects on children.  
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1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED 

1.1 Introduction 

Fort A.P. Hill (FAPH or the Installation), is a military installation encompassing more than 76,000 

acres of land between the Towns of Bowling Green and Port Royal, Caroline County, Virginia 

(Figure 1-1). The Installation is approximately 70 miles south of Washington, District of 

Columbia, and 35 miles north of the state capitol, Richmond, Virginia. United States (U.S.) 

Route 301 bisects the Installation and provides the main thoroughfare between Bowling Green 

and Port Royal.  

FAPH was established as an Army training facility in 1941. The Installation’s mission, as a 

Regional Training Center, is to provide realistic joint and combined arms training in support of 

America’s Defense Forces. FAPH serves as a training and maneuver center for active and 

reserve troops of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marines. Several Government agencies, such 

as the Departments of State and Interior; U.S. Customs; and federal, state, and local law 

enforcement and security agencies also train at FAPH. The Installation has also hosted foreign 

ally training. FAPH is the largest military installation in Virginia and sixth largest military 

installation on the East Coast and is used for training year round (FAPH 2015). 

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires all federal agencies to give appropriate 

consideration to potential environmental effects of proposed major actions in planning and 

decision making, as further explained in Section 1.3. In accordance with the NEPA, FAPH is 

completing this Environmental Assessment (EA) to evaluate the potential environmental impacts 

of implementing the Installation’s Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) 

2016-2020 and Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) 2013-2018. The 

INRMP and ICRMP evaluated in this EA replace FAPH’s previous versions of the documents. 

The INRMP and ICRMP were developed to guide management of the Installation’s natural and 

cultural resources, consistent with the Installation’s commitment to sustaining and conserving 

these resources, while ensuring the Installation’s continued ability to support its military mission. 

These plans are reviewed annually and updated every five years, if necessary.  

1.2 Purpose and Need for Action 

The Army Strategy for the Environment is designed to strengthen the Army today and into the 

future by establishing a long-range vision for a sustainable Army as well as the goals upon 

which the Army’s vision is based. This strategy transitions the Army’s compliance-based 

environmental program to a mission-oriented approach based on the principles of sustainability. 

A sustainable Army simultaneously meets current as well as future mission requirements 

worldwide, safeguards human health, improves quality of life, and enhances the natural 

environment (Department of the Army [DA] 2004). Multiple laws, regulations, Executive Orders 

(EOs), and presidential goals define environmental management requirements that the Army 

must meet.   
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Figure 1-1. Regional Location Map 
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The following sections describe the regulatory drivers behind the Army’s natural and cultural 

resources management responsibilities. 

1.2.1 Purpose 

FAPH is responsible for the stewardship of the natural and cultural resources within the 

Installation’s boundaries. Federal and Army regulations mandate the development and 

implementation of INRMPs and ICRMPs. The INRMP and ICRMP are designed to provide 

FAPH staff with procedures and guidance to facilitate integration of natural and cultural resource 

management responsibilities into the Installation’s broader military mission.  

INRMP 

Preparation and implementation of the INRMP is required by the Sikes Act (16 United States 

Code [U.S.C.] Section 670a, et seq.) as amended, Department of Defense (DoD) Instruction 

4715.03, Natural Resources Conservation Program, and Army Regulation (AR) 200-1, 

Environmental Protection and Enhancement. Additionally, the INRMP must be consistent with 

various guidance memoranda and policies issued by the DoD, including the INRMP 

Implementation Manual dated 25 November 2013 and all supporting guidance incorporated 

therein.  

The purpose of implementing the INRMP is to outline conservation and management efforts for 

FAPH natural resources, including threatened and endangered species, and aid in ensuring 

compliance with applicable laws and regulations. The INRMP addresses integration with 

existing Army and other federal management program initiatives, including the Sustainable 

Range Program and its Integrated Training Area Management (ITAM) component, and the Army 

Compatible Use Buffer (ACUB) Program. It provides a summary of the Installation’s history, 

current, and future mission; identifies baseline conditions and current and future management 

activities; integrates management strategies with other Installation processes and activities 

across a variety of program areas; describes roles and responsibilities of responsible and/or 

interested parties; and identifies staffing and funding requirements necessary to implement the 

projects identified and scheduled within the INRMP. 

ICRMP 

Preparation and implementation of the ICRMP is required by AR 200-1 and DoD Instruction 

4715.16. These regulations and instructions incorporate many resource-specific regulations, 

laws, and policies that pertain to cultural resource management, including the National Historic 

Preservation Act of 1966, which is of particular significance as it establishes stewardship 

responsibilities of federal agencies for historic properties owned or controlled by the federal 

Government. 

The purpose of implementing the ICRMP is to provide FAPH with an internal compliance and 

management plan and provide information, guidance, and standard operating procedures to 

keep FAPH in compliance with applicable cultural resources laws, regulations, and guidance 
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issued by the federal Government, the Commonwealth of Virginia, and the DA. The ICRMP 

allows FAPH staff to incorporate cultural resource management responsibilities into the 

Installation’s broader military mission. It provides a summary of the Installation’s mission and 

history; provides cultural resources context for the Installation; provides inventory and 

evaluation of known archaeological and architectural resources on the Installation; identifies 

future undertakings and the process for inventorying unsurveyed portions of the Installation; and 

identifies standard operating procedures for internal Installation coordination and external 

consultation for actions that may affect cultural resources. 

1.2.2 Need 

The need for the Proposed Action is to ensure natural and cultural resource management 

compliance while reaching training goals; to provide Soldiers with updated facilities and realistic 

training areas, which are needed to ensure attainment and maintenance of a full readiness 

posture; and to meet DA mission essential requirements. Without proper management, natural 

and cultural resources may be negatively affected, which could subsequently impact the 

Installation’s military training mission.  

1.3 Regulatory Framework 

Congress enacted the NEPA in 1969 with accompanying regulations requiring federal agencies 

to consider potential impacts before taking actions that may impact the environment. The 

process is designed to provide the decision maker with an overview of the major environmental 

resources that may be affected, the interrelationship of these resources, and potential impacts 

to the human environment. The NEPA process is not intended to fulfill the specific requirements 

of other environmental statutes and regulations. The NEPA process: 

 Helps to identify potential alternatives to the Proposed Action;  

 Integrates other environmental processes; 

 Summarizes technical information; 

 Documents impact analyses and decisions; 

 Interprets technical information for the decision maker and the public; and  

 Assists the decision maker in selecting a preferred action.  

NEPA is intended to be incorporated into the early stages of the decision-making process to 

ensure that planning and decisions consider environmental values. The NEPA process enables 

the Army and stakeholders to gain a better appreciation of each other's needs and fosters a 

decision-making process that helps avoid unexpected confrontations in the future. In addition, 

NEPA compliance provides for ongoing evaluation of environmental effects for actions that will 

continue over time.  

The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), which was established as part of NEPA, 

coordinates federal environmental efforts and works closely with other White House offices in 

the development of environmental policies and initiatives. In 2012, the CEQ issued what is 

commonly referred to as the NEPA Efficiency Guidance. This guidance encourages federal 
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agencies to provide the best use of agency resources in ensuring a timely, effective, and 

efficient NEPA review by creating concise documents, conducting early scoping, incorporating 

NEPA into the project planning process, and taking advantage of existing documents and 

studies through adoption, incorporation by reference, or tiering from programmatic documents. 

As such, this EA incorporates by reference the draft INRMP, final ICRMP, and the EAs that 

were prepared for implementation of the Installation’s previous INRMP and ICRMP.  

In addition to NEPA, this EA has been prepared in compliance with two DA regulations that 

provide guidance for environmental analyses: 

 Title 32 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 651, Environmental Analysis of Army 

Actions, dated 29 March 2002, is designed to provide policy, responsibilities, and 

procedures for integrating environmental considerations into Army planning and decision 

making. It establishes criteria for determining which of five review categories apply to a 

particular action, and therefore what type of environmental document should be 

prepared. If the Proposed Action is not covered adequately in any existing EA, 

Programmatic EA, or Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and cannot be categorically 

excluded from NEPA analysis, then a separate NEPA analysis must be completed prior 

to the commitment of resources (personnel, funding, or equipment) to the Proposed 

Action; and 

 AR 200-1, Environmental Protection and Enhancement, dated December 2007, 

describes DA responsibilities, policies, and procedures to preserve, protect, and restore 

the quality of the environment. The regulation incorporates a wide range of applicable 

statutory and regulatory requirements. 

1.4 Use of this Environmental Assessment 

This EA analyzes and documents the potential for environmental impacts associated with the 

implementation of FAPH’s INRMP and ICRMP, relative to the No Action Alternative. FAPH will 

use this EA to determine whether a Finding of No Significant Impact (FNSI) is appropriate or if a 

Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS should be issued. 

1.5 Public Participation Opportunities 

In keeping with established Army policy to provide a transparent and open decision-making 

process, FAPH will make this EA and draft decision document available to applicable federal 

and local agencies, stakeholders, and the general public for review and comment. Agency 

coordination letters and responses received from agencies and the public are included in 

Appendix B.A Notice of Availability will be published in the Caroline Progress and Free Lance-

Star newspapers, and a copy of the EA will be made available on the internet at 

http://www.aphill.army.mil/ea.asp and at the following libraries: 
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Caroline County Public Library 

Bowling Green Branch 

17202 Richmond Turnpike 

Milford, Virginia 22514 

Caroline County Public Library 

Port Royal Branch 

419 King Street 

Port Royal, Virginia 22535 

Comments must be postmarked within 30 days of the publishing date of the Notice of 

Availability to be considered as part of the NEPA process. Comments should be submitted to:  

Fort A.P. Hill 

Environmental and Natural Resources Division 

Attn: NEPA Coordinator 

19952 North Range Road, Building 1220 

Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia 22427 

Email: usarmy.aphill.imcom-northeast.mail.ernd@mail.mil 

A final decision document in the form of a FNSI or a Notice of Intent to complete an EIS will be 

issued following completion of the 30-day review period and will address comments received 

under this NEPA process. 

 

  



EA for Implementation of INRMP and ICRMP  
at Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia 

January 2016 

 

  7  

 

2.0 DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 

2.1 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action analyzed in this EA is the implementation of the FAPH INRMP and 

ICRMP. These plans reflect FAPH’s commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance the 

Installation’s natural and cultural resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic 

military training. The primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and 

cultural resources management tool that allows FAPH to achieve resource management goals, 

mission requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan 

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.  

2.1.1 INRMP  

The FAPH natural resources program conserves and protects biodiversity using an ecosystem 

management approach. Baseline surveys of the Installation’s resource types have been 

completed to characterize and assess their status. The goals of the program are to support the 

military mission by providing sustainable and viable lands for training, protecting natural 

resources by practicing ecosystem management, ensuring FAPH lands and resources 

accommodate multiple uses, and maintaining compliance with federal, state, and local laws and 

regulations.  

The ecosystem approach supports the FAPH military mission and involves setting management 

goals and objectives that are consistent with established conservation initiatives. All proposed 

actions on the Installation are reviewed to evaluate potential impacts and management activities 

are integrated in a way that promotes consideration of ecosystem integrity. Several chapters of 

the INRMP constitute a Component Plan for a particular natural resources related program 

area. Each Component Plan identifies how it supports the overall goals and objectives of the 

INRMP in accordance with all applicable statutory and regulatory authorities, an operational 

description, actions, and projects required to meet the intent of this INRMP, and approximate 

timeframes for implementation. Component Plans within the INRMP include:   

 Forest Resources Management; 

 Fish and Wildlife Management; 

 Endangered Species Management; 

 Invasive Species Management; 

 Agricultural Outlease Management; 

 Watershed Management; 

 Grounds Maintenance;  

 ITAM; and 

 Outdoor Recreation Management. 

A full description of each of these categories can be found in the draft INRMP, which is hereby 

incorporated by reference.  
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2.1.2 ICRMP  

FAPH maintains a proactive program for the research, documentation, and preservation of 

cultural resources ranging from 19th-century home sites to evidence of activity dating back to 

8,000 B.C. The goal of the ICRMP for FAPH is to integrate and coordinate the effective 

stewardship of cultural resources with the ongoing demands of military training, testing, and 

infrastructure operations and maintenance. The ICRMP provides cultural resources 

management information and procedures for project coordination, planning, and compliance to 

meet FAPH’s requirements for operations and training. Integrating the ICRMP with other 

Installation-wide planning documents such as the Real Property Master Plan (RPMP), Range 

Complex Master Plan, and INRMP will ensure compliance with cultural resources laws and 

regulations early in project development, reduce the potential for delays, and provide for the 

greatest possible protection and preservation of cultural and historic resources. The ICRMP also 

provides the basis for a Programmatic Agreement with the Virginia Department of Historic 

Resources. 

2.2 Preferred Alternative 

The Army’s Preferred Alternative includes the full implementation of the Proposed Action as 

described in Section 2.1. This alternative would implement the INRMP and ICRMP, meet 

regulatory requirements, and provide information, guidance, and standard operating procedures 

to FAPH staff to ensure the successful management and protection of the Installation’s natural 

and cultural resources while meeting the military mission of FAPH. 

2.3 No Action Alternative  

The No Action Alternative is required under CEQ regulations implementing NEPA and serves as 

a baseline or benchmark used to compare with the Proposed Action and alternatives. Under the 

No Action Alternative, FAPH would not implement the INRMP and ICRMP. Management 

activities currently being conducted under previous versions of these plans would continue, and 

the revised management strategies and mitigation included in the updated plans would not be 

implemented.  

2.4 Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further Analysis 

In addition to the Proposed Action and No Action Alternative, an EA should identify any 

alternatives eliminated from detailed analysis during the planning process. Because 

implementation of the INRMP and ICRMP are regulatory requirements, FAPH only considered 

the Preferred Alternative and the No Action Alternative during the NEPA process. No other 

alternatives are analyzed in this EA. 
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3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

This section describes conditions of, and possible impacts to, environmental resources 

potentially affected by the Proposed Action and alternatives. The description of existing 

conditions provides a baseline understanding of the resources from which any environmental 

changes that may result due to the implementation of an alternative can be identified and 

evaluated. Following the existing conditions, potential changes or impacts to the resources are 

described as environmental consequences. As stated in CEQ regulations, 40 CFR 1508.14, the 

“human environment potentially affected” is interpreted comprehensively to include the natural 

and physical resources and the relationship of people with those resources. The term 

“environment” as used in this EA encompasses all aspects of the physical, biological, social, 

and cultural surroundings. In compliance with the NEPA and CEQ regulations, the description of 

the affected environment focuses only on those aspects potentially subject to impacts. Finally, 

cumulative impacts are addressed, defined by CEQ regulations 40 CFR 1500-1508 as those 

impacts attributable to the Proposed Action combined with other past, present, or reasonably 

foreseeable future impacts regardless of the source. 

3.1 Land Use 

3.1.1 Affected Environment 

FAPH is a military installation in the northeastern portion of Caroline County, Virginia. Caroline 

County is one of the larger counties within the Commonwealth of Virginia, encompassing 

approximately 549 square miles. FAPH is situated on nearly 76,000 acres, making up 

approximately 22 percent of the County’s land area. A small portion of FAPH is located within 

Essex County. Outside the Installation boundaries, Caroline and Essex counties are comprised 

mostly of rural areas and agricultural land. The Installation is situated between the Towns of 

Bowling Green and Port Royal and is bisected by U.S. Route 301, which is the main 

thoroughfare between the two towns.  

The majority of the Installation is undeveloped. Installation land use is guided by the RPMP, 

which categorizes FAPH’s land use into seven areas: airfield, community, industrial, 

professional/institutional, residential, ranges and training, and troop (FAPH 2013a). FAPH has 

30 training and maneuver areas; 24 of them are north of Route 301. Additionally, the 

cantonment area and housing area are on the northern side of the Installation. The range and 

impact areas and the airfield are south of Route 301. Land use and development for Caroline 

County is guided by the County’s Comprehensive Plan, which includes specific guidance for the 

Towns of Bowling Green and Port Royal.  

FAPH was established as an Army training facility in 1941. It is one of the largest military 

installations on the East Coast and is used for training year round. The Installation has more 

than 44,000 acres of maneuver training lands, suited for light and medium mechanized infantry, 

special forces, aviation, combat support, and combat service activities. Water-based training 

activities, including aquatic bridge training, are conducted at White’s Lake and at a 24.7-acre 

leased site located north of the Installation boundary along the Rappahannock River. The 
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27,000-acre live-fire range complex provides facilities for small arms, machine gun, mortar, anti-

tank, grenade, artillery, and explosives testing and training. Additional testing and training may 

also be conducted on the live-fire range complex. However, all live-fire testing and training is 

done exclusively at the complex.  

3.1.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

Implementation of the Preferred Alternative is not anticipated to result in significant direct or 

indirect impacts to land use on the Installation, and land use would not be changed by any 

projects or management activities proposed in the INRMP and ICRMP. No land use 

incompatibilities would result from the implementation of the Preferred Alternative. Proposed 

management of the FAPH’s natural resources benefit the operations and training activities on 

the Installation by providing training areas and safe outdoor recreation. Implementation of the 

INRMP supports the historic strong ties to the area communities that use the Installation for 

recreational purposes, such as hunting, fishing, canoeing/kayaking, and bicycling.  

The Installation also implements an ACUB Program, which preserves undeveloped private 

lands around the Installation for willing land owners. The goal of FAPH’s ACUB Program is to 

permanently protect approximately 30,000 acres of undeveloped land in proximity to FAPH to 

ensure minimal encroachment on FAPH’s operational readiness.  

No Action Alternative 

No significant impacts to land use are anticipated under the No Action Alternative. Minor, 

adverse impacts may result, however, due to continued management of resources using the 

previous versions of the INRMP and ICRMP, as management practices would become 

inefficient and outdated over time. Without proper management, certain land uses may be 

compromised and could negatively impact training, and subsequently impact FAPH’s military 

mission.  

Cumulative Impacts 

The Installation’s RPMP guides land use and development on FAPH. There is minimal 

development proposed in the RPMP for the next five years. The Caroline County 

Comprehensive Plan (County Plan) guides land use and development in surrounding 

communities. The Town of Bowling Green also has a Comprehensive Plan (Town Plan) which 

guides development within the Town limits. The County Plan is available to the public at 

http://www.co.caroline.va.us and the Town Plan is available at http://www.townofbowling 

green.com. The County and Town plans are reviewed and updated periodically to account for 

growth and change within the respective communities. These documents and cooperative 

programs minimize the potential for adverse impacts to land use on and surrounding FAPH.  

The County Plan identifies specific growth areas within Caroline County. Most proposed growth 

in the county is along the Interstate 95 (I-95) corridor, which is 6 miles or more west of the 

http://www.co.caroline.va.us/
http://www.townofbowling/
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Installation’s boundaries. Both the County and Town plans identify planned development in the 

Bowling Green area, most of which is low-density residential. Some proposed commercial 

development is identified within the existing commercial area in downtown Bowling Green and 

along Route 301 between Bowling Green and the main entrance of Fort A.P. Hill. The 

development along Route 301 was identified in the County Plan specifically to support predicted 

growth at FAPH. 

Additionally, FAPH is working with the Towns of Bowling Green and Port Royal and the counties 

of Caroline, Essex, King George, and Spotsylvania to develop a Joint Land Use Study (JLUS). 

The JLUS will evaluate proposed land use, development, and related policies and identify 

potential impacts to FAPH’s mission and operations, along with impacts to the surrounding 

communities. The goal of the JLUS is to encourage compatible growth and sustained 

collaborative planning that fosters mutual positive growth on and around the Installation. More 

information about the JLUS can be found at http://www.visitcaroline.com/fortaphilljlus.html. 

Given the ongoing collaborative efforts between FAPH and surrounding communities, no 

significant cumulative impacts would be anticipated as a result of the implementation of the 

INRMP and ICRMP, even when combined with proposed growth on and surrounding FAPH.  

3.2 Topography, Geology, and Soils 

3.2.1 Affected Environment 

Topography  

The Installation lies within the Atlantic Coastal Plain physiographic province. It is located just 

east of the fall line, and therefore displays characteristics of both the Piedmont and Coastal 

Plain regions (FAPH 2015). The topography of the Installation varies from relatively flat in the 

southern portion, moderately rolling in the northern portion, and fairly steep in some central 

locations. Elevations on FAPH range from approximately 10 feet (ft) above mean sea level 

(amsl) to about 255 ft amsl. Most of the Installation is above 100 ft amsl. The northern two-thirds 

of the Installation drain northward to the Rappahannock River, and the southern one-third drains 

south-southeasterly to the Mattaponi River; both eventually feed into the Chesapeake Bay 

(FAPH 2015). 

Geology  

The Atlantic Coastal Plain is underlain by a seaward-thickening wedge of regionally extensive, 

eastward-dipping strata of unconsolidated to partly consolidated marine and fluvial sediments of 

Cretaceous, Tertiary, and Quaternary age that unconformably overlie a basement of 

consolidated bedrock (U.S. Geological Survey 2006). The sediments are primarily composed of 

unconsolidated gravels, sands, silt, and clay, with variable amounts of shells. Available data 

estimate the thickness of these sediments to be greater than 450 ft and the depth to bedrock 

greater than 400 ft (U.S. Geological Survey 2006). FAPH is located above the Taylorsville 

Basin, a Mesozoic-era basin that extends from the offshore Atlantic continental margin 

http://www.visitcaroline.com/fortaphilljlus.html
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westward beneath the Coastal Plain to the Blue Ridge Mountains. The basin is suspected of 

containing significant amounts of natural gas resources and is currently experiencing 

exploration by industry (FAPH 2015b). FAPH restricts any gas and oil drilling on the Installation, 

due to its incompatibility with the military mission/training (FAPH 2013a). The FAPH ENRD Oil 

and Gas Resources Management Plan, completed in 2015, provides management guidance for 

oil and gas resources.  

Soils  

Soil survey data for the Installation identify numerous unique soil series at FAPH. Most soils at 

FAPH are categorized as upland soils, which are mostly well-drained sandy soils that develop 

on sandy, clayey, and loamy Coastal Plain sediments. These soils have high permeability and 

low shrink-swell potential and are susceptible to moderate to severe erosion. Representative 

upland soils at FAPH include the Kempsville-Emporia and Slagle-Kempsville complexes (USDA 

2015). 

3.2.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

No significant impacts to topography or soils are anticipated to occur as a result of implementing 

the Proposed Action. No impacts to geology are expected.  

Minor short-term soil disturbance would be expected during certain natural resources 

management activities, such as prescribed burns, timber harvests, grounds maintenance, 

vegetation management, and invasive species removal. However, these disturbances would be 

less than significant. To minimize impacts to soils, a site-specific Stormwater Pollution 

Prevention Plan and a Virginia Stormwater Management Program permit would be obtained for 

individual projects within the INRMP and ICRMP that involve land disturbance of more than 

1 acre. For regulated land-disturbing activities greater than 2,500 square feet (sf) and less than 

1 acre, an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan and Stormwater Management Plan is required, 

but a permit is not. For land disturbances less than 2,500 sf, appropriate BMPs are selected and 

implemented to minimize soil impacts. Larger-scale projects, such as timber harvesting and 

prescribed burns, would be expected to have the most impact; however, when conducted in 

compliance with the INRMP, the impacts would be minimized. Additionally, FAPH implements 

best management practices (BMPs) from the Virginia Department of Forestry’s BMP Handbook 

to ensure water quality standards are maintained during and following all forest management 

activities. Agricultural outleasing and vegetation management would be expected to result in 

long-term beneficial impacts to soils, as they promote appropriate vegetative cover and reduce 

soil erosion, which can indirectly improve the quality of soils. Additionally, the ITAM program 

would also result in minor, short-term impacts to soils, but would have long-term, beneficial 

impacts on soil conservation, as the objective of the Land Rehabilitation and Maintenance 

component of the ITAM is to repair and maintain disturbed training lands.  
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Minor, short-term impacts would also result from resource identification projects proposed in the 

ICRMP. Ground-disturbing activities associated with archaeological surveys, such as excavation 

or intentional site burial, would be expected to be less than significant and would be temporary 

in nature. Soils at archaeological project sites are mostly returned to their presurvey state at the 

conclusion of the survey. Furthermore, the ICRMP identifies the future use of light distancing 

and ranging technology, which would minimize soil disruption during surveys by using a non-

ground-disturbing method to identify areas with archaeological resources.  

No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would not result in any significant impacts to topography, geology, or 

soils. FAPH would continue to manage natural and cultural resources under the previous 

versions of the INRMP and ICRMP. No impacts to geology would be expected and no new 

impacts to topography or soils would be anticipated.  

Cumulative Impacts 

Other projects proposed for FAPH would require project-specific BMPs, including stormwater 

control and erosion control measures that would limit the amount of soil disturbance and 

erosion. Therefore, no significant cumulative impacts to FAPH’s topography, geology and soils 

would be expected. Implementation of the Proposed Action when combined with development 

outside FAPH is not expected to result in cumulative impacts to regional topography, geology, 

or soils. Although FAPH restricts oil and gas drilling activities on the Installation, private industry 

exploration on properties surrounding the Installation may occur in the future. The Installation 

has prepared an Oil and Gas Management Plan that addresses the implications of potential, 

future exploratory digging around the Installation. There are no cumulative impacts expected 

from this potential exploration based on current data. However, future INRMP reviews should 

reevaluate exploratory drilling as more is approved for surrounding properties.  

3.3 Hydrology and Water Resources 

3.3.1 Affected Environment 

Floodplains 

The designated frequency for floodplain identification used by the Federal Emergency 

Management Agency (FEMA) is the 100-year flood. The 100-year floodplain is an area that has 

a 100 percent chance of flooding at least once within 100 years or a 1 percent chance of 

flooding per year. Floodplains occur throughout the Installation. EO 11988 requires federal 

agencies to avoid to the extent possible the long- and short-term adverse impacts associated 

with the occupancy and modification of floodplains and to avoid direct and indirect support of 

floodplain development wherever there is a practicable alternative. 
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Groundwater 

The regional hydrogeologic framework of the Coastal Plain consists of eight confined aquifers, 

eight major confining units, and an uppermost water table aquifer. Coastal Plain groundwater is 

mainly recharged by precipitation infiltration and percolation to the water table. Water quality 

and permeability varies throughout the range of the Coastal Plain. Most unconfined groundwater 

flows relatively short distances and discharges to nearby streams; however, a small amount 

flows downward to recharge the deeper confined aquifers. Most groundwater flows laterally 

through the unconfined and confined aquifers, but some vertical flow also occurs.  

The sole source of potable water at FAPH is the groundwater below the Installation. There are 

four aquifers in the FAPH area: the Yorktown-Eastover Aquifer, the Chickahominy-Piney Point 

Aquifer, the Aquia Aquifer, and the Middle Potomac Aquifer. FAPH pumps its water from the 

Middle Potomac Aquifer. This aquifer produces moderate to large quantities of high-quality fresh 

water. The average seasonal depth to groundwater in representative upland soils is greater than 

six feet (FAPH 2015). 

Surface Water 

There are numerous impoundments and ponds totaling approximately 798 acres at FAPH 

(Fisher 2014).The largest surface water features at FAPH include Travis Lake, Bowies Pond, 

Buzzards Roost Pond, Beaverdam Pond, Maxey Gregg Pond, Delos Lake, Smoots Pond, and 

White’s Lake. Water quality within the lakes and ponds is typical of shallow lakes and ponds 

within the Coastal Plain, exhibiting slightly acidic, tannin-stained water with low buffering 

capacity (FAPH 2015).  

FAPH is located within the Chesapeake Bay watershed. The Chesapeake Bay watershed spans 

six states and more than 64,000 square miles, all draining into the Chesapeake Bay and its 

rivers. The watershed is made of many smaller subwatersheds, which are further divided into 

smaller watersheds. FAPH is split between the Rappahannock Watershed and the Mattaponi 

Watershed, which are both subwatersheds of the Chesapeake Bay watershed. The northern 

two-thirds of the Installation are within the Rappahannock watershed and drain northward to the 

Rappahannock River, and the southern one-third of the Installation is within the Mattaponi 

watershed and drains south-southeasterly to the Mattaponi River. Both eventually feed into the 

Chesapeake Bay (FAPH 2015).  

Several streams are located on FAPH, totalling approximately 560 miles. Headwaters of these 

onsite streams are formed by shallow aquifer groundwater discharges, which commonly create 

wetland areas locally referred to as seepage swamps (FAPH 2015). Wetlands occuring on 

FAPH are discussed in Section 3.4, Biological Resources. FAPH has developed a Watershed 

Management Plan (WMP), which provides guidance for the protection and management of 

surface water and groundwater resources.  
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Coastal Zone 

The federal Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) of 1972 (Title 16 U.S.C. 1451, et seq.) 

provides management of the nation’s coastal resources and balances economic development 

with environmental conservation by preserving, protecting, developing, and where possible 

restoring or enhancing the nation’s coastal zone. CZMA provisions facilitated the development 

of the federally approved Virginia Coastal Zone Management Program (CZMP) in 1986. The 

Virginia CZMP is administered by the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (VDEQ), 

which enforces laws, regulations, and policies that protect coastal resources. Virginia’s coastal 

zone encompasses 29 percent of the Commonwealth’s land, including 29 counties, 17 cities, 

and 42 incorporated towns (VDEQ 2014). All of Caroline County, including FAPH, is within 

Virginia’s coastal zone and is subject to the CZMP regulations. Federal actions that have 

reasonably foreseeable effects on any land or water use, or natural resource of the coastal 

zone, must be consistent with the enforceable policies of a coastal state’s federally approved 

coastal management program before they can occur; a Coastal Zone Consistency 

Determination for the Proposed Action is therefore provided in Appendix A. 

3.3.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

The Preferred Alternative would not be expected to result in any significant impacts to water 

resources. Regulated land-disturbing activities will obtain and implement the appropriate permits 

and plans, and nonregulated activities such as forestry management, will be conducted in 

accordance with applicable, approved management plans, technical guidance, and industry-

specific BMPs. Certain vegetation and forestry management activities may result in minor, 

short-term impacts to water quality as a result of vegetation cover loss. However, these impacts 

would be temporary and impacts are anticipated to be less than significant. Nonpoint source 

pollution would be minimized as a result of the implementation of the Proposed Action through 

use of BMPs and compliance with applicable management plans and permits. No new point 

sources of pollution would result from the implementation of the Preferred Alternative.  

No Action Alternative  

There would be no impacts to hydrology or water resources under the No Action Alternative. 

FAPH would continue to manage natural and cultural resources under the previous versions of 

the INRMP and ICRMP. 

Cumulative Impacts 

No significant adverse cumulative impacts to water resources are anticipated to occur as a 

result of the Proposed Action. The potential exists for short-term surface water quality changes 

during natural and cultural resources management activities, and this could combine with other 

impacts to surface water quality on or around the Installation. Given the short duration of the 

added impact during these activities, it is unlikely to result in any lasting damage to existing 



EA for Implementation of INRMP and ICRMP  
at Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia 

January 2016 

 

  16  

 

water resources. Ongoing collaborative water conservation efforts and use of environmentally 

sound, water-saving technologies would also minimize potential adverse impacts to the 

groundwater supply. Cumulative adverse impacts to water resources are expected to be less 

than significant. 

All activities occurring on FAPH with the potential to impact water quality and other watershed 

resources have been assessed in the Installation’s WMP. FAPH carefully considers all activities 

proposed for use on the Installation to identify potential stressors, allowing FAPH to implement 

adequate land use controls and BMPs to eliminate or limit impacts to the watershed. The WMP 

is updated on a regular basis. When carried out in accordance with the WMP and other 

management plans such as the INRMP, cumulative impacts to water resources are expected to 

be less than significant, even when combined with other activities occurring on and off the 

Installation. 

3.4 Biological Resources 

3.4.1 Affected Environment 

Vegetation 

The majority of FAPH is undeveloped land with forested area comprising approximately 

85 percent of the Installation. The forests are generally classified into three types: southern 

yellow pines, mixed hardwoods, and mixed pine-hardwoods. Typical species of trees on FAPH 

include loblolly pine (Pinus taeda), Virginia pine (P. virginiana), yellow poplar (Liriodendron 

tulipifera), oaks (Quercus spp.), and hickories (Carya spp.). Grassland vegetation represents 

approximately 6 percent of the Installation. Grasslands include native grass, shrub, and seedling 

trees; fire-maintained grasslands; cultivated pastures and fields; and manicured landscape 

(FAPH 2015).  

Wildlife 

Numerous biological surveys have been conducted at FAPH, identifying approximately 350 fish 

and wildlife species. Common mammal species include white-tail deer (Odocoileus virginiana), 

opossum (Didelphis virginiana), striped skunk (Mephitis mephitis), muskrat (Ondatra zibethica), 

woodchuck (Marrnota monax), raccoon (Procyon lotor), eastern mole (Scalopus aquaticus), 

eastern gray squirrel (Sciurus carolinensis), cottontail rabbit (Sylvilagus floridanus), gray fox 

(Urocyon cinereoargenteus), and red fox (Vulpes fulva). Common reptile and amphibian species 

expected to occur at FAPH include northern copperhead (Agkistrodon contortrix mokasen), 

northern black racer (Coluber constrictor constrictor), eastern kingsnake (Lampropeltis getulus), 

eastern garter snake (Thamnophis sirtalis), eastern box turtle (Terrapene carolina), snapping 

turtle (Chelydra serpentina), spotted salamander (Ambystoma maculaturn), red-spotted newt 

(Notophtalmus viridescens), American toad (Bufo arnericanus), spring peeper (Pseudacris 

crucifer), and bullfrog (Rana catesbieana) (FAPH 2015).  
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Common bird species on FAPH include red-tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis), great-horned owl 

(Bubo virginianus), American goldfinch (Carduelis tristis), downy woodpecker (Picoides 

pubescens), Eastern wood-pewee (Contopus virens), American crow (Corvus brachyrhynchos), 

red-eyed vireo (Vireo olivaceus), yellow warbler (Dendroica petechia), gray catbird (Dumetella 

carolinensis), ovenbird (Seiurus aurocapilla), wood thrush (Hylocichla mustelina), wild turkey 

(Meleagris gallopavo), mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), song sparrow (Melospiza melodia), 

northern mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos), Carolina chickadee (Poecile carolinensis), white-

breasted nuthatch (Sitta carolinensis), Carolina wren (Thryothorus ludovicianus), and eastern 

kingbird (Tyrannus tyrannus) (FAPH 2015).  

The DoD, in cooperation with Partners-in-Flight (PIF), prepared a Strategic Plan for the 

conservation and management of migratory and resident landbirds and their habitats on DoD 

lands (DoD PIF 2002). Initially, the focus on bird species of conservation concern was on 

species that breed in temperate North America and winter in the tropics (neotropical migrants) 

that were declining. Habitat loss, degradation, and fragmentation of the temperate breeding and 

tropical wintering grounds are likely the major reasons for these declines (Flather and Sauer 

1996, Sherry and Holmes 1996), as well as the loss of important stopover habitat used during 

migration (Moore et al. 1993). In response to declines in bird populations, EO 13186, 

Responsibilities of Federal Agencies to Protect Migratory Birds, was issued on 10 January 

2001. This EO requires federal agencies to evaluate the effects of their actions and plans on 

migratory bird species of concern. Species of concern are those identified in 1) Migratory 

Nongame Birds of Management Concern in the United States (USFWS 1995); 2) priority 

species identified by established plans such as those prepared by PIF; and 3) listed species in 

50 CFR 17.11. The focus on these species of concern was expanded to include all landbirds 

breeding in the continental United States (DoD PIF 2005) as well as some aquatic bird species. 

In addition to the Strategic Plan (DoD PIF 2002), lists of bird species of conservation concern 

were prepared by conservation region. FAPH is in DoD PIF Conservation Region 27 (DoD PIF 

2014).  

Special Status Species 

The federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) protects federally listed animal and plant species 

and their critical habitats. The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) maintains a 

listing of species that are considered threatened, endangered, proposed, or candidates under 

the ESA. An endangered species is defined as any species in danger of extinction throughout 

all or a significant portion of its range. A threatened species is defined as any species likely to 

become an endangered species in the foreseeable future. Candidate species are those that the 

USFWS has enough information on file to propose listing as threatened or endangered, but 

whose listing has been precluded by other agency priorities. Although federal agencies are not 

required by the ESA to consider candidate species, AR 200-1 requires the Army to consider 

candidate species in all actions that may affect them.  

The INRMP for FAPH lists six special status species known to occur on FAPH. For purposes of 

this EA, special status species include federally or state threatened species. Special status 
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species known to occur on FAPH include: swamp pink (Helonias bullata), a federally listed 

threatened and state listed endangered species; small whorled pogonia (Isotria medeoloides), a 

federally listed threatened and state listed endangered species; American ginseng (Panax 

quinquefolius), a state listed threatened species; New Jersey rush (Juncus caesariensis), a 

state listed threatened and federally listed species of concern; Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), a 

federally listed endangered species, and northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis), a 

federally listed threatened species. Although not currently recorded on the Installation, the 

Bachman’s sparrow (Peucaea aestivalis), a state listed threatened species, has historically 

been recorded. Additionally, the Rappahannock Spring amphipod (Stygobromus foliatus), a 

federal species of concern, occurs on the Installation (FAPH 2015).  

The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act provides federal protection to bald eagles 

(Haliaeetus leucocephalus) and golden eagles (Aquila chrysaetos), including their parts, nests, 

or eggs. Bald eagles do occur on FAPH, and a historical high of 11 active bald eagle nests have 

been documented on the Installation (FAPH 2015).  

Habitat for Protected Species 

Critical habitat is defined as a specific geographic area that is essential for the conservation of a 

federally threatened or endangered species and that may require special management and 

protection. Critical habitat may include areas that are not occupied by the species, but are 

necessary for its recovery. No critical habitat has been designated on FAPH.  

Wetlands  

The U.S. Congress enacted the Clean Water Act (CWA) in 1972 to restore and maintain the 

chemical, physical, and biological integrity of the Nation’s waters (33 U.S.C. 1251, et seq.). 

Section 404 of the CWA delegates jurisdictional authority over wetlands to the U.S. Army Corps 

of Engineers and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Waters of the U.S. 

protected by the CWA include rivers, streams, estuaries, as well as most ponds, lakes, and 

wetlands. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the EPA jointly define wetlands as “areas that 

are inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient to 

support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically 

adapted for life in saturated soil conditions.”  

There are approximately 6,300 acres of wetlands at FAPH. Typical wetland areas at FAPH are 

perennial swamps containing combinations of trees, shrubs and aquatic species. In accordance 

with the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Area Designation and Management Regulation, FAPH 

requires the establishment and conservation of 100 ft wide resource protection areas (RPA) 

around all wetlands and perennial and intermittent streams to maintain vegetation and soil 

conditions.  



EA for Implementation of INRMP and ICRMP  
at Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia 

January 2016 

 

  19  

 

3.4.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

Implementation of the Preferred Alternative is anticipated to result in less than significant direct 

and indirect impacts to biological resources. The objective of the INRMP is to effectively 

manage the natural resources occurring on the Installation in support of the Installation’s military 

mission. Although some adverse impacts are expected as a result of the activities proposed 

within the INRMP, they would be less than significant and in most scenarios the long-term 

benefit to the natural environment outweighs the temporary adverse impacts. 

Activities that would most commonly result in minor, adverse impacts to biological resources 

would be timber harvests, prescribed burns, and pesticide application. Timber harvesting and 

prescribed burns would create temporary alterations to the natural habitat in the project areas. 

The loss of habitat that would result from these activities would temporarily displace wildlife and 

potentially result in the loss of some wildlife. However, most wildlife would be expected to clear 

the project area without being harmed. Additionally, the majority of prescribed burns at the 

Installation are conducted during the winter months when wildlife is less likely to be affected. 

Although these activities create minor, short-term adverse impacts, the long-term, beneficial 

impacts are much more important. These vegetation management activities promote a healthy, 

sustainable forest ecosystem that benefits numerous species, and timber harvests benefit the 

local economy. 

Pesticide application has the potential result in short-term, minor impacts to biological resources 

as a result of accidental spills, runoff, or leaching. However, all applications would be conducted 

in accordance with the Installation’s Integrated Pest Management Plan and applicable local, 

state, and federal laws and regulations. No pesticides or herbicides would be applied within the 

100 ft RPA buffers around wetlands and streams. Therefore, the risk of the adverse impacts is 

minimized. Additionally, in the event of an accidental spill, the Installation has spill plans in place 

that would be implemented to ensure appropriate containment and cleanup measures are 

completed. Pesticide applications would provide long-term, beneficial impacts by eradicating 

pest and invasive species that damage or destroy native species. 

All proposed activities would be evaluated to ensure that they do not result in any adverse 

impacts to special status species. Prior to all land disturbing activities, the Environmental and 

Natural Resources Division conducts field reconnaissance surveys of the project area to identify 

special status species, so that proper mitigation measures can be implemented if necessary. 

Due to safety issues, field reconnaissance surveys are not conducted in areas where 

unexploded ordnance (UXO) is present. However, aerial imagery and other historical data are 

reviewed prior to the start of projects in these areas. Buffer zones have been established 

around special status species habitat to ensure that projects do not negatively impact the 

species. In most cases, military training is not prohibited in these buffer zones or within special 

status species colonies, but certain restrictions are in place to provide species and habitat 

protection. In the event an adverse impact is unavoidable, the FAPH Environmental and Natural 

Resources Division would coordinate with the appropriate state and/or federal agencies to 
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ensure that impacts are minimized and any necessary mitigation requirements are 

implemented. The INRMP has a component dedicated to the preservation and conservation of 

the sensitive species known to occur on the Installation. As long as the military mission is not 

compromised, areas with known sensitive species are avoided in accordance with the 

guidelines within the INRMP.  

In the event either a new special status species is discovered or a known species is discovered 

in a new location, project activities would cease and the FAPH Environmental and Natural 

Resources Division would be contacted to ensure that appropriate measures are put in place to 

protect the species. Many projects proposed in the INRMP would result in beneficial impacts to 

special status species, including regular habitat maintenance, beaver dam removal to restore 

natural stream conditions, and the removal of failing culverts that are affecting swamp pink 

habitat. FAPH also conducts regular special status species monitoring and provides 

environmental awareness training to personnel as needed.  

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (6 U.S.C. 703-712) as amended makes it illegal to take 

and possess any migratory bird, or parts, nests, or eggs of a bird except under the terms of a 

valid permit from the USFWS. Migratory birds protected by this act occur on and around FAPH. 

However, the Preferred Alternative is expected to have minor impacts to these species and their 

habitat. Loss of foraging and nesting habitat is expected as a result of some of the proposed 

natural resources management activities, such as prescribed burning and timber harvesting, but 

the impact would not be significant since the acreage of lost habitat is small within the entire 

breeding range of these species. Additionally, sites harvested for timber would be replanted and 

prescribed burns promote natural regrowth, which would provide foraging opportunities after 

activities are complete. To avoid “take” of migratory species and their nests, it is recommended 

that certain activities with the potential to affect migratory birds be done during the nonbreeding 

season for bird species known to occur on FAPH. If activities occur during the breeding season, 

surveys may be necessary. If nesting migratory birds are found in the project area and “take” is 

anticipated, FAPH will consult with the USFWS Division of Migratory Bird Management. To 

further ensure the protection of migratory birds, implementation of the INRMP would involve the 

establishment of PIF stations to monitor avian productivity and survival. 

Outdoor recreation management would not be expected to result in any significant impacts to 

biological resources. Common outdoor recreational activities such as hiking, jogging, canoeing, 

picnicking, bird watching, and bicycling are very low-impact and are limited by force protection 

regulations. These regulations limit access to certain areas of the Installation that are restricted 

from use by the general public, including protected natural resource areas. Hunting, fishing, and 

camping activities are strictly managed and monitored by the FAPH ENRD.  

Implementation of the ICRMP is not anticipated to result in any significant impacts to biological 

resources. Although no impacts would be anticipated, surveys and preservation projects would 

be reviewed individually by the Environmental and Natural Resources Division to evaluate 

environmental impacts prior to the start of the project. 
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The FAPH Directorate of Emergency Services, with support from the Virginia Department of 

Game and Inland Fisheries, administers and implements conservation law enforcement at 

FAPH. This specialized law enforcement ensures adherence to federal and state laws and 

regulations pertaining natural and cultural resources occurring on FAPH. In addition to enforcing 

these protective laws and regulations, they also provide training to FAPH personnel and the 

general public to help prevent inadvertent violations (FAPH 2015b).   

No Action Alternative 

Under the No Action Alternative, FAPH would not implement the INRMP and ICRMP. While 

implementation of the No Action Alternative would not directly impact biological resources 

adversely on the Installation, it would likely result in long-term adverse indirect impacts as the 

previous INRMP would continue to be implemented using outdated monitoring, maintenance, 

and protective measures.  

Cumulative Impacts 

Implementation of the Proposed Action is not anticipated to result in any significant cumulative 

impacts to biological resources or wetlands occurring on or near FAPH. Other projects proposed 

for FAPH would likely produce minor impacts to biological resources. However, projects would 

require compliance with federal, state, and Installation policies as well as local regulations to 

prevent or minimize impacts to natural resources. Future development may potentially decrease 

the amount of naturally occurring habitat both on and off the Installation. Development outside 

FAPH is guided by County and Town plans, which take biological resources into consideration 

during project planning. Additionally, FAPH partnered with several other agencies to create the 

Mattaponi Wildlife Management Area, which protects 2,500 acres of land from residential 

development in close proximity to the Installation and secures this land as open space for use in 

outdoor recreational activities such as canoeing, hunting, and hiking. Overall, the monitoring, 

maintenance, preservation, and protective measures in the INRMP and ICRMP would have a 

long-term beneficial impact to the Installation and the surrounding area’s biological resources. 

The Installation’s continued implementation of RPAs and buffer zones for wetlands and special 

status species and their habitat, would contribute to beneficial cumulative impacts to natural 

resources occurring on the Installation.  

3.5 Cultural Resources 

3.5.1 Affected Environment 

Cultural resources is a broad term that includes all aspects of human activities, including 

material remains of the past and the beliefs, traditions, rituals and cultures of the present. As 

mandated by law, all federal installations and personnel must participate in the preservation and 

stewardship needs of archaeological and cultural resources and must consider potential impacts 

to these resources prior to any installation undertaking. Resources include historic properties as 

defined by the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), cultural items as defined by the 

Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA), archaeological resources 
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as defined by the Archaeological Resources Protection Act (ARPA), sacred sites as defined by 

EO 13007, to which access is provided under the American Indian Religious Freedom Act 

(AIRFA), significant paleontological items as described by 16 U.S.C. 431-433 (Antiquities Act of 

1906) and collections as defined in 36 CFR 79, Curation of Federally Owned and Administrated 

Archaeological Collections (DA 2007).  

The NHPA of 1966 and AR 200-1 constrain land uses and development where cultural 

resources are affected. The FAPH ICRMP guides the Installation’s Cultural Resources 

Management Program. Specific guidance and procedures for managing and maintaining historic 

buildings is provided in Technical Manual (TM) 5-801-1, Historic Preservation Administrative 

Procedures, and TM 5-801-2, Historic Preservation Maintenance Procedures. 

Implementation of the ICRMP ensures that current management complies with applicable laws 

and regulations and effectively combines with public interests to promulgate a plan of action that 

sacrifices neither the integrity of the Installation’s mission nor that of the archaeological and 

cultural resources. Many requirements include consultation with affected parties before a 

planned action, as well as allowing maximum time for treatment efforts, alternative plans, or 

avoidance actions to be implemented. Determination of effects and decisions regarding 

appropriate treatment are specific to individual actions. 

FAPH is a steward to an abundance of cultural and archaeological resources. According to the 

ICRMP, archaeological surveys have been conducted on approximately 27,400 acres of the 

Installation. Those surveys have identified 428 archaeological sites, of which 45 represent 

Native American sites, 361 are historic period sites, and 22 have both prehistoric and historic 

components. Architectural surveys on the Installation have identified 110 architectural resources 

on FAPH, which includes two historic resources that predate the establishment of the 

Installation and have been determined eligible for the National Register of Historic Places and 

are listed in the Virginia Landmarks Register.  

3.5.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

Implementation of the Preferred Alternative is not anticipated to result in any significant impacts 

to cultural resources. The main objective of the ICRMP is to integrate and coordinate effective 

stewardship of cultural resources with FAPH’s operational demands and military mission. The 

ICRMP is designed to preserve and protect known cultural resources on the Installation and 

provide guidance on the Installation’s efforts to identify unknown resources. All proposed natural 

and cultural resource management activities would be conducted in compliance with applicable 

federal, state, and local laws and regulations. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts would 

be anticipated. Individual INRMP projects would be evaluated by the FAPH Environmental and 

Natural Resources Division for potential impacts to cultural resources prior to the start of the 

project. In the event a proposed project was found to present an adverse impact to cultural 

resources, the FAPH Cultural Resources Program Manager would coordinate with the 

applicable state and federal agencies.  
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No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would not result in any significant impacts to cultural resources. 

However, under this alternative, the ICRMP would not be implemented, and cultural resources 

at FAPH would continue to be managed using an outdated ICRMP. Therefore, over time, the No 

Action Alternative would likely result in minor adverse impacts. 

Cumulative Impacts 

The cultural resources located at FAPH are well preserved and located within Installation 

boundaries, making them inaccessible to the general public and therefore better protected. The 

Installation’s ICRMP is required to be updated at least every five years. The ICRMP anticipates 

projects that may affect historic properties, based on the Installation’s mission and proposed 

activities. The ICRMP also guides the Installation in ensuring that historic properties are treated 

in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. All projects occurring on the Installation are 

evaluated for their potential to affect cultural resources. Projects are guided by the Installation’s 

ICRMP and comply with all applicable laws and regulations, including the NHPA, ARPA, AIRFA, 

and NAGPRA. Implementation of the Proposed Action when combined with past, present, and 

anticipated future projects, including those occurring outside the Installation, would not be 

expected to result in any significant cumulative impacts to cultural resources. 

3.6 Air Quality 

3.6.1 Affected Environment 

The Clean Air Act (CAA) (42 U.S.C 7401-7671q), as amended, allows the EPA to set limits on 

certain air pollutants. The CAA requires the EPA to establish primary and secondary National 

Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for pollutants that may be harmful to public health and 

the environment. Primary standards protect public health, including the health of sensitive 

populations, such as asthmatics, children, and the elderly; and secondary standards protect 

public welfare, including protections against decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, 

vegetation, and buildings (EPA 2012). The NAAQS (40 CFR 50) set acceptable threshold 

standards for six criteria pollutants consisting of carbon monoxide (CO); nitrogen oxides (NOx), 

particularly nitrogen dioxide (NO2); ozone (O3); sulfur dioxide (SO2); lead (Pb); and particulate 

matter, including very fine particulate matter (PM2.5) and fine particulate matter (PM10).  

Areas where criteria pollutants are below NAAQS are designated as attainment areas and areas 

where criteria pollutants meet or exceed NAAQS are designated as nonattainment areas. 

Caroline County, including all of FAPH, is within the Northeastern Virginia Intrastate Air Quality 

Control Region (AQCR). This AQCR is in attainment for all criteria pollutants. The CAA General 

Conformity Rule requires federal agencies to determine whether their action would increase 

emissions of criteria pollutants above preset threshold levels. These de minimis levels vary 

depending on the severity of nonattainment status and geographic location. Since the air quality 

at FAPH and the surrounding area is in compliance with federal standards and the Installation is 

in a designated attainment area, a general conformity analysis is not required.  
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The VDEQ regulates stationary air emissions within the Commonwealth of Virginia. Mobile 

sources, such as motor vehicles and aircraft, are regulated by the EPA, which regulates the 

source manufacturers and types of fuels used by the sources. Therefore, only stationary air 

emissions sources are subject to VDEQ permitting. Existing stationary sources of air emissions 

at FAPH include boilers, generators, degreasers, and gasoline dispensers. FAPH is considered 

a minor source of criteria pollutants and operates under VDEQ Synthetic Minor Permit No. 

40306. A major source permit is required when emissions of any one criteria pollutant exceed 

100 tons per year. Table 3-1 summarizes the 2013 FAPH emissions reported to the VDEQ, 

which is the most recent information available on the VDEQ website. 

Table 3-1. FAPH 2013 Annual Point Source  

Criteria Pollutant Emissions (Tons per Year) 

SO2 CO PM10 PM2.5 NO2 VOC 

0.08 1.04 0.23 0.08 2.92 2.54 

Source: VDEQ 2013 

VOC – volatile organic compound  

Greenhouse Gases 

The EPA made an endangerment finding stating that “current and projected concentrations of 

the six key well-mixed greenhouse gases (GHGs) (carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, 

hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons, and sulfur hexafluoride) in the atmosphere threaten the 

public health and welfare of current and future generations” (EPA 2014). This finding has 

opened the door for the regulation of GHG emissions published in 75 Federal Register (FR) 

31514 (3 June 2010), which led to what is known as the prevention of significant deterioration 

(PSD) and Title V GHG Tailoring Rule (FR 2010). For the purposes of PSD and Title V, this rule 

has set a major source emission threshold of either 75,000 or 100,000 tons per year of carbon 

dioxide equivalent (CO2e) depending upon circumstances (FR 2010). 

In addition, on 22 September 2009, the Administrator of the EPA signed the Final Mandatory 

Reporting of the GHG Rule, known as the Mandatory Reporting Rule. The final rule was 

published in 40 CFR 98 on 30 October 2009. The final rule requires reporting of GHG emissions 

from identified stationary sources that emit 25,000 metric tons of CO2e or more per year.  

3.6.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

Short-term, minor impacts to local and regional air quality would be anticipated as a result of the 

implementation of the Preferred Alternative. Many of the natural resources management 

activities would generate little to no emissions of criteria air pollutants. Most activities’ emissions 

would be limited to fugitive dust, in the form of particulate matter, from site disturbance and 

exhaust generated from vehicles on individual project sites for short durations. Dust emissions 

would consist primarily of large particles that generally settle on nearby surfaces rather than 
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becoming airborne for any great distance. The limited use of these vehicles and equipment is 

not anticipated to impact regional or local air quality conditions. FAPH is well below the 

threshold for emissions requiring a major source permit, as evident in Table 3-1, and none of 

the proposed activities would be expected to generate enough emissions to exceed those 

thresholds or exceed the EPA’s GHG thresholds requiring additional permits. Air emissions are 

not expected to exceed de minimis threshold levels or contribute emissions in violation of any 

federal, state, or local air quality regulations. 

Prescribed burning activities would contribute the greatest amount of criteria pollutants. These 

activities would produce large quantities of smoke, containing particulate matter, volatile organic 

compounds, carbon monoxide, and some nitrogen oxides. These prescribed burns are 

conducted in accordance with the FAPH Integrated Wildland Fire Management Plan, which also 

addresses wildfire management. The amount of pollutant emissions varies and is dependent on 

many factors, including the size of the burn, the heat at which the fire burns, and the fuel 

(vegetation type that is being burned). However, given the temporary and seasonally limited 

nature of these burns, no significant impacts to air quality would be anticipated. Additionally, 

FAPH does not conduct prescribed burning on high ozone days. 

Another minor, short-term impact to air quality would be anticipated from the use of chemical 

pesticides. These pesticides may be applied in small amounts from handheld aerosol cans, 

electric spray pumps, or from high-volume spray rigs for terrestrial or aerial applications. All 

pesticide must be applied in accordance with the Installation’s Integrated Pest Management 

Plan and applicable local, state, and federal laws. Given the temporary nature and appropriate 

application methodology, no significant impacts to air quality would be anticipated. 

None of the activities proposed in the ICRMP would be anticipated to generate a significant 

amount of air pollutants. Therefore, implementation of the ICRMP is expected to result in less 

than significant impacts to local and regional air quality.  

No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would not result in significant impacts to local or regional air quality. 

Under the No Action Alternative, FAPH would continue to manage its natural and cultural 

resources using the previous INRMP and ICRMP. Similar emissions would be expected as 

those generated under the Preferred Alternative from prescribed burning, projects requiring the 

use of vehicles and equipment, and pesticide application.  

Cumulative Impacts 

The long-term air quality impacts expected to result from implementation of the INRMP and 

ICRMP are negligible and would not contribute to any significant cumulative impacts to regional 

air quality or violate federal, state, or local air regulations. The air emissions associated with 

proposed projects within the INRMP and ICRMP would be de minimis, and when combined with 

proposed development on and off the Installation, is not expected to affect the attainment status 

of the region.  
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3.7 Noise 

3.7.1 Affected Environment 

For the purpose of environmental analysis, noise is considered to be sound that is loud or 

unpleasant or that causes a disturbance. When sound interrupts daily activities such as sleeping 

or conversation, it becomes noise. The degree to which noise becomes disruptive depends on 

the way it is perceived by the receptors (people) living or working in the affected area.  

Noise is measured in decibels (dB) with zero dB being the least perceptible sound to more than 

130 dB at which noise becomes a health hazard. Because the human ear is more sensitive to 

certain ranges of the sound spectrum, a weighted scale has been developed to more accurately 

reflect what the human ear perceives. These measurements are adjusted into units known as 

A-weighted decibels (dBA). According to AR 200-1, sensitivity to noise varies by the time of day, 

with receptors being more sensitive at night. To reflect this sensitivity, ambient noise 

measurements are normally adjusted by adding 10 dB to actual measurements between the 

hours of 2200 and 0700. Decibel levels adjusted in this way are known as day-night decibel 

measurements, or DNL (DA 2007).  

Construction activities can generate noticeable levels of noise. A single item of construction 

equipment may generate noise levels of 80 to 90 dBA at a distance of 50 ft. Numerous 

equipment items operating concurrently can produce relatively high noise levels within several 

hundred feet of active construction sites. Sources of noise at FAPH result from construction 

activities, facility maintenance activities, military and private vehicle uses, aircraft operations, 

weapons discharge and testing, training activities, and natural and cultural resources 

management activities.  

The primary DA strategy is to protect humans and animals from environmental impacts through 

land use planning (DA 2007). The RPMP considered sources of noise and acceptable noise 

thresholds when identifying future land uses for the Installation. Noise related to airfield 

operations is addressed by the Air Installation Compatible Use Zone Program. FAPH also 

maintains an Operational noise Management Plan which provides guidance for noise 

management on the Installation, including education, complaint management, and mitigation 

and noise abatement procedures.  

3.7.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

Implementation of the Preferred Alternative would be expected to result in less than significant 

noise impacts. Most activities proposed in the INRMP and ICRMP would involve minimal 

amounts of noise, and most vehicles and equipment that would be used are already in use on a 

regular basis on the Installation. Slightly greater noise levels may result from forest 

management and pest management activities, such as timber harvesting, prescribed burns, and 

pesticide application. However, given the temporary nature of these events, and limited amount 
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of development surrounding the Installation’s boundaries, these impacts would minor and most 

work would be conducted during daylight hours, when noise receptors are less sensitive. 

No Action Alternative 

Under the No Action Alternative, FAPH would not implement the INRMP and ICRMP. The No 

Action Alternative would not generate any noise in addition to those that are currently generated 

from activities outlined in the previous INRMP and ICRMP, and therefore no impacts would be 

expected as a result.  

Cumulative Impacts 

Noise generated by the implementation of the Proposed Action would be temporary and minor 

in context and intensity. Other activities at FAPH that generate noise include aircraft operations, 

training noise, and vehicle noise associated with training and general traffic. These temporary 

sources of noise attenuate within short distances of the source. While small surges in noise may 

occur when, for example, an aircraft passes over a construction site, the average noise levels 

would not be anticipated to exceed acceptable thresholds (greater than 65 DNL) for nearby 

sensitive receptors. The noise may result in a temporary annoyance during the surge but would 

be less than significant given the short duration. Therefore, cumulative noise impacts are 

anticipated to be less than significant.  

3.8 Visual Resources 

3.8.1 Affected Environment 

Most of FAPH consists of undeveloped land. The natural habitat provides an aesthetically 

pleasing landscape from both within and outside the Installation boundaries. FAPH recognizes 

the importance of maintaining the natural beauty and unique landscape of the Installation. The 

FAPH INRMP ensures the natural resources on the Installation are maintained and protected, 

which subsequently preserves the beauty of the natural environment at FAPH. The FAPH 

ICRMP ensures that the cultural resources are also preserved and protected. Additionally, 

development on the Installation is guided by several management programs and documents, 

such as the RPMP and Installation Design Guide. These programs and documents ensure that 

new development is consistent with existing development on the Installation. 

3.8.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

FAPH’s commitment to sustaining the environment includes preserving the natural beauty of the 

Installation. Under the Proposed Action, minor adverse impacts to visual resources are 

anticipated during certain natural resource management activities. The activities creating the 

greatest disruption to the natural environment would be prescribed burns and timber harvests. 

However, visual resources are a subjective topic and what may be aesthetically pleasing to one 

viewer may not be for another. The charred forest that remains after a prescribed burn may 
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generate different responses from different individuals. However, the long-term benefit of the 

prescribed burns, outweighs the temporary impact on the natural environment. Considering 

prescribed burns and timber harvesting have been conducted at the Installation for many years, 

and there is no significant increase of either under the INRMP, no significant impact to the 

Installation’s overall natural environment is anticipated.  

Short-term, minor adverse impacts may also result during activities where vehicles, equipment, 

and materials will be present on site and would temporarily disrupt the existing landscape. 

However, these visual impacts will be temporary and only last for the duration of the project. 

No impacts to visual resources are anticipated as a result of the implementation of the ICRMP. 

No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would not result in any impacts to visual resources. FAPH would 

continue to manage natural and cultural resources using the previous INRMP and ICRMP; 

therefore there would be no changes to the current natural environment.  

Cumulative Impacts 

The Proposed Action, combined with known future development on the Installation, is not 

anticipated to have a significant cumulative impact on visual resources. The Installation Design 

Guide ensures that buildings and structures are uniform in construction and conform to the 

overall aesthetics of the area. Development outside the Installation is not anticipated to result in 

any combined, cumulative impacts to visual resources on or surrounding FAPH. Additionally, 

FAPH’s ACUB program preserves approximately 30,000 acres of undeveloped land surrounding 

the Installation, protecting viewsheds off post, including some within historic districts. The 

continued success of the ACUB program limits encroachment and further minimizes the 

potential for any cumulative impacts to visual resources.  

3.9 Socioeconomics 

3.9.1 Affected Environment 

Socioeconomic resources are defined as basic attributes associated with the human 

environment, primarily population and economic activity. Population encompasses the 

magnitude, characteristics, and distribution of people, and economic activity refers to 

employment distribution, business growth, and individual income. The region of influence (ROI) 

subject to this analysis is the City of Fredericksburg, and Caroline, Essex, King George, 

Spotsylvania, and Stafford counties. The ROI covers an area of 1,653 square miles in 

northeastern Virginia.  

FAPH is located almost completely in Caroline County, along the I-95 corridor, between two 

major metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs): the Baltimore-Washington MSA, comprising a 

population in excess of 2.4 million, and the Richmond-Petersburg MSA, with a population of 

more than 1.1 million (FAPH 2007b). The Town of Bowling Green is south of the Installation and 
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the Town of Port Royal is north of the Installation. Both towns are small in comparison to the 

total population of Caroline County, which as reported from the 2010 U.S. Census is 28,545. 

Port Royal has a population of 126 and Bowling Green 1,111 (U.S. Census Bureau 2010). The 

towns provide networks of local businesses that supply the Installation with retail, commercial, 

and dining establishments. 

Caroline County’s unemployment rate for 2013 averaged 6.7 percent, which is higher than the 

Commonwealth’s rate of 5.5 percent, but lower than the national rate of 7.4 percent (Bureau of 

Labor Statistics 2014, VEDP no date). FAPH is one of Caroline County’s largest employers. 

Other major employers include the Union Bankshares Corporation, VSE Corporation, M.C. 

Dean, and McKesson (VEDP no date).  

The Installation supports approximately 550 full-time employees. The average number of 

personnel training at FAPH per day is 2,000. The Installation maintains only 25 on-post housing 

units. The majority of personnel commute from within 20 to 30 miles outside the Installation. 

There is no significant increase in population projected for the Installation over the next 5 years 

(FAPH 2013a)  

EO 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-

Income Populations, ensures fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless 

of race, color, national origin or income, with respect to the development, implementation and 

enforcement of environmental laws, regulations and policies. FAPH is not in an area that has a 

disproportionately high concentration of minority or low-income populations. Caroline County’s 

2013 population was 66.4 percent White; 29.4 percent Black or African American; 0.6 percent 

American Indian or Alaska Native; 0.5 percent Asian; 0.0 percent Native Hawaiian or other 

Pacific Islander; and 2.3 percent persons of two or more races. Persons of Hispanic or Latino 

origin composed 3.7 percent of the total population (U.S. Census Bureau 2013). Note that 

persons of Hispanic or Latino origin can be of any race, so they are also included in applicable 

race categories. The 2013 population for individuals in Caroline County living below poverty 

level was 12.7 percent, which is slightly higher than the Commonwealth’s estimated 11.3 

percent, but lower than the national average of 15.4 percent (U.S. Census 2013). Population 

estimates in the other counties within the ROI are similar to Caroline County. No areas within 

the ROI have a disproportionately high concentration of minority or low-income populations. 

3.9.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

Implementation of the Preferred Alternative would not result in an increase in FAPH’s full-time 

personnel. Therefore, there will be no impacts to the population at the Installation or in the 

surrounding ROI. Activities proposed in the INRMP and ICRMP would be expected to create 

minor, short-term beneficial impacts to the local economy. These impacts may result from 

supporting local business employment and materials sales, or increasing local sales revenue 

from outside contractors staying in the region for the duration of proposed projects. Additionally, 
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approximately 40 percent of the annual profits generated by FAPH through timber harvest sales 

benefits Caroline County.  

No environmental justice impacts are anticipated. FAPH is not in an area that has a 

disproportionately high concentration of minority or low-income populations.  

No Action Alternative 

Implementation of the No Action Alternative would not result in any impacts to the local or 

regional population or economy. FAPH would continue to manage natural and cultural 

resources under the previous versions of the INRMP and ICRMP. 

Cumulative Impacts  

Implementation of the Proposed Action, when considered with the growth of the surrounding 

community, is not anticipated to result in any significant cumulative impacts. Since the Proposed 

Action would have negligible direct impacts on population, demographics, employment, housing, 

and the demand on community services, no adverse cumulative socioeconomic impacts are 

anticipated to occur. Long-term beneficial impacts to the local economy would be expected as a 

result of the implementation of the Proposed Action when combined with other proposed FAPH 

projects and the growth of the surrounding community. The combination of proposed projects 

would generate employment opportunities and support local business sales within the ROI. 

3.10 Transportation and Circulation 

3.10.1 Affected Environment 

Access to FAPH is primarily limited to highway travel. Highway access to the Installation is 

available regionally via I-95, and Routes 1, 2, 17 and 301. Route 301, a four-lane, north-south 

route that bisects FAPH, provides access to the Installation’s main entrance. Level of service 

(LOS) is a qualitative measure which describes the operational conditions within a traffic stream, 

generally described in terms of such factors as speed and travel time, freedom to maneuver, 

traffic interruptions, comfort and convenience, and safety. There are six LOS levels (A through 

F). LOS A represents the best operating conditions, with no congestion, whereas LOS F 

represents the worst conditions, with heavy congestion. The Virginia Department of 

Transportation (VDOT) rates Route 301 as LOS B or better, and projects no change through 

2035 (VDOT 2010). 

FAPH has two entrance gates, the north gate and south gate. The north gate is the Installation’s 

main gate and is the Installation’s only access point open 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. The 

north gate is a controlled-access, 100 percent identification checkpoint that serves as the 

primary entry point for the Installation. All visitors to FAPH must enter through the north gate. 

The south gate, located across Route 301 from the north gate, is open during peak hours 

throughout the week. This gate eliminates traffic congestion during peak hours. Other entrances 

along Installation boundaries may be opened for limited periods of time (FAPH 2013a) to 

accommodate unit training and avoid congestion at the north and/or south gates. 
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The primary transportation network within the Installation consists of roads and streets that act 

as main distribution arteries and provide access to all functional areas. The road network at 

FAPH consists of approximately 160 miles of paved roads. There is also a vast network of 

unpaved roads and tank trails used for military training. Secondary and tertiary light-duty 

roadways provide access between and within various functional areas. Wide, clear trails for the 

use of heavy tactical vehicles are adjacent to some roads. Unless otherwise posted, the 

maximum speed limit on the Installation is 40 miles per hour for most vehicles, 25 miles per 

hour for tactical vehicles, and 10 miles per hour for all vehicles when passing troops.  

No rail access or service is available at FAPH. The closest city to FAPH served by rail 

transportation, via Amtrak, is Fredericksburg, Virginia, which is 20 miles north of the main 

entrance of the Installation. Ground transportation between Fredericksburg and the Installation 

(approximately 30 minutes driving time) is available via privately owned vehicle, bus, limousine, 

taxi, or rental car. The City of Richmond is approximately 35 miles south of the Installation and 

is also served by rail transportation via Amtrak. 

No public transit access or bus service is available on FAPH. The Fredericksburg Regional 

Transit (FRED) provides public bus transportation between and within the City of 

Fredericksburg, and the counties of Caroline, King George, Spotsylvania, and Stafford. FRED 

provides regular service to Bowling Green (FRED 2012). General aviation services are available 

to the north of the Installation at Shannon Airport in Fredericksburg, and to the south at Hanover 

County Municipal Airport. The closest commercial airport is the Richmond International Airport, 

located approximately 45 miles south of FAPH. 

FAPH has one Army airfield (AAF), one drop zone, one assault airstrip, and many authorized 

landing or pickup zones to support airborne and aviation training for both fixed-wing and rotary 

aircraft. These include eight Flight Training Areas for helicopter training and several helicopter-

landing pads throughout the Installation. The Army conducts fixed-wing aircraft operations 

primarily at the drop zone, which is in the northwest portion of the Installation. The U.S. Army 

Night Vision Laboratory also uses the Installation drop zone and assault airstrip for night-vision 

research. The 70-acre AAF is on the southeast side of the north gate on Route 301, and the 

Army uses the AAF only for rotary-wing operations. FAPH does not support private access to 

the Installation via aircraft. Because there are no permanently assigned aircraft on the 

installation, military aviation support facilities are limited. 

3.10.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

Implementation of the Preferred Alternative would be expected to result in less than significant 

impacts to transportation and circulation on and around FAPH. On-post roads are designed to 

handle the traffic created by military vehicles and convoys and can support the vehicles and 

equipment that would be traveling to and from the project sites during proposed activities. 

Passenger vehicles traveling to and from the project sites on a daily basis are not expected to 

increase traffic flow to an extent that would create a significant impact. There is no significant 
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increase in the amount of traffic anticipated above the current amount of traffic generated during 

projects being conducted under the current INRMP and ICRMP. These negligible impacts would 

be short term and would last only during the duration of the individual project.  

No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would not result in any impacts to transportation or circulation on or 

around the Installation. FAPH would continue to manage natural and cultural resources using 

the previous versions of the INRMP and ICRMP; there would therefore be no change in 

transportation or circulation.  

Cumulative Impacts 

Activities associated with the Proposed Action are not anticipated to contribute to any 

cumulative impacts to regional transportation. The capacity of existing routes into FAPH is 

adequate to accommodate both the anticipated future growth in the surrounding communities, 

development on FAPH, as well any minor increases associated with the Proposed Action. 

Additionally, FAPH’s RPMP will guide future transportation and circulation improvements and 

development within Installation boundaries.  

3.11 Utilities 

3.11.1 Affected Environment 

Rappahannock Electric Cooperative operates and maintains FAPH’s electrical system and 

provides electrical service to FAPH via three substations along the perimeter of the Installation. 

Most electrical power is provided by the FAPH substation, located west of the Headquarters 

Area of the Installation on State Route 608. Telephone service is provided by Verizon.  

The only potable water supply at FAPH is groundwater from the regional aquifer. Potable water 

is accessed through a series of wells throughout FAPH. Production facilities draw water to the 

surface, disinfect it, and pump it to elevated storage tanks. Production and distribution are 

managed by a private service contractor, American Water. Water supply and storage at FAPH is 

adequate to meet current and foreseeable future demands (FAPH 2013a).  

The Installation’s wastewater collection and treatment system is operated and maintained by 

American Water. Two sewage treatment plants (STPs) exist at FAPH, the Wilcox STP and 

Cooke STP. Most of the Installation utilizes the Wilcox STP, which has a designed capacity of 

530,000 gallons per day and a peak emergency capacity of 1,030,000 gallons per day in 

extended aeration mode. The STP also has two storage facilities that include two 1.5-million-

gallon basins (FAPH 2007a). Discharge from the STP is permitted under two Virginia Pollutant 

Discharge Elimination System permits (Nos. VA0032034 and VAN020035).  

Solid waste accumulated at the Installation has been transported off the post since the 

Installation’s landfill closed in 1992. Most solid waste is diverted to the King George County 

Landfill, with approximately 40 percent of total solid waste being recycled (FAPH 2013a). All 
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solid waste generated from proposed activities would be subject to the FAPH Solid Waste 

Management Plan. FAPH also operates a recycling program for metals, aluminum cans, paper, 

plastic, and cardboard. 

3.11.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

The Preferred Alternative is not anticipated to result in any significant adverse impacts to utilities 

at FAPH. Activities proposed in the INRMP and ICRMP would not require any new electrical, 

water, wastewater, natural gas, or telecommunications infrastructure. The demand on this 

infrastructure is not anticipated to increase as a result of the proposed activities and would be 

consistent with current demand under the previous versions of the INRMP and ICRMP. Solid 

waste generated during proposed activities would continue to be disposed of off post. 

No Action Alternative 

Under the No Action Alternative, FAPH would not implement the INRMP and ICRMP. Natural 

and cultural resources would continue to be managed under previous versions of the INRMP 

and ICRMP and no impacts to utilities would be expected.  

Cumulative Impacts 

The growth and development on and around the Installation continues to increase the demand 

for utilities such as those providing electricity, telecommunications, water, and wastewater. 

However, the less than significant impacts expected from implementation of the Proposed 

Action combined with the proposed future development are not expected to result in any 

cumulative adverse impacts to utilities. The Army requires that all renovations and new 

construction meet Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design Silver certification, which 

would be anticipated to contribute to the long-term, beneficial environmental impacts associated 

with future development.  

3.12 Hazardous Materials and Wastes 

3.12.1 Affected Environment 

“Hazardous materials” refers to any item or agent (biological, chemical, or physical) that has the 

potential to cause harm to humans, animals, or the environment, either by itself or through 

interaction with other factors. Across the Army, the Hazardous Material Management Program is 

used to integrate the accountability for hazardous materials into day-to-day decision-making, 

planning, operations, and compliance across all Army missions, activities, and functions. The 

program’s policies, including its objectives and goals, are set forth in AR 200-1. A complete list 

of federally recognized hazardous substances as well as their reportable quantities is provided 

in 40 CFR 302.4. Many substances not on this list may be considered hazardous according to 

their ignitability, corrosivity, reactivity, or toxicity as defined by 40 CFR 261.20-24.  
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FAPH is a Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) large quantity generator of 

hazardous wastes and a former transportation, storage, and disposal facility. The Installation’s 

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System 

(CERCLIS) identification number is VA2210020416. The Installation cannot store hazardous 

waste more than 90 days and uses a RCRA-permitted contractor to transport and dispose of the 

waste offsite. The FAPH Directorate of Public Works’ management of hazardous wastes is 

guided by the Installation Hazardous Waste Management/Waste Minimization Plan. The 

Hazardous Materials Management Program guides the management of hazardous materials for 

all Installation, tenant, and contractor activities at FAPH. The Installation also maintains the 

Hazardous Substance Management database, which tracks all hazardous materials procured, 

stored, or used on the Installation.  

3.12.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

Implementation of the Preferred Alternative is not anticipated to cause any significant impacts 

from the use of hazardous materials or generation of hazardous wastes. Hazardous materials 

used during proposed activities would include pesticides, gasoline, diesel fuel, and other 

petroleum, oils, and lubricants typical in maintaining and operating vehicles and equipment. Use 

of these materials would vary depending on the individual projects. The use of these materials 

would be temporary and is not anticipated to result in a significant increase in the amount of 

hazardous wastes generated by the Installation. All hazardous materials and wastes must be 

handled, stored, transported, and disposed of in accordance with applicable Installation policies, 

Army regulations, and local, state, and federal laws. In the event of a hazardous spill, FAPH 

would implement appropriate containment and cleanup in accordance with the Installation’s spill 

plans and applicable laws and regulations. Therefore, no significant impacts are expected to 

result from the use, storage, or disposal of hazardous materials associated with the Preferred 

Alternative.  

No Action Alternative 

Under the No Action Alternative, FAPH would not implement the INRMP and ICRMP; therefore, 

no changes in the use, storage, or disposal of hazardous materials and waste would occur. No 

impacts would be anticipated as a result of the No Action Alternative.  

Cumulative Impacts 

The Installation Spill Contingency Plan describes the procedures to be implemented in the event 

of a spill of hazardous materials or petroleum, oil, and lubricants. Due to the extensive policies 

and procedures in place to prevent and mitigate potential spills and mishandling of hazardous 

and toxic substances, it is expected that the Proposed Action will not result in a cumulative local 

or regional impact from the use of hazardous and toxic substances. Any hazardous waste 

generated during proposed activities would be turned in to the Installation’s Hazardous Waste 

Accumulation Center for proper transfer and disposal. 
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3.13 Human Health and Safety 

3.13.1 Affected Environment 

Health and safety services, including police, fire and rescue protection, can be obtained on 

FAPH and within surrounding communities throughout Caroline County and the State of 

Virginia. Caroline County consists of two incorporated municipalities, the Towns of Bowling 

Green and Port Royal. 

The FAPH Directorate of Emergency Services, Law Enforcement Division has the primary 

responsibility of enforcing the rules, regulations and security of the Installation. The FAPH Fire 

Department provides fire prevention and protection services, including inspections and tests of 

fire protection equipment and systems at FAPH. The Fire Department also provides hazardous 

materials, first responder, and emergency medical services to the Installation. There are three 

fire departments on FAPH.  

The FAPH Lois E. Wells Health Clinic provides basic medical care to military personnel. The 

clinic, however, does not offer X-ray services or medical care for military family members. Basic 

sick call services are offered 7:30 a.m.-3 p.m. Monday through Friday, while clinic services are 

offered 7 a.m.-4 p.m. Monday through Friday. 

Paramedic services are offered 24 hours a day, seven days a week. Major hospitals located 

offsite in the area include Mary Washington Hospital and Spotsylvania Memorial Regional 

Hospital in Fredericksburg, and Henrico Doctors Hospital, Medical College of Virginia, St. 

Mary’s Hospital, and the Richmond Community Hospital in Richmond. Additional facilities and 

emergency services are located in Richmond and Fredericksburg.  

The Caroline County Department of Fire-Rescue and Emergency Management provides fire 

and medical services to Caroline County residents. They are also available to assist 

surrounding communities and the FAPH Fire Department if needed. The Caroline County 

Sheriff’s Office and Virginia State Police Department provide law enforcement protection 

throughout Caroline County and the state, respectively. They are also available to assist FAPH 

Law Enforcement if needed. 

EO 13045, Protection of Children from Environmental Health Risks and Safety Risks, 

recognizes a growing body of scientific knowledge that demonstrates that children may suffer 

disproportionately from environmental health risks and safety risks. The EO directs federal 

agencies to make it a high priority to identify and assess environmental health risks and safety 

risks that may disproportionately affect children.  

3.13.2 Environmental Consequences 

Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) 

Implementation of the Preferred Alternative is not anticipated to result in any significant adverse 

impacts to human health and safety. Individuals conducting certain proposed activities would be 
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exposed to some health and safety risks, but those risks would be minimized through careful 

planning, worker training, and regular maintenance vehicles and equipment. All individuals 

conducting natural and cultural resources management activities will comply with all applicable 

safety and occupational health regulations and receive appropriate levels of training specific to 

the individual task being performed.  

Given the historical use FAPH,UXO  is expected to occur in certain areas of the Installation. 

Areas known to contain UXO have been mapped, are clearly identified by signage on the 

Installation, and would not be accessed during proposed activities. If any evidence of UXO is 

encountered on the site during natural or cultural resource management activities, all work will 

immediately cease and remain stopped until the Installation’s Range Control has been notified 

and appropriate clearance procedures have been completed. Visitors to FAPH engaging in 

outdoor recreational activities are provided a recreation use map that depicts areas where 

recreational activities are allowed and restricted. Hunters are required to participate in special 

training that outlines the risks of encountering UXO. In addition, all hunters and fisherman must 

be properly licensed/permitted prior to hunting or fishing on the Installation.  

The Preferred Alternative will not result in any impacts that disproportionately affect children.  

No Action Alternative 

The No Action Alternative would not result in any impacts to human health and safety. FAPH 

would continue to manage natural and cultural resources under the previous versions of the 

INRMP and ICRMP.  

Cumulative Impacts 

Implementation of the Proposed Action, in combination with other proposed FAPH projects and 

surrounding community growth, would not result in any significant cumulative impacts to health 

and human safety, or any environmental health or safety risks that may disproportionately affect 

children. No adverse cumulative impacts are anticipated to occur with regard to human health 

and safety. 
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4.0 FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

A summary of the potential impacts and measures to minimize adverse impacts is provided in 

Table 4-1. Based on the analysis contained herein, this EA concludes that neither the 

implementation of the Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action) nor the No Action Alternative will 

constitute a major federal action with significant impact to human health or the environment. It is 

recommended that a FNSI be signed to complete the process of analysis under the NEPA. 

Table 4-1. Summary of Potential Impacts and Measures to Minimize Impacts  

for Preferred Alternative (Proposed Action)  

Resource Area 

Level of 

Anticipated 

Impact 

Summary of Potential Impacts and Measures to Minimize Impacts 
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Land Use  X  

No significant impacts to land use are anticipated as a result of the 

implementation of the Proposed Action. Projects proposed in the INRMP 

and ICRMP would not change land use on the Installation and would not 

result in any land use incompatibilities. Proposed natural resources 

management projects benefit current land use by maintaining safe 

recreational and training areas. 

Topography, 

Geology, and 

Soils 

 X  

No impacts to geology would be expected. No significant impacts to 

topography or soils would be anticipated. Minor short-term impacts to 

soils would result from natural and cultural resources management 

activities that involve ground disturbance. For these types of projects, 

however, site-specific plans would be developed to minimize soil 

disturbance and erosion. Agricultural outleasing and vegetation 

management activities would result in long-term beneficial impacts to soils 

by promoting healthy, quality top soils.  

Hydrology and 

Water 

Resources 

 X  

No significant impacts to hydrology and water resources would be 

expected as a result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. 

Individual projects would be evaluated for potential impacts. Site-specific 

plans would be developed and permits obtained if necessary to minimize 

the potential for nonpoint source pollutants impacting water resources.  
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Resource Area 

Level of 

Anticipated 

Impact 

Summary of Potential Impacts and Measures to Minimize Impacts 
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Biological 

Resources 
 X  

No significant impacts to biological resources would be anticipated as a 

result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. The objective of the 

INRMP is to preserve and protect the natural resources on the 

Installation, while supporting the military mission. Although some minor, 

short-term adverse impacts would be expected as a result of some natural 

resources management activities, the long-term, beneficial impacts 

outweigh them by promoting the sustainment of a healthy ecosystem. The 

most notable minor, short-term impacts would be expected during 

prescribed burns, timber harvest, and pesticide application. However, 

implementing best management practices established in the INRMP and 

other guidance documents, such as the Integrated Pest Management 

Plan and Integrated Wildland Fire Management Plan, would limit those 

impacts. Additionally, these impacts would mostly be temporary. 

Cultural 

Resources 
 X  

No significant impacts to cultural resources are anticipated as a result of 

the implementation of the Proposed Action. The objective of the ICRMP is 

to protect and preserve the cultural resources on the Installation. All 

projects are evaluated for their potential effect on known cultural 

resources. If an unknown cultural resource is discovered on a project site, 

work ceases and the Installation’s Cultural Resources Manager is 

consulted. The Cultural Resources Manager coordinates with applicable 

state and federal agencies when necessary.  

Air Quality  X  

No significant impacts to air quality are expected. The Installation is in an 

attainment area for all criteria pollutants and its annual emissions are well 

below thresholds requiring additional permits. Minor, short-term impacts 

would be expected during certain natural and cultural resources 

management activities. Most activities’ emissions would be fugitive dust 

and vehicle and equipment exhaust. Pesticide application would result in 

minor, temporary impacts to air quality. Prescribed burns would be 

expected to contribute the greatest amount of air pollutants; however, 

those impacts would be temporary and compliance with BMPs within the 

Integrated Wildland Fire Management Plan would minimize impacts. 

Overall, impacts would be less than significant and would not contribute 

significant emissions to local or regional air quality.  

Noise  X  

No significant impacts would result from the noise generated by the 

Proposed Action. Noise associated with project vehicles and equipment 

would be consistent with noise already occurring on the Installation. 

Larger-scale projects, such as prescribed burns, timber harvesting or 

large-scale pesticide application, may generate noise above normal 

levels; however, those impacts would be temporary and most likely would 

occur during daylight hours when noise receptors are less sensitive.  
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Summary of Potential Impacts and Measures to Minimize Impacts 
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Visual 

Resources 
 X  

No significant impacts to visual resources would result from the 

implementation of the Proposed Action. Minor, short-term impacts would 

result from certain projects. Most notable would be the impacts from 

prescribed burns and timber harvest. However, given the temporary 

nature of the impacts and long-term benefits, the impacts are considered 

less than significant.  

Socioeconomics  X  

No significant impact to socioeconomics would be expected. The 

Proposed Action would not result in a permanent increase in population. 

Short-term, minor, beneficial impacts to the local economy may result 

from increased sales volumes during the duration of some proposed 

activities. Proposed timber harvest would also benefit the local economy, 

as a portion of the profit is given to Caroline County. No impacts would 

result in environmental injustice issues.  

Transportation 

and Circulation 
 X  

No significant impacts to transportation and circulation are anticipated as 

a result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. The Installation’s 

road network is capable of handling the vehicle and equipment traffic 

associated with the proposed activities. Minor, short-term increase in 

traffic would occur during the implementation of certain projects, but these 

would not result in any significant impacts.  

Utilities  X  

No significant impacts to utilities are anticipated as a result of the 

implementation of the Proposed Action. The Installation’s utilities and 

infrastructure are capable of handling the demand associated with the 

proposed activities. The Proposed Action would not result in the creation 

of any new utilities on the Installation.  

Hazardous 

Materials and 

Wastes 

 X  

No significant impacts from the use of hazardous materials and waste are 

anticipated as a result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. The 

materials and waste associated with the proposed activities are consistent 

with the materials used and wastes generated currently by the Installation. 

All handling, storage, transportation, and disposal of hazardous materials 

and waste would comply with applicable local, state, and federal laws and 

regulations. The Installation maintains an Installation-wide spill response 

plan that would be implemented in the event of an accidental release.  

Health and 

Human Safety 
 X  

No significant impacts to human health and safety are anticipated as a 

result of the implementation of the Proposed Action. Emergency services 

and medical facilities on and around the Installation are capable of 

responding to any issues arising from the proposed activities. All 

personnel would be required to comply with applicable health and safety 

regulations. No impacts would result in disproportionately effects on 

children.  
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Determination of Consistency with  

Virginia’s Coastal Resources Management Program for 

Implementation of the INRMP and ICRMP at 

Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia 

 

Pursuant to Section 307 of the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) of 1972, as amended, 

this document provides the Commonwealth of Virginia with the U.S. Army’s consistency 

determination under CZMA section 307(c)(1) and Title 15 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 

Part 930, Subpart C, as enforced by the Virginia Coastal Zone Management Program (CZMP). 

The Army’s Proposed Action described herein would be carried out in a manner consistent with 

the Virginia CZMP’s enforceable policies. 

1. Description of the Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action analyzed in the Environmental Assessment (EA) is the implementation of 

the Fort A.P. Hill (FAPH) Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) 2016-2020, 

and Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) 2013-2018. These plans reflect 

FAPH’s commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance the Installation’s natural and cultural 

resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The primary 

objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources management 

tool that allows FAPH to achieve resource management goals, mission requirements, and 

compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan has elements specific to the 

management of the resources it is designed to support. 

2. Assessment of Probable Effects 

The planning and design phase of the Proposed Action would not have any effects on coastal 

zone resources. No permits are required for the implementation of the INRMP or ICRMP. A 

review of permits and/or approvals required under Virginia CZMP enforceable policies will be 

conducted prior to the start of each project. Any applicable permits required for individual 

projects within the INRMP or ICRMP would be obtained prior to the start of the project and 

complied with throughout the duration of the project. The Proposed Action has been evaluated 

and the probable effects on enforceable policies are as followed: 

Fisheries Management: The Proposed Action does not involve the building, dumping, or 

otherwise trespassing on or over, encroaching on, taking or using any material from the beds of 

bays, ocean, rivers, streams, or creeks within Virginia. The Proposed Action would have no 

reasonably foreseeable effects on fish spawning, nursery, or feeding grounds; and therefore has 

no foreseeable impacts to finfish or shellfish resources and would not affect the promotion of 

commercial or recreational fisheries. Additionally, no paints containing tributyltin would be used 

as part of the Proposed Action. 
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Subaqueous Lands Management: The Proposed Action does not involve encroachment in, 

on, or over state-owned submerged lands. Therefore, no reasonably foreseeable effects to 

subaqueous lands are expected to result from implementation of the Proposed Action. 

Wetlands Management: Best management practices (BMPs) would be implemented during 

proposed activities to avoid impacts to wetlands occurring on the Installation. During the course 

of the Proposed Action, if an unforeseen impact to wetlands is encountered, applicable federal, 

state, and local permits would be obtained for the project. 

Dunes Management: The Proposed Action does not involve the alteration, destruction, or 

construction upon any coastal sand dunes. No sand dunes exist on FAPH; therefore no effects 

are expected to result from implementation of the Proposed Action. 

Nonpoint Source Pollution Control: The Proposed Action would not be expected to result in 

any significant nonpoint source pollutants, as a result of sound, proactive stormwater 

management procedures. To minimize impacts, a site-specific Stormwater Pollution Prevention 

Plan and a Virginia Stormwater Management Program permit would be obtained for individual 

projects within the INRMP and ICRMP that involve land disturbance of more than one acre. For 

regulated land disturbing activities greater than 2,500 sf and less than one acre an Erosion and 

Sediment Control Plan and Stormwater Management Plan is required, but a permit is not. For 

land disturbances less than 2,500 sf appropriate BMPs are selected and implemented to 

minimize soil impacts. A minimum of a 100 foot buffer will be maintained around wetlands and 

streams. Pesticides and herbicides will not be sprayed within these buffer zones. Through 

implementation of BMPs and compliance with applicable management plans and permits, 

nonpoint source pollution would be minimized as a result of the implementation of the Proposed 

Action. 

Point Source Pollution Control: The Proposed Action does not involve the generation of any 

new point source pollutant discharge.  

Coastal Lands Management: The INRMP allows encroachment into Resource Protection 

Areas (RPAs) regulated by the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act for low-impact silvicultural 

activities. Through implementation of BMPs and compliance with applicable management plans, 

regulations, and permits, no effects on coastal lands are anticipated as a result of the Proposed 

Action. 

Shoreline Sanitation: The Proposed Action would not involve the construction of septic 

systems or sanitation facilities. Wastewater generated from the individual project sites would be 

directed to the existing wastewater system at FAPH. Wastewater would not adversely affect any 

streams, rivers, or other waters of the Commonwealth. 

Air Pollution Control: The Proposed Action would not generate air emissions that exceed de 

minimis threshold values. A Clean Air Act general conformity determination is not required.  
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Chesapeake Bay Preservation Areas: The Proposed Action does not involve the development 

or redevelopment of any RPAs. Therefore, no effects to Chesapeake Bay Preservation Areas 

are expected to result from implementation of the Proposed Action. 

3. Summary of Findings 

Based on the information provided within this document and the analysis provided in the EA for 

the Proposed Action, it is the Army’s determination that the Proposed Action would have no 

adverse effect on the land and water uses or natural resources within Virginia’s coastal zone. 

This determination is consistent, to the maximum extent practicable, with the Virginia CZMP 

enforceable policies. Pursuant to 15 CFR section 930.41, the Virginia CZMP has 60 days from 

receipt of this document to concur with or object to the Army’s consistency determination, or to 

request an extension under 15 CFR section 930.41(b). The Virginia CZMP’s concurrence will be 

presumed if a response is received by the Army on or before the end of the 60 days. A written 

response should be sent to the Fort A.P. Hill Environmental and Natural Resources Division, 

Attn: NEPA Coordinator, 19952 North Range Road, Building 1220, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia 22427. 
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Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGIN IA 22427 -3114

July 31, 2014

Mr. Floyd Thomas
Mattaponi District
P.O. Box 964
Bowling Green, VA22427

Dear Mr. Thomas:

FortA.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) forthe implementation

of the Integrated Natuial Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated G_ultural

ResourceJManagement plan (ICRMP) forFort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect

the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural

resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The

primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources

r"n"j"rent toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, miss.ion

requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies' Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed

investigaiions will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to

the pro-posed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the

NEpA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other

relevant environmental regulltions such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act

and Section 106 of the Nalional Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during

the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key

issues that will need io be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your

comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or

concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it

will be aviilable on the Fort A.P. Hill we.bsite at http://www.aohill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA

analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.



-2-

In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
{ays of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Cooidinator, Fort A.p. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMPH-PWE, 1gg52 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia2242T-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. H ILL, VIRGI N'A 22427 -311 4

July 31, 2014

Mr. Calvin Taylor
Port Royal District
14023 Stonewall Jackson Road
Woodford, VA 22580

Dear Mr. Taylor:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation

of the Integrated Nitural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural

ResourceJManagement Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect

the Installation's Commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural

resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources

management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission

requir6ments, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support'

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed

investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to

the pro-posed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the

NEPA. ln addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act

and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during

the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key

issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your

comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or

concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it

will be aviilable on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA

analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared'
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues whlb maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
{ays of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMPH-PWE, 1gg52 N. Range
Road, FortA.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Commanding

Sincere

avid A.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND
HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. Jeffrey Black
Western Caroline District
208 Woodside Lane
Ruther Glen, VA22546

Dear Mr. Black:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues whib maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Goordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMPH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

you to make this important project

Sincerely,

avid A. Meyer
Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

We look forward to working
successful for all parties inv/v
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INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND
ATLANTIC REGION

HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114
REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

The Honorable Otis Wright
Bowling Green Town Council
P.O. Box 468
Bowfing Green, VA22427

Dear Mr. Wright:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hillwebsite at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

David A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGIN'A 22427 -3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. Chuck Womble
President, Sparta Ruritan Club
25131Stump Road
Bowling Green, VA22427

Dear Mr. Womble:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation

of the Integrated Natuial Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated C-ultural

ResourceJManagement Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect

the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural

resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The

primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources

management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission

requir6ments, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed

investigalions will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to

the pro-posed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the

NEpA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other

relevant environmental regulltions such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act

and Section 106 of the Nalional Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during

the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key

issues that will need io be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your

comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or

concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it

will be available on the Fort A.P. Hillwebsite at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA

analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 1gg12 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427-3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 , 2014

Mr. Robert Wilson
George Washington Regional Commission
406 Princess Anne Street
Fredericksburg, Virginia 22404

Dear Mr. Wilson:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be availabb on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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ln order to sufficiently address key project issues whib maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (80a) ffi3-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

David A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

The Honorable BillWick
Councilmember, Town of Port RoYal

P.O. Box 29
Port Royal, Virginia 22535

Dear Mr. Wick:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation.

of the Integrated Nbtural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural

ResourceJ Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect

the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural

resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training' The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources

management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission

requir6ments, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed

investigalions will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to

the pro-posed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the

NEPA. ln addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other

relevant environmental regulitions such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act

and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during

the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key

issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your

comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or

concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it

will be aviilable on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA

analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.



-2-

In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 1gg12 N. Range
Road, FortA.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Commanding

Sincerely,

David A. M



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. David Whitlow
Essex County Administrator
P.O. Box 1079
Tappahannock, VA2256O

Dear Mr. Whitlow:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation

of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated C_ultural

ResourceJ Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect

the lnstallation's Commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural

resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources

management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission

requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detaibd
investigaiions will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to

the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the

NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act

and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during

the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key

issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your

comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it

will be aviihble on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http:/lwww.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA

analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.



-2-

In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginta22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have anyquestions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Sincerely,

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Ms. Sharon Carter
Caroline County Commissioner of the Revenue
17622 Lakewood Road
Bowling Green, V422427

Dear Ms. Carter:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.



-2-

In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.)fr6yer



Mffiffi
REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

July 31, 2014

The Honorable
Bowling Green
P.O. Box 468
Bowling Green,

Daniel Webb
Town Council

vA 22427

Dear Mr. Webb:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.



-2-

In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project

schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,

Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, FortA.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

contact the Environmental Division at (80a) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

David A.)*€yer
Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGIN'A 22427-3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. Walter A. Davis, Jr.
Chairman, Caroline County Planning Commission
P.O. Box 424
Bowling Green, V422427

Dear Mr. Davis:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the lntegrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be availabb on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.



-2-

In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

1 8436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427 -3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

The Honorable Rosie Upshaw
Councilmember, Town of Port Royal
P.O. Box 29
Port Royal, Virginia 22535

Dear Ms. Upshaw:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.



-2-

In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Goordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia 22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Commanding

Sincerely,

r'J'
avid A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427 -3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 , 2014

The Honorable Reggie Underwood
Reedy Church District, Caroline Co. Board of Supervisors
26090 Ruther Glen Road
Ruther Glen, Virginia 22546

Dear Mr. Underwood:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations wlll be undertaken to identifo potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues whib maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important proiect
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

David A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

The Honorable Thomas Tomzak
Mayor, City of Fredericksburg
P.O. Box 7447
Fredericksburg, V A 22404

Dear Mr. Tomzak:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation

of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural

Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect

the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural

resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources

management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission

requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigaiions will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to

the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the

NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act

and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during

the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identiffing key

issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your

comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it

will be available on the Fort A.P. Hillwebsite at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA

analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look fonnrard to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Colonel Sandra Thacker
Peumansend Creek Regional Jail
1 1093 SW Lewis Memorial Drive
Bowfing Green, V422427

Dear ColonelThacker:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues whib maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Woks IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (80a) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Sincerely,

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427 -3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 ,2014

The Honorable David Storke
Mayor, Town of Bowling Green
P.O. Box 468
Bowling Green, VA22427

Dear Mr. Storke:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect

the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission

requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigaiions will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to

the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the

NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during

the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key

issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your

comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it

will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA

analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

(

6.
David A.
Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VI RGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Ms. Susan Spears
Presldent, Fredericksburg Regional Chamber of Commerce
2300 Fall HillAvenue, Suite 240
Fredericksbu rg, V A 22401

Dear Ms. Spears:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. One,e the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (80a) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427 -3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

The Honorable Edwin E. Smith, Jr.

Chairman, Essex County Board of Supervisors
P.O. Box 878
Tappahannock, VA 22560

Dear Mr. Smith:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation.

of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural

ResourceJ Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect

the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhane,e natural and cultural

resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The

primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources

management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission

requir6ments, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support'

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed

investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to

the prJposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the

NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other

relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act

and Section 106 of the Nalional Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during

the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we aq identifying key

issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your

comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or

concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it

will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA

analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 1gg52 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

The Honorable Gary Skinner
Spotsylvania County Board of Supervisors
406 Princess Anne Street
Spotsylvania, VA 22553

Dear Mr. Skinner:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans iq to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have anyquestions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

David A.



Mffiffi
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND
ATLANTIC REGION

HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 ,2014

The Honorable Dale Sisson, Jr.
Chairman, King George County Board of Supervisors
10459 Courthouse Road
King George, VA 22485

Dear Mr. Sisson:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia 22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mall.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Sincerely,

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding



Mffiffi
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND
ATLANTIC REGION

HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114
REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 ,2014

The Honorable Jeff Sili
Caroline County Board of Supervisors - Bowling Green District
205 Travis Street
Bowling Green, V422427

Dear Mr. Sili:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be availabb on the Fort A.P. Hill website at htto:/lwww.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key pQect issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Woks IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incon'tnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

(/,

fuilLf)q
you LC, 4

Sincerely,

avid A. Metdr
Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

{ 8436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. Stan Scott
Virginia National Defense Industrial Authority
P.O. Box 798
Richmond, Virginia 23218

Dear Mr. Scott:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hillwebsite at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project lssues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usa,rmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look fonrard to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427 -311 4

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

The Honorable Jason Satterwhite
Bowling Green Town Council
P.O. Box 468
Bowling Green, VA22427

Dear Mr. Satterwhite:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural

ResourceJ Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect

the Installation's Commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural

resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources

management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission

requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigaiions will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to

the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the

NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act

and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during

the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key

issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your

comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it

will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA

analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia 22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look fonruard to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

1 8436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. Hart Rutherford
Chairman, Fredericksburg Regional Chamber of Commerce Military
Affairs Gouncil
2300 Fall HillAve., Suite 240
Fredericksburg, Virginia 22401

Dear Mr. Rutherford:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be availabb on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look fonrard to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

David A.



*redericksburg R"gionol

CHAJ\ABER OF COMMERCE
The voice of the business co mmunity

August 13,2OI4

LTC David Meyer
C/O NEPA Coordinator
Fort A.P. Hill
Environmental Division
Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE
19952 N. Range Road
Fort AP Hill, VA 22427-3123

To Whom It May Concern:

Thank you for contacting the Fredericksburg Chamber of Commerce Military Affairs
Council regarding the Environmental Assessment for the implementation of the
Integrated Natural Resources management Plan and the lntegrated Cultural Resources
Management Plan.

To this date our organization has received no written or verbal concerns from our
membership to be addressed in your Assessment.

Please contact me at (540) 373-9400 or dale@fredericksburgchamber.org with any
questions. We appreciate your effort to include the MAC in this process.

/it/,-/
IL-.

Manager

PO BOX 7476, FREDERTCKSBURG, VtRGtNtA ZZtOt */SAO 373 eioO /* 54O 373 9570 u'r./ WWW.FREDERTCKSBURGCHAMBER.ORG



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427 -3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. Travis Quesenberry
King George County Administrator
10459 Courthouse Road, Suite 200
King George, VA 22485

Dear Mr. Quesenberry:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detaibd
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the pQect
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

ATLANTIC REGION
HEADQUARTERS, U.S. ARMY GARRISON, FORT A.P. HILL

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

July 31, 2014

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

Mr. Alan Partin
lnterim Caroline
P.O. Box 447
Bowling Green,

County Administrator

Virginia 22427

Dear Mr. Partin:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) forthe implementation

of the Integrated Nitural Resources Management Plan (lNRMe) a1{ Integrated C-ultural

ResourceJManagement Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect

the Installation's Commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural

resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The

primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources

r"nag"ment toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, miss.ion

requir6ments, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed

investigaiions will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to

the pro'posed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the

NEpA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other

relevant environmental regulltions such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act

and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during

the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are. identifying key

issues that will need io be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your

comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or

concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete.t
will be aviilable on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA

analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared'
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
lays of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.p. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aph!ll.lncomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look fonlrrard to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Sincerely,

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Dr. W. Angus Muir
President, Caroline Gounty Countryside Alliance
2426 Prospect Hill Lane
Fredericksbu rg, V A 22408

Dear Dr. Muir:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

David A. M



Mffiffi
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND
HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427 -3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Ms. Della Mills
Port Royal Town Council
616 Frederick St.
P.O. Box 215
Port Royal, Virginia 22535

Dear Ms. Mills:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it

will be avaihbb on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (80a) ffi3-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

David A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. Stephen Manster
Town Manager, Town of Bowling Green
117 Butler Street
Bowling Green, V422427

Dear Mr. Manster:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be availabb on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues whib maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
r all parties inv
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Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VI RGINIA 22427.31 14

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

The Honorable Nancy Long
Mayor, Town of Port Royal
621 Main Street
Port Royal,VA22535

Dear Ms. Long:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it

will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http:/lwww.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incgmnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.
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David A.
Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Sheriff Tony Lippa
Sheriff, Caroline County
P.O. Box 447
Bowling Green, VA.22427

Dear Sheriff Lippa:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia 22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (80a) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

you to make this important project

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

We look forward to working
successful for all parties involv) I r' lt
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Sincerely,

David A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGIN/,A 22427 -3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. John Lampmann
Portobago Bay Home Owners Association
P.O. Box 367
Port Royal,VA 22535

Dear Mr. Lampmann:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incqmnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

David A.



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427-3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 , 2014

Dr. Gregory Killough
Superintendent, Caroline County Public Schools
16221 Richmond Street
Bowling Green, VA22427

Dear Dr. Killough:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project

schedule, we are requelting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,

Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N' Range

Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

ffi|Divisionat(804)633.8417orattheabovereferencedemai|
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Ms. Rene Hypes
Environmental Review Coord inator
DCR Division of Natural Heritage
217 Governor Street
Richmond, Virginia 23219

Dear Ms. Hypes:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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ln order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Goordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Sincerely,

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. Andy Hofmann
Eastern Virginia Rivers Refuge Complex
336 Wilna Rd.
P.O. Box 1030
Warsaw, VA22572

Dear Mr. Hofmann:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect

the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources

management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission

requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to

the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the

NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during

the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key

issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be aviilable on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA

analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.



-2-

In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



Mffiffi
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND
HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427 -3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 , 2014

Dr. James Heimbach
Port RoyalTown Council
923 Water Street
Port Royal, VA 22535

Dear Dr. Heimbach:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detaibd
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. ln addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hillwebsite at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be

required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Woks IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mll. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGIN'A 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

The Honorable Mary Katherine Greenlaw
Mayor, City of Fredericksburg
715 Princess Anne Street, Room 208
Fredericksburg, V A 22404

Dear Ms. Greenlaw:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Gultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identiff potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Goordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnoftheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
1 8436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427 -3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

The Honorable Roy Gladding
Mayor, Town of Tappahannock
P.O. Box 266
Tappahannock, VA 22560

Dear Mr. Gladding:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hillwebsite at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphjll.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

A]TENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. Mike Finchum
Caroline County Department of Planning
And Community Development
P.O. Box 424
Bowling Green, VA.22427

Dear Mr. Finchum:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifoing key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be availabb on the Fort A.P. Hillwebsite at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the pQect
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

David A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427-3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Ms. Ellie lrons
Commonwealth of Virginia
Department of Environmental Quality
629 East Main Street
Richmond, Virginia 23219

Dear Ms. lrons:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hillwebsite at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, FortA.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Captain (Retired) James Day
President, Rappahannock Chapter Association
Of the United States Army
P.O. Box 465
Bowling Green, VA22427

Dear Mr. Day:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hillwebsite at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.



-2-

In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project

schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,

Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, FortA.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

contact the Environmental Division at (S04) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427-3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 , 2014

The Honorable Jean Davis
Bowling Green Town Council
P.O. Box 468
Bowling Green, VA22427

Dear Ms. Davis:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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ln order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Woks IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aohill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (80a) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look fonlrard to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427-3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 ,2014

Mr. Charles Culley
Caroline County Adm inistrator
P.O. Box447
212 North Main Street
Bowling Green, VA 22427

Dear Mr. Culley:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifiTing key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.



-2-

In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project

schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,

Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarFy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

contaA the Environmental Division at (S04) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email

address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427 -3114

July 31, 2014

The Honorable Mary Frances Coleman
Bowling Green Town Council
P.O. Box 468
Bowling Green, V422427

Dear Ms. Goleman:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (80a) ffi3-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGIN'A 22427-3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. Mike Coleman
Virginia National Defense Industrial Authority
P.O. Box 798
Richmond, Virginia 23218

Dear Mr. Coleman:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be avaihbb on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project

schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,

Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email

address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A. Me{er



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 ,2014

Ms. Anne Richardson
Chief, Rappahannock Tribe Cultural Center
5036 lndian Neck Road
f ndian Neck, VA23148

Dear Chief Richardson:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detaibd
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.



-2-

In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the proiect

schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Goordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,

Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, FortA.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123or byemail at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

contact tfte Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email

address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

Sincerely,

David A. l,trdler
Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
1 8436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGIN IA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. Beverly Cameron
Fredericksburg City Manager
P.O. Box 7447
Fredericksbu rg, V A 22404

Dear Mr. Cameron:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.



-2-

In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project

schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,

Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range

Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

contact tfte Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email

address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

Sincerely,

avid A. MeGr
Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGIN IA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 , 2014

Mr. Kevin Byrnes
George Washington Regional Commission
406 Princess Anne Street
Fredericksburg, V A 22401

Dear Mr. Byrnes:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues whib maintaining the project

schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,

Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@nlail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

contact the Environmental Division at (80a) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

avid A.



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGIN IA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 , 2014

Mr. Cedell Brooks, Jr.
King George Board of Supervisors
Shiloh District
10459 Courthouse Road
King George, VA 22485

Dear Mr. Brooks:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project

schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A'P' Hill,

Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range

Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia 22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnorthe?st.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

ffiDivisionat(804)633-8417orattheabovereferencedemai|
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGIN IA 22427 -3114

I

I

I

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 , 2014

Ms. Regena Bronson
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
1329 Alum Spring Road, Suite 202
Fredericksburg, V A 22401

Dear Ms. Bronson:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integiated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policiel. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEpA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with ot-her
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http:/Aryww.aphill.armv.mil. H the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project

schedule, we are requeiting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please sent your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,

Environmental Division, Direc{orate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range

Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aqhill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. !f you have any questions, please

sionat(804)633.8417orattheabovereferencedemai|
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

avid A. Meyer
Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGIN/,A 22427-3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 , 2014

Mr. Thomas Blackwell
Essex County Commissioner of the Revenue
P.O. Box 879
Tappahannock, VA 22560

Dear Mr. Blackwell:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at htto://www.aphill.army.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project

schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,

Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range

Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

contact the Environmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email

address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

fvid A. Me



Mffiffi
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND
HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31 , 2014

Mr. C. Douglas Barnes
Spotsylvan ia Cou nty Adm inistrator
P.O. Box 99
Spotsylvania, VA 22553

Dear Mr. Barnes:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project

schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,

Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range

Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia 22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

contact tfte En,/tronmental Division at (804) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email

address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

David A. Me



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427-3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Mr. Troy M. Andersen
US Fish and Wildlife Service
6669 Short Lane
Gloucester, VA 23061

Dear Mr. Andersen:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management tool that allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project

schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,

Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range

Road, FortA.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmy.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

ffienta|Divisionat(804)633-8417orattheabovereferencedemai|
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project

successful for all parties involved.

Lieutenant Colonel, US Army
Commanding

Sincerely,

I

I

I



Mw DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND

HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON
18436 4TH STREET

FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427-3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

Jufy 31, 2014

The Honorable Wayne Acors
Caroline County Board of Supervisors
18157 Ms. Clara Lane
Ruther Glen, Virginia 22546

Dear Mr. Acors:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an EnvironmentalAssessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and Integrated Gultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan
has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifoing key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hlll website at http://www.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project

schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30

days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please

contact the Environmental Division at (80a) 633-8417 or at the above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

4uo4
yu'/'

Q,/(
[', us,

Commanding

David A.



Mffiffi
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

US ARMY INSTALLATION MANAGEMENT COMMAND
HEADQUARTERS, US ARMY GARRISON

18436 4TH STREET
FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA 22427.3114

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF

July 31, 2014

Dear Interested Party:

Fort A.P. Hill is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the implementation
of the Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) and lntegrated Cultural
Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) for Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia. These plans reflect
the Installation's commitment to conserve, protect, and enhance natural and cultural
resources in a manner that supports and enhances realistic military training. The
primary objective of these plans is to provide a proactive natural and cultural resources
management toolthat allows the Fort to achieve resource management goals, mission
requirements, and compliance with environmental regulations and policies. Each plan

has elements specific to the management of the resources it is designed to support.

During the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, detailed
investigations will be undertaken to identify potential environmental impacts related to
the proposed action. These impacts will be documented in the EA as required by the
NEPA. In addition to meeting the requirements of the NEPA, compliance with other
relevant environmental regulations such as Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act
and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, will be accomplished during
the NEPA process.

As part of the early coordination and NEPA scoping process, we are identifying key
issues that will need to be addressed as part of this study. Please provide your
comments on reasonable alternatives, environmental impacts, or other issues or
concerns you may have relevant to the proposed action. Once the EA is complete, it
will be available on the Fort A.P. Hill website at http:/lwww.aphill.armv.mil. lf the NEPA
analysis results in a determination that an Environmental lmpact Statement will be
required, then a Notice of Intent will be prepared.
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In order to sufficiently address key project issues while maintaining the project
schedule, we are requesting that you provide a written response to this letter within 30
days of receipt. Please send your response to NEPA Coordinator, Fort A.P. Hill,
Environmental Division, Directorate of Public Works IMNE-APH-PWE, 19952 N. Range
Road, FortA.P. Hill, Virginia22427-3123 or by email at
usarmv.aphill.incomnortheast.mail.ernd@mail.mil. lf you have any questions, please
contact the Environmental Division at (80a) 633-8417 or atthe above referenced email
address.

We look forward to working cooperatively with you to make this important project
successful for all parties involved.

Commanding

Sincerely

David A.
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Sara Jackson

From: Brown, Kristine L CIV USARMY USAG (US) [kristine.l.brown.civ@mail.mil]
Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2015 11:00 AM
To: Sara Jackson
Cc: Karen Collins
Subject: FW: Comments for the INRMP and ICRMP (UNCLASSIFIED)

Sara/Karen, 
Below are comments on the INRMP/ICRMP EA. 
Kristine 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Bronson, Regena D NAO [mailto:Regena.D.Bronson@usace.army.mil]  
Sent: Thursday, October 29, 2015 10:41 AM 
To: USARMY Ft AP Hill IMCOM Atlantic Mailbox ERND 
Cc: Bronson, Regena D NAO; Banks, Terry L CIV USARMY IMCOM ATLANTIC (US); Fisher, George E 
(Gef) JR CIV USARMY IMCOM ATLANTIC (US) 
Subject: Comments for the INRMP and ICRMP (UNCLASSIFIED) 
 
This email was sent from a non‐Department of Defense email account, and contained active 
links. All links are disabled, and require you to copy and paste the address to a Web 
browser. Please verify the identity of the sender, and confirm authenticity of all links 
contained within the message.   
 
 
 
 
‐‐‐‐ 
 
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 
 
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 
  This letter is in response to a letter dated October 9, 2015 concerning  comments for 
the "ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT:IMPLEMENTATION OF THE INTEGRATED NATURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT 
PLAN AND THE INTEGRATED CULTURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT PLAN AT FORT A.P. HILL, VIRGINIA". In 
accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Vernadero Group Incorporated 
with Fort A.P. Hill Army Garrison (FAPH) has prepared an Environmental Assessment (EA) that 
is intended to meet regulatory requirements and ensure the successful management and 
protection of the Installation's natural and cultural resources.    
  
  Our regulations require that we consider a full range of public interest factors and 
conduct and alternatives analysis in order to identify the least environmentally damaging 
practicable alternative (LEDPA), which is the only alternative we can authorize. In addition 
to wetlands and waters impacted, we must consider factors such as land use (including 
displacements of homes and businesses), floodplain hazards and values, water supply and 
conservation, water quality, safety, cost, economics, threatened and endangered species, 
historic and cultural resources, and environmental justice. 
 
       Any projects that may affect historic and cultural resources, as per 36 CFR 
800.2(a)(2), FAPH is hereby designated as the lead federal agency to fulfill the collective 
federal responsibilities under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act for the 
undertaking.  We authorize your agency to conduct Section 106 coordination on our behalf.  



2

Any Memorandum of Agreement prepared by your agency under 36 CFR 800.6 should include the 
following clause in the introductory text: 
 
"WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 10 and/or Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, a Department of 
the Army permit will likely be required from the Corps of Engineers for this project, and the 
Corps has designated FAPH as the lead federal agency to fulfill federal responsibilities 
under Section 106;" 
 
In addition, it is our understanding that FAPH will serve as the lead Federal agency for 
consultation in accordance with the Endangered Species Act. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.   If you have questions, you may contact Regena 
Bronson at (540) 548‐2838 or regena.d.bronson@usace.army.mil. 
 
 
Regena Bronson  
USACE Fredericksburg Field Office  
1329 Alum Spring Road, Suite 202 
Fredericksburg, VA 22401 
540‐548‐2838 
regena.d.bronson@usace.army.mil  
 
If you have a moment to take the following survey it would assist the Norfolk District in 
providing the highest level of support to the public.  Caution‐
http://corpsmapu.usace.army.mil/cm_apex/f?p=regulatory_survey 
We value your comments and appreciate your taking the time to complete the survey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Classification: UNCLASSIFIED 
Caveats: NONE 
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