Appendix 2 E

Enviro Tracking #: ARNG ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST State ARNG

Enter information in the yellow shaded areas. WAARNG

PART A - PROJECT INFORMATION

1. PROJECT NAME:
Construction of a Pierce County Readiness Center (PCRC) at Camp Murray WA

2. PROJECT NUMBER: (MILCON if applicable) 3. DATE PREPARED:
530035 17-Dec-13

4. DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION OF THE PROJECT/PROPOSED ACTION:
a. Location (Include a Detailed Map):
Camp Murray, Pierce County, WA (See Attached map in ESA Memo)

b. Description:

The WAARNG will construct a 97,515 square foot, three story Army National Guard Readiness Center, with the associated
Military Vehicle and Privately Owned Vehicle parking areas and storage building. This facility will be sited on a 12.5 ac parcel of
land located at the heart of Camp Murray. The proposed PCRC is intended to be used by approximately 339 WAARNG Soldiers
on their monthly drill weekend. When a concurrent project, the new Information-Operation Readiness Center, opens on JBLM in
2014, 200 Soldiers currently drilling on Camp Murray will move to the IORC located on JBLM, resulting in a net increase of 139
new Soldiers coming to Camp Murray for weekend drills. Thirty eight (38) Active Duty Guard (AGR) Soldiers will be assigned to
the PCRC facility as their permanent duty station, six of whom already work at Camp Murray. The facility will also house training
classrooms, unit administrative, storage and supply space, restrooms, an Assembly Hall, and a kitchen. Common areas will be
available for use by the public under the established rental policy.

c. The proposed action will involve (check all that apply):
D Training Activities/Areas Construction E] Natural Resource Management
D Maintenance/Repair/Rehabilitation D Real Estate Action D Environmental Plans/Surveys
D Innovative Rediness Training Project
[] Other (Explain):

d. Project Size (Acres): Acres of New Surface Disturbance (Proposed):
__(if applicable) (if applicable)
5. START DATE of PROPOSED ACTION (dd-mmm-yy): 1-Sep-14 Note: This must be a future date.
6. PROGRAMMED FISCAL YEAR (if applicable):. FY14
7. END DATE (if applicable): September 30, 2017

PART B - DECISION ANALYSIS GUIDE

To use a categorical exclusion, the project must satisfy the following three screening criteria: no segmentation, no exceptional
circumstances and a qualifying categorical exclusion that covers the project. The following decision tree will guide the
application and documentation of these three screening criteria. The criteria were extracted from 32 CFR Section 651.29 and
represent the most common screening conditions experienced in the ARNG. NOTE: Each question in Part B must have a block
checked for concurrence with REC.

1. Is this action segmented (the scope of the action must include the consideration of connected, cumulative, and similar
actions)? [ YES (go to #30) NO (go to #2)

2. Is there reasonable likelihood of significant environmental effects (direct, indirect,and cumulative)? If action meets screening
criteria but is assessed in an existing EA or EIS, check NO and proceed to the next question.
YES (go to #30) NO (go to #3)

3. Is there a reasonable likelihood of significant effects on public health, safety or the environment? If action meets screening
criteria but is assessed in an existing EA or EIS, check NO and proceed to the next question.
] YES (go to #30) NO (go to #4)

4. |s there an imposition of uncertain or unique environmental risks? If action meets screening criteria but is assessed in an
existing EA or EIS, check NO and proceed to the next question.

(] YES (go to #30) NO (go to #5)

5. Is the project of greater scope or size than is normal for the category of action? If action meets screening criteria but is
assessed in an existing EA or EIS, check NO and proceed to the next question.
(] YEs (go to #30) NO (go to #6)

6. Does the project introduce or employ unproven technology? If action meets screening criteria but is assessed in an existing
EA or EIS, check NO and proceed to the next question.

L] YES (go to #30) NO (go to #7)
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PART B - DECISION ANALYSIS (continued)

7. Will there be reportable releases of hazardous or toxic substances as specified in 40 CFR Part 3027 If action meets screening
criteria but is assessed in an existing EA or EIS, check NO and proceed to the next question.

(] ves (go to #30) NO (go to #8)

8. Will air emissions exceed de minimus levels or otherwise require a formal Clean Air Act (CAA) conformity determination? If action
meets screening criteria but is assessed in an existing EA or EIS, check NO and proceed to the next question.
(] vEs (go to #30) NO; ensure RONA is completed and on-file at State (go to #9)

9. Will the project have effects on the quality of the environment that are likely to be highly controversial? If action meets screening
criteria but is assessed in an existing EA or EIS, check NO and proceed to the next question.

[ ves (go to #30) NO (go to #10)

10. Will the project establish a precedent (or make decisions in principle) for future or subsequent actions that are reasonably likely to
have future significant effects? If action meets screening criteria but is assessed in an existing EA or EIS, check NO and proceed to

the next question. ] YES (go to #30) NO (go to #11)
11. Has federal funding been secured for the Innovative Readiness Training project?
N/A (go to #13) ] ves (go to #13) ] no (go to #12)

12. NOTE: IRT projects not currently funded can secure approved NEPA documentation. However, once funding is secured State
ARNG is required to coordinate with ARNG-ILE-T to complete natural and cultural surveys via proponent funding.

[_] CONFIRMED (go to #27)

13. Do you have a species list from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service that is less than 90 days old?
YES (go to #14) Date of List: 12/18/2013 [] NO (update species list return to #13)

14. In reviewing the species list, what determination was made by the State ARNG?
No species present (go to #16)

[ No effect {go to #16)
O May affect but not likely to adversely affect (go to #16)
d May affect likely to adversly affect (go to #15)

15. Does an existing Biological Opinion cover the action?

(] YES (go to #16) ] NO (go to #30) N/A (go to #16)
16. Have the Endangered Species Act, Section 7 requirements been completed?
YES (go to #17)  Date of Documentation: 12/18/2013 [L] NO (complete documentation, return to #16)
17. Does the project involve an undertaking to a building or structure that is 50 years of age or older?
[ YES (go to #18) NO (go to #20)
18. Has the building or structure been surveyed for the National Register of Historic Places?
[] ves (go to #19) 1 no (complete inventory, return to #18)
19. Is the building or structure eligible for or listed on the Nationa! Register of Historic Places?
[J YES (go to #20) ] NO (go to #20)
20. Does the action involve ground disturbing activities?
YES (go to #21) [ NO (go to #22)
21. Has an archaeological inventory or research been completed to determine if there are any archeological resources present?
YES (go to #22) (I no (complete inventory or conduct research, return to #21)

22. In reviewing the undertaking, under the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) (for both above and below ground resources),
what determination was made by the State ARNG?

] No resources present (go to #24)

No properties affected (go to #24) Date of SHPO Concurrence: 12/4/2013

(] No adverse affect (go to #24) Date of SHPO Concurrence:

[ Adverse affect (go to #23)

23. Has the State ARNG addressed the adverse effect?
[]YES (place date of MOA or existing PA and explanation of mitigation in box below, go to #24) ] NO (go to #30)

23a.
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PART B - DECISION ANALYSIS (continued)
24. Per DoDI 4710.02 did the state ARNG determine that tribal consultation was necessary for this project?

YES (provide date of MFR, go to #25) Date of MFR: 1/30/2014
(] NO (Provide reason in this block 24a, go to #27)
24a. Tribal consuitation has been conducted beginning on 12/18/2013. Responses from the Nisqually and Puyallup tribes (that have

potential interest on Camp Murray) were received as and inciuded in the MFR. No response from Steilacoom Tribe was received
as of the date of this MFR.

25. Did the Tribes express an interest or respond with concerns about the project?
YES (go to #26) [ nO (go to #27) Date of Documentation: 1/30/2014
26. Has the State ARNG addressed the Tribal concerns?

YES (place date of MOU or explanation of how State ARNG addressed tribal concerns in box below, go to #27)
D NO (address concerns, return to #26)

Complete only if additional documentation is required in question #26

26a. The WAARNG will conduct an archaeological survey concurrent with a geotechnical survey prior to construction of the PCRC.

27. Does the project involve an unresolved effect on areas having special designation or recognition such as those listed below? For any yes responses

go to #30 otherwise go to #28. If any No response is a result of negotiaged and/or previously resolved effects please describe resolution in box 27a
below.

TYPE Unresolved Effects? TYPE Unresolved Effects?

a. Prime/Unique Farmland No e. Wild/Scenic River No
b. Wilderness Area/National Park No f. Coastal Zones No
c. Sole-Source Aquifer No g. 100-year Floodplains No
d. Wetlands No h. National Wildlife Refuges No
27a.

28. Is this project addressed in a separate EA or EIS review?

|:| YES (complete table below; go to Part C, Determination) NO (go to #29)

Document Title:
Lead Agency:
Date of Decision Document:

29. Does the project meet at least one of the categorical exclusions listed in 32 CFR 651 App B?
YES (complete table below; go to Part C, Determination) [j NO (go to #30)

List primary CAT EX |C-1 New construction on a previously developed site if an area to be disturbed has no more than 5.0 cumulative acres of new
code surface disturbance.

Descibe why CAT The PCRC will be built in a previously developed/disturbed site with building and paved areas footprints covering about 12.5 ac
Y The site was previously occupied by the Combined Support Maintenance Shop that had been demolished as a new CSMS was built

25Tl at Joint Base Lewis-McChord.

30. At this time your project has not met all the qualifications for using a categorical exclusion under 32 CFR 651. Unless the scope of the project is
changed, it will require an Environmental Assessment or possibly an Environmental Impact Statement. If you feel this is in error, please call your NEPA
Regional Manager to discuss. If needed, go to Part C Determination.
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PART C - DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation, the following is appropriate:

[] AW 32 CFR 651 Appendix B, the proposed action qualifies for a Categorical Exclusion
(CX) that does not require a Record of Environmental Consideration.

A Record of Environmental Consideration (REC).

[_] An Environmental Assessment (EA).

] A Nqtice of lntent (NOI) to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)

Slgnature of Propoﬁent (Requester) £ Env1ronmental Prggrafn Manager
LTC Adam Iwaszuk Thomas O. Skjervoid
Printed Name of Proponent (Requester) Printed Name of Env. Program Manager
20 TAN 2014 SN Arvuary Zc}’/’f
Date Signed Date Slgned '

Otherc rrence (as ng

ignature Signature

BG Wallace Turner

Printed Name

3o S 2314

Date Signed Date Signed
Signature Signature
Printed Name Printed Name
Date Signed Date Signed
Signature Signature
Printed Name Printed Name
Date Signed Date Signed
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Enviro Tracking # ARNG Record of Environmental Consideration State ARNG

Enter information in the yellow shaded areas. WAARNG

1. PROJECT NAME:
Construction of a Pierce County Readiness Center (PCRC) at Camp Murray WA

2. PROJECT NUMBER: (MILCON if applicable) 3. DATE PREPARED:
530035 17-Dec-13
4. START DATE of PROPOSED ACTION (dd-mmm-yy): 9/1/14 Note: This must be a future date
5. PROGRAMMED FISCAL YEAR: FY14
6. END DATE: 30-Sep-17

7. DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION:
a. Location (Include a Detailed Map):
Camp Murray, Pierce County, WA (See Attached map in ESA Memo)

b. Description:
The WAARNG will construct a 97,515 square foot, three story Army National Guard Readiness Center, with the associated
Military Vehicle and Privately Owned Vehicle parking areas and storage building. This facility will be sited on a 12.5 ac parcel
of land located at the heart of Camp Murray. The proposed PCRC is intended to be used by approximately 339 WAARNG
Soldiers on their monthly drill weekend. When a concurrent project, the new Information-Operation Readiness Center, opens
on JBLM in 2014, 200 Soldiers currently drilling on Camp Murray will move to the IORC located on JBLM, resulting in a net
increase of 139 new Soldiers coming to Camp Murray for weekend drills. Thirty eight (38) Active Duty Guard (AGR) Soldiers
will be assigned to the PCRC facility as their permanent duty station, six of whom already work at Camp Murray. The facility
will also house training classrooms, unit administrative, storage and supply space, restrooms, an Assembly Hall, and a
kitchen. Common areas will be available for use by the public under the established rental policy.
8. CHOOSE ONE OF THE FOLLOWING:

(] An existing Environmental Assessment adequately covers the scope of this project. Attach FNSI if EA was

completed by another federal agency (non-ARNG).

EA Date (dd-mmm-yy): Lead Agency:
] An existing Environmental Impact Statement adequately covers the scope of this project.
EIS Date (dd-mmm-yy): Lead Agency:

After reviewing the screening criteria and completing the ARNG Environmental Checklist, this project qualifies for a
Categorical Exclusion Code: See 32 CFR 651 App. B

This project is exempt from NEPA requirements under the provisions of:

Cite superseding law:
9. REMARKS:

%‘ A /{Qf(, ~\\/‘,%~AQ %/mﬁz

Signature of Proponent (Requester) EnvironmerNP\rc%m N(anager
LTC Adam Iwaszuk Thomas O. Skjervold
Printed Name of Proponent (Requester) Printed Name of Env. Program Manager
4 .
30 SAN 20/Y anumrgsd 2d|Y
Date Signed Date Signed __J o

10. STATE/ORGANIZATION: WMD/WAARNG |1 1. SERVICE COMPONENT:
12. ADDRESS: 36 Quartermaster Rd., Camp Murray WA 98430
13. PROPONENT/UNIT NAME: CFMO/IMT {14. POC: LTC Adam lwaszuk
15. PROPONENT/UNIT ADDRESS: 36 Quartermaster Rd., Camp Murray WA 98430
16. COMM VOICE:  253-512-8702 17. COMM FAX: 253-512-8904 |18. DSN: 353-8702
19. DSN FAX: 353-8904 20. EMAIL: adam.m.iwaszuk.mil@mail.mil
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Emissions Calculation for Construction Projects

Nonroad Equipment
Equipmen||Equipmen||Operation co PM, 5 PM10 co PM, 5
t t s (Days) ©![| Emission || Emission || Emission [[Emissions||Emissions
Populatio Factor Factor Factor (TPY) (TPY) lpmi1o0
n(a) (tonS/daY (tonS/day (tonS/day Emissions
) ) ) (TPY)
Paver 1 5 0.000346] 0.000076{ 0.000078| 0.001730| 0.000380| 0.000392
Rollers 1 40 0.000322] 0.00007( 0.000072| 0.012880| 0.002800| 0.002887
Scrapers 0.000447 0.0001] 0.000103| 0.000000] 0.000000| 0.000000
Paving
equipment 0.000286] 0.00006{ 0.000062| 0.000000| 0.000000| 0.000000
Surfacing
equipment 1 20 0.000273] 0.000054| 0.000056| 0.005460( 0.001080| 0.001113
Signal
boadrds/li
ght plants 2 120 0.000052} 0.00008| 0.000082| 0.012480| 0.019200| 0.019794
Trenchers 0.000288]| 0.000059; 0.000061| 0.000000| 0.000000{ 0.000000
Bore/drill
rigs 0.000179| 0.000036| 0.000037| 0.000000{ 0.000000] 0.000000
Cranes 1 40 0.000224] 0.000055| 0.000057| 0.008960| 0.002200| 0.002268
Graders 1 20 0.000408] 0.000092| 0.000095| 0.008160| 0.001840| 0.001897
Off-
highway
trucks 0.000787| 0.000188| 0.000194| 0.000000( 0.000000| 0.000000
Tractors/l
oaders/ba
ckhoes 2 300 0.000413]| 0.000071| 0.000073| 0.247800| 0.042600| 0.043918
Crawler
tractors/d
ozers 1 30 0.000386| 0.000087| 0.000090| 0.011580| 0.002610| 0.002691
Dumpersi/t
enders 0.000179| 0.000037| 0.000038| 0.000000( 0.000000{ 0.000000
Other 2 300 0.000297| 0.000061
constructi
on
equipment
0.000063| 0.178200| 0.036600| 0.037732
TOTAL 0.48725| 0.10931 0.112691
B This number may change from project to project
®'EPA Nonroad Emissions Model, Version 2005 1.0, June 2006
Onroad Vehicles
Equipmen| Total Average || Average Total co Conversio co
t Days(a’ trips/day‘ miles/trip]| miles || Emission || n Factor [|[Emissions
a) (a) Factor [((Ib/gram)| (TPY)
(gram/mil b)

e)(b)




Heavy
duty
diesel
vehicle

300

11

30

99000

9.520000

0.0022

1.0367

Light duty
diesel
vehicle

500

30

90000

1.524000

0.0022

0.1509

eavy
duty
gasoline
vehicle

4.136000

0.0022

0.0000

I

TOTAL

1.1876

Total CO Emissions (T

1.6749

Total PM2.5 Emission

0.10931

Total PM,, Emissions

0.112691

"This number may change from project to project
®JEpA Nonroad Emissions Model, Version 2005 1.0, June 2006




RECORD OF NON-APPLICABILITY (RONA) FOR GENERAL CONFORMITY

NAME OF PROJECT: Pierce County Readiness Center Construction at Camp Murray
PROJECT ID NUMBER: MILCON #530035

POINT OF CONTACT: LTC Adam lwaszuk

PHONE/E-MAIL: 253-512-87021/Adam.M.lwaszuk.mil@mail. mil

START DATE: September 2014

General Conformity under the Clean Air Act, Section 1.76 has been evaluated for the project described
above according to the requirements of 40 CFR 93 Subpart B. The requirements of this rule are not
applicable to this project/action because:

|:| The project/action qualifies as an exempt action. The applicable exemption citation is 40 CFR 93.153:

Xl Total direct and indirect emissions from this project/action have been estimated at (only include
information for applicable pollutants):

1.6749 Tons per year of CO
0.10931 Tons per year of PM; 5
These levels are below the conformity threshold values established at 40 CFR 93.153(b)--NOx, PMz.s,

CO, SOz2: 100 tons per year, AND this project/action is not considered regionally significant under 40
CFR 93.153(i).

Supporting documentation and emission estimates are:
[] Attached

Appear in NEPA documentation -- REC/Check page 6 (cite reference)

[] Other (cite reference)

THOMAS 0. SKJERVOLD
LZ&W.&L N\ /A/wtﬁfzy 5/ Zd/

ENVIRONMENTAL CO@?D(NATOR (tWabﬁre) DATE



STATE OF WASHINGTON

MILITARY DEPARTMENT
Camp Murray, WA 98430-5000

January 30, 2014

NGB-ARE-C
111 So. George Mason Drive
Arlington, VA 22204-1382

MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD

SUBJECT: Tribal and Agency Consultation for the Combined Support Maintenance Shop (CSMS)
Demolition and Pierce County Readiness Center Construction (PCRC) Projects

The WMD/WAARNG through the Environmental Programs initiated its agency and tribal consultation for
the CSMS Demolition and PCRC Construction projects during the following dates:

A. NHPA Section 106

June 18, 2013 — Consultation with Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP)/State
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) for the CSMS demolition project in preparation for the PCRC
Construction project. Concurrence received on July 11, 2013.

December 3, 2013 - Consultation with the DAHP/SHPO for the PCRC construction project. Concurrence
received on December 4, 2013.

December 13, 2013 — Informal (phone) consultation with the SHPO regarding trees and shrubs in front of
CSMS compound that were claimed by a former employee (Mr. Harold Feaster) as culturally
significant as these trees/shrubs were planted in memory of former CSMS employees.

December 17, 2013 - SHPO responded to December 13 query by phone on December 17, 2013. SHPO
recommended to conduct a Historic Property Inventory for the trees/shrubs as well as to conduct
Tribal consultations.

December 18, 2013 - Tribal consultation formal letters for CSMS demolition and trees/shrubs
preservation as well as the PCRC construction were e-mailed to three tribes with potential
interest to Camp Murray’s cultural/archaeological resources (Nisqually, Steilacoom and Puyallup
Tribes).

December 19, 2013 — A formal consult describing the scope of work and area of potential effect for the
CSMS demolition was resent to SHPO with the inclusion of the potentially culturally significant
trees and shrubs to be removed.

December 30, 2013 — Ms. Jackie Wall of Nisqually Tribe called the CRM to express their concern about
the lack of archaeological survey done for the PCRC site. The CRM assured her that an
archaeological survey would be conducted concurrent with a geotechnical survey once the land is
ready for construction.

December 30, 2013 - A letter from the Nisqually Tribe documenting the phone conversation with the CRM
regarding the PCRC construction was received by the WAARNG.



January 15, 2014 — The SHPO visited the old CSMS area to look at the potentially culturally significant
trees/shrubs. A SHPO concurrence letter with recommendations on the trees/shrubs was
received by the WAARNG/WMD.

January 27, 2014 — Follow-up e-mail sent and phone calls were made to the Steilacoom Tribe. A phone
call was made to Puyallup Tribe — Mr. Brandon said that the Tribe agrees with the SHPO’s
recommendation of having an archaeological survey of the site prior to constructing a new
building.

B. Endangered Species Act Section 7

December 13, 2013 — The WAARNG sent formal consult letters via e-mail to US Fish and Wildlife Service
as well as Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife.

December 19, 2013 — The WAARNG received an e-mail from the USFWS concurring on the WAARNG’s
determination of no federally threatened and endangered listed species present at the project
site.

No response from the WDFW Director and Habitat Biologist was received as of the date of this MFR.

C. NEPA - Public Review

November 17, 2013 — A public notice regarding the public scoping meeting for the PCRC Construction
and Operation project was published with The News Tribune and The Journal of Commerce.

December 4, 2013 - A public meeting was held at the Tillicum Gardens Community Center at Lakewood
WA. It was attended by three Camp Murray (CFMO) staff (COL Weitzel, Mr. Skjervold, Ms.
Valencia-Gica), two Tilicum Woodbrook Neighborhood Association (TWNA) officers (Mr. Jim
Taylor and Mrs. Sharon Taylor), the City of Lakewood Principal Planner (Mr. Dan Catron), and a
private contractor (Ms. Brittany Schneider).

December 10, 2013 — The WAARNG received an e-mail comment from the TWNA officer (Mr. Jim Taylor)
regarding their concerns on traffic impacts associated with the additional personnel to bring to
Camp Murray with the PCRC construction and the nearly simultaneous implementation of
construction projects by WAARNG/WMD, WSDOT and City of Lakewood.

December 10, 2013 — The WAARNG sent an e-mail response to Mr. Taylor.

December 16, 2013 — The WAARNG received a formal comment letter from the City of Lakewood
(Principal Planner) requesting for project coordination between WAARNG/WMD, WSDOT, and
City of Lakewood to minimize traffic impacts due to multiple construction projects to be
implemented almost simultaneously in the Tillicum vicinity.

December 17, 2013 — End of the public comment period.

December 18, 2013 — A TWNA officer (Mr. David Anderson) wrote a letter titled “A Community Rights-of-
Way Right-to-Know” published with The Suburban Times.

December 19, 2013 — The Environmental Program Manager (Mr. Tom Skjervold) forwarded to Mr.
Anderson an e-mail response of WMD Public Affairs Officer (Ms. Karina Shagren) to the
Suburban Times article of Mr. Anderson.



December 27, 2013 — The WAARNG contacted the City of Lakewood Public Works as well as WSDOT
Rail and Point Defiance Bypass project managers to begin project coordination.

January 13, 2014 — Project coordination meeting between the WAARNG/WMD and WSDOT staff.

January 15, 2014 — Project coordination meeting between the WAARNG/WMD and City of Lakewood
staff.

No other response from Tribes and agencies consulted had been received as of the date of this MFR.
Letters/E-mails sent to/received from the SHPO, Tribes and agencies are included as attachments to the
REC/Checkilist.

Point of contact for this action is the undersigned at 253-512-8704 or Rowena.Valencia-
Gica@mil.wa.gov.

Sincerely,

CArnn Gien

Rowena Valencia-Gica, Ph.D.
Environmental Specialist



Tribal and Agency Consult Documentation for the WAARNG’s PCRC
Construction Project

A. Section 106 NHPA:
1. WAARNG’s Letter to the SHPO

Attachment3a-2_RequestConcurrence_PCRC_20131203

From: valencia-Gica, Rowena B (MIL)

sent: Tuesday, December 03, 2013 10:47 AM

To: whitlam, Rob (DAHP)

Subject: Request for Concurrence - PCRC Construction at Camp Murray
Attachments: EZ1-Form_0Q05 PCRC Camp Murray_SHPOConsult_20131203.pdf
Hello Rob,

This is to request for your review of the WAARNG's proposed project to construct
a new Pierce
Ccounty Readiness Center (PCRC) at Camp MUrray.

Attached is the completed EZ-1 Form for this project. Previously, we consulted
your agency regarding
the demolition of the CSMS for which a concurrence was received in July 2013.

camp Murray had previously been surveyed Tor archaeological resources and was
found to have Tow

probability for archaeological resources. Nonetheless, if any archaeological
resources would be

discovered during construction, work will stop in the area of discovery and we
will contact DAHP and

the appropriate Native American Tribes for further guidance.

we had consulted your agency on the PCRC project several times over the phone and
through project

meetings as we progressed from the Buckley site To Camp Murray site. As you
previously suggested,

The WAARNG must conduct an archaeoclogical survey (that can be done concurrent
with a geotechnical

survey) prieor to project implementation. This approach has been discussed and
agreed upon with the

project consultants.

Thank you and T Took forward to receiwing the SHPO's concurrence on our
determination of No
Historic/Archaeological Resources Affected.

sincerely,

Rowena Valencia-Gica, Ph.D.
Environmental Specialist
36 Quartermaster Road,
camp Murray WA 98430

Tel. 253-512-5704

Fax 253-512-8904

DSM 323-8704

NOTICE: This e-mail message contains information solely for the use of the
intended

recipient{s)}. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you
are hereby

nﬁtﬁfied that any reading, dissemination, distribution, copying, or other use of
this

message or its attachments is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
message in

error, please delete and notify the sender immediately.



PROJECT REVIEW SHEET - EZ1
HISTORIC & CULTURAL RESOURCES REVIEW

PROPERTY / CLIENT NAME: wHD/wa ARNG FUNDING AGEMNCY': sy National Guard/National Guard
Bursau (federal
Project Applicant: WA Military Department/ WA Army National Guard
Contact Person: Bowena Valencia-Gica
Address: 36 Quartermaster Road
City, State: Camp Murrsy Wia Zip: 38430 County: piere
Phone/ FAX: 253-512-8704
E-Mail: rowena valencia-gica@milwa.goy
Funding Agency:
Organization: Army National Guard/National Guard Buresy (federal)
Address: 111 So. George Mason Drive,
City, State: Arlington. VA Zip: 77204-1382
Phone: 703-607-9954 {clo MAJ Steve Stadelman)

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE TYPE OF WORK TO BE COMPLETED
(Be as detailed as possible to avoid having to provide additional information)

{  Provide a detailed description of the proposed project:

The WAARNG proposes to construct a 97,513 square foof, three-story Army MNational Guard Readiness Center,
with attendant Military Vehicle and Privately Owned Vehicle parking areas and a storage building (Fig. 1). This
facility, known as the Pierce County Eeadiness Center (PCRC), will be sited on the existing Combined Support
Maintenance Shop (CSMS) that is being demolished. This PCR.C project will share the former CSMS site with
a possible new Joint Force Headquarters (JFHQ) if that project is approved in a future funding cycle. The
proposed PCEC was planned to be used by approximately 3389 WAARNG soldiers duning their monthly drill
weekend. Additionally, 32 fulltime Active Guard Reserve soldiers will be transferred to this facility as their
permanent duty station. The WAARNG expects the construction time to range from 1.5 to 2 years in duration
commencing sometime after September 2014

4  Describe the existing project site conditions:

The CSMS compound had just been vacated by the WAARNG vehicle maintenance personnel stationed in the
facility. All structures in the compound are being demelished in preparation for the construction of the new
Pierce County Readiness Center (FCRC). Previously, SHPO concurrence was obtained regarding the CSMS
demolition project (062013-02-MIL_071113)

[ Describe the proposed ground disturbing activities:

PCRC construction. The WAARNG proposes to construct a 97,513 square foot, three-story Army National
Guard Readiness Center, with attendant Military Vehicle and Privately Owned Vehicle parking areas and a
storage building (Fig. 2). The facility will also house training classrooms, unit administrative, storage and




supply space, restrooms, an Assembly Hall. and a large kitchen Attached is a preliminary design of the PCRC
facility at Camp Murray.

B4  Check if building(s) will be altered or demolished. If so please complete a DAHP

Determination of Eligibility “EZ2" form for each building effected by the proposed
project.

Previously, SHPO concurrence was obtained regarding the CSMS demolition project (062013-02-MIL_071113)

Camp Murray
'..P}crcc_c ounty Readiness Center

LN = I

Fig. 1. Map of Camp Murray showing the prject boundaries for CSMS demolition and
construction.
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Fig. 2. Preliminary design of the PCRC project at Camp Muray.

PLEASE ATTACH A COPY OF THE RELEVANT PORTION OF A 7.5 SERIES
USGS QUAD MAP AND OUTLINE THE PROJECT IMPACT AREA.
(USGS Quad maps are available on-line at http: www.topozone.com)

Project Location

Township: 19N Range: 2 Section: 21
Address: Signal Corps Road City: Camp Munay County: Pierce

Note: buildings for demolition are not reflected in the topographic maps available

[TTT) (1} (1] (1} (1] (1} (1] [T} (1] (1} (1] [L1]
Mail this form to: Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation or E-mail to: Robert Whitlam, Ph.D.
1063 S. Capitol Way, Suite 106 State Archaeologist, OAHP
P.O. Box 48343 (360) 586-3080
Olympia, WA 98504-8343 rob.whitlam@dahp wa.gov

(Within 30 days DAHP will mail their opinion back to you.)

Please be aware that this form may only initiate consultation. For some projects, DAHP may require additional
information to complete our review such as plans, specifications, and photographs. An historic property inventory form
may need to be completed by a qualified preservation professional.



2. SHPO Concurrence

AR TMEMT
ARCHAEDLOGY & Alysen Brooks Ph.D., Direchor
HISTORIC PRESERVATICN State Historic Preservation Officer

December 3, 2013

Dr. Rowena Valencia-Gica

36 Quartermaster Road

Washington Military Department

Camp Murray, Washington 98430-0500

Re: Pierce County Readiness Center Project
Log No.: 120313-03-MIL

Dear Dr. Valencia-Gica:

Thank you for contacting our department. We have reviewed the materials you provided for the
proposed Pierce County Readiness Center (PCRC) Project at Camp Murray, Pierce County,
Washington.

We concur with your Determination of No Historic Properties Affected.

We would appreciate receiving any correspondence or comments from concerned tribes or other
parties that you receive as you consult under the requirements of 36CFRB00. 4(a)(4).

In the event that archagological or historic materials are discovered during project activities,
work in the immediate vicinity must stop, the area secured, and this office notified.

These comments are based on the information available at the time of this review and on the
behalf of the State Historic Preservation Officer in conformance with Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act and its implementing regulations 36CFR800. Should additional
information become available, our assessment may be revised.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment and a copy of these comments should be included in
subsequent environmental documents

Sincerely,

=\

Robert G. Whitlam, Ph.ID.

State Archaeologist

(360) 586-3080

email: rob.whitlam@dahp. wa. gov

State of Washington » Depariment of Archoeology & Historic Preservation
P.O. Box 48343 = Olympia, Washington ?8504-8343 = (340) 5846-3045
waww . dahp owa.gov




3. WAARNG’s Consult for Trees/Shrubs in front of CSMS

STATE OF WASHINGTOM

MILITARY DEPARTMENT
Camp Murray, WA 954 30-5000

December 19, 2013

Mr. Russell Holter

Compliance Feviewer

Department of Archaeology & Historic Preservation
1063 South Capitol Way, Suite 106

Olympia WA 98501

Be: Trees and Plants at Camp Murray’s CSMS Demolition Site
Dear Mr. Holter,

This letter 1s to consult your agency regarding the trees and plants in front of Combined Support
Mamntenanece Shop (CSM5) buildings that the Washington Ammy National Guard (WAARNG) is
planning to take away as part of the CSMS demolition project in preparation for the construction
of a Pierce County Readiness Center.

On December 10, 2013, a former C5MS emplovee (Mr. Harold Feaster) came to our office to
discuss s concerns about our plan. He informed us that those trees and shrubs in front of the
facility bear some cultural significance as these had been planted in memory of some of the
former CSMS emplovees who had already died. We did not have this information when we
consulted your agency in June 2013 and obtained concurrence in July 2013 about our
determination of Mo Historic Properties Effect of this proposed action.

The WAARNG made an informal consult (by phone) to the SHPO on December 13, 2013, We
requested for yvour gumidance on what we can do with the frees and shrubs. Your agency
recommended (by phone) to the WAARNG to conduct a Historic Property Inventory (HPI),
submit an area of potential effect and conduct Tribal consultations. Trbal consult letters were
sent to three tribes with potential interest to Camp Murray’'s cultural resources (INisqually,
Stetlacoom and Puvallup Tribes) on December 18, 2013, Attached i1s the EZ-1 form for this
proposed action. The WAARNG cannot expend finds to conduct an HPI for the subject trees and
shrubs without evidence that it is a regulatory requirement.

WAARNG s proposed mitigation for the effect on the frees/shrubs is fo prepare a panoramic
photo of the site with the printed names of each of the 16 former CSMS emplovees to whom
each tree/shrub was dedicated to. The photos will be displaved at the new CSMS at Joint Base
Lewis-McChord as well as in Bldg. 2 Museum at Camp Murray. This approached was discussed
and agreed upon with Mr. Feaster.



SHPO Consult on Trees/Shrubs at CSMS
December 19, 2013
Page 2 of 2

Should you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me. If we do not
receive a response after 30 days, we will proceed with the proposed action and mitigation in
accordance with the provisions of 36 CTR 800.3(c)((4). 800.5(c)(1). and 800.55(d).

Thank you.
Sincerely,

Lo G

Fowena Valencia-Gica. Ph.D.
Natural and Cultural Resources Manager

PROJECT REVIEW SHEET - EZ1

HISTORIC & CULTURAL RESOURCES REVIEW

PROPERTY / CLIENT NAME: wmMD/wa arnG FUNDING AGENCY': army National Guard/National Guard
Bursau (federal
Project Applicant: WA Military Department/ WA Army Nationsl Guard
Contact Person: Rowsna Yalencia-Gica
Address: 36 Quartermaster Road
City, State: Camp MurayWa  Zip: 98430 County: piars
Phone! FAX: 253-512-8704
E-Mail: rowena valencia-gica@mil.wa.gov
Funding Agency:
Organization: Army National Guard/National Guard Bures (federal)
Address: 111 So. George Mason Drive,
City, State: Arlington_VA Zip: 222041332
Phone: T03-507-9954 (cio MAJ Steve Stadelman)

PLEASE DESCRIBE THE TYPE OF WORK TO BE COMPLETED

(Be as detailed as possible to avoid having to provide additional information)

[l Provide a detailed description of the proposed project:

Trees and shrubs in front of the old Combined Support Maintenance Shop (CSMS) will be removed as part of the facility's
demolition project (Attachment 1).

[ Describe the existing project site conditions:

The C5MS compound had just been vacated by the WAARMNG vehicle maintenance personnel staticned in the facility. On
December 10, 2013, a former CSMS employee (Mr. Harold Feaster) came to our office to discuss his concemns about our
plan. He informed us that those trees and plants in front of the facility bear some cultural significance as these had been
dedicated to some of the former CSMS employees who had already died. The age of the respective trees and shrubs
cannot be ascertained.

| Describe the proposed ground disturbing activities:

Trees and shrubs will be uprooted as part of the site preparation for the construction of a Pierce County Readiness

Center.

[l Check if building(s) will be altered or demolished. If so please complete a DAHP
Determination of Eligibility “EZ2" form for each building effected by the proposed
project.




PLEASE ATTACH A COPY OF THE RELEVANT PORTION OF A 7.5 SERIES

USGS QUAD MAP AND OUTLINE THE PROJECT IMPACT AREA.

(USGS Quad maps are available on-line at htip: www_topozone_com)

Project Location

Township: 19N Range: 2 Section: 21
Address: Signal Corps Road

City: Camp Munay County: Pierce

{

Note: buildings for demolition are not reflected in the topographic maps available
EEE N IEEEEE NN NN NN E NN NN NN EEEEE NN I NN NN NN EEEE NN N NN NN ENEEEE NN EENEEENNENEENEENEEEEEEER

Mail this form to: Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation or E-mail to: Robert Whitlam, Ph.D.
1063 S. Capitol Way, Suite 106

State Archaeologist, OAHP
P.O. Box 48343 (360) 586-3080
Olympia, WA 98504-8343 rob.whitlam@dahp.wa.gov

(Within 30 days DAHP will mail their opinion back to you.)
Please be aware that this form may only initiate consuitation. For some projects, DAHP may require additional

information to complete our review such as plans, specifications, and photographs. An historic property inventory form
may need to be completed by a qualified preservation professional.

Attachment 1

Panoramic View of the Trees/Shrubs in Front of Old CSMS, Camp Murray WA




4. SHPO’s Recommendations on Trees/Shrubs

DEPARTMENT OF
ARCHAECLOGY & Alyson Brooks Ph.D., Direclor
HISTORIC PRESERWVATIOMN Stote Historic Preservation Officer

January 15, 2014

Dr. Rowena Valencia-Gica, Ph.D.
MNatural & Cultural Resources Manager
Washington Military Department
Building 36 Quartermaster Rd

Camp Murray, WA 98430-5000

In future correspondence please refer to:

Log: 062410-01-MIL

Property: Mew Combined Support Maintenance Shop (CSMS)
Re: Mo Historic Properties Affected

Dear Dr. Valencia-Gica, Ph.D.:

Thank you for contacting the Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic
Preservation (DAHP). The above referenced project has been reviewed on behalf of the State
Historic Preservation Officer under provisions of Governor’'s Executive Order 05-05 (GEO 05-
05). My review is based upon documentation contained in your communication.

Thank you for notifying us of the presence of plantings memoenalizing fallen Washington State
Guardsmen. We concur that no historic properties will be affected by the current project as
proposed. Howewver, we would suggest that these planting be identified, and the significance of
the soldiers they represent be documented and made available to the public via a web page,
preferably the WAANG website. We would also suggest that those landscape elements that
can be moved, be reincorporated into the landscape design of the new facility. If additional
information on the project becomes available, or if any archaeological resources are uncovered
duning construction, please halt work in the area of discovery and contact the appropriate Native
Amernican Tribes and DAHFP for further consultation.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment. Should you have any questions, please
contact me.

Sincerely,

Russell Holter

Project Compliance Reviewer
(360) 586-3533

russell holter@dahp.wa.gov

State of Washington » Depariment of Archoeology & Historic Preservafion
P.O. Box 48343 » Olympia, Washington ?8504-8343 = (350) 585-3065
wearw . dahpowa.goy




5. WAARNG’s Consult to Nisqually, Puyallup and Steilacoom Tribes

STATE OF WASHINGTON

MILITARY DEPARTMENT
Camp Murray, WA 98430-5000

December 18, 2013

Ms. Annette Bullchild/Tackie Wall
Nisqually Indian Tribe

4820 She-Nah-Num Drive SE
Olvmpia WA 98513

Re: C5MS Demolition and PCRC Construction at Camp Murray WA
Dear Ms. Bullchild/Ms. Wall,

This letter i3 to consult the Nisqually Indian Tribe regarding the Washington Armmy National
Guard's proposed demolition of the Combined Support Maintenance Shop (CSMS) buildings
and the construction of a Pierce County Readiness Center (PCRC) at Camp Murray.

The Washington Armmy National Guard seeks to demolish multiple buildings (27, 28, 29, 30, 31,
31A, 31B, 31C, 37 and 37A) inside the Combined Support Maintenance Shop (CSMS)
compound at Camp Murray located at Signal Corps Road, Camp Murray WA i Pierce County
{Attachment A — Map of CSMS Demolition Project Location).

The CSMS compound at Camp Murray had just been vacated by the WAARNG units stationed
mn the facility that were moved to a newly constructed CSMS compound at the neighboring Joint
Base Lewis-McChord (JBLM). The CSMS compound at Camp Murray had been used for
maintenance of Army vehidles and equipment. Hazardous waste and materials. as well as parts
storage buildings exist onsite, along with office and employee recreation and locker areas.

Once the demolition project is completed, the WAABRNG will construct a 97515 square feet,
three storey Army MNational Guard Readiness Center, with the attendant Military Vehicle and
Prvately Owned Vehicle parking areas and storage building (Aftaclhment B — PCRC
Construction Project Boundary). The proposed PCRC was intended to be used by approximately
339 WAARNG soldiers on ther monthly dnll weekend Upon completion of the
Information/Operation Readiness Center in JBLM in 2014, only 139 soldiers will be expected to
use the PCRC facility during drill weekends. Thirty eight (38) Active Duty Guard (AGR)
soldiers will be assigned to this facility as their permanent duty station, six of whom already
work at Camp Murray. The facility will also house fraining classrooms, unit administrative,
storage and supply space, restrooms, an Assembly Hall. and a large ktchen. As a state facility,
most of the common areas will be available for use by the public under the already established
rental policy from state laws and regulations.



The WAARNG has been doing the planning and environmental review phases of these projects
and determuined that both are Categorically Excluded projects (Demolition of non-historic
structures, and New construction on a previcusly developed site). As such, the WAARNG
prepared a Record of Environmental Consideration and Checklist (REC/Check) to satisfy the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirement. A Public Scoping notice for the PCRC
construction project was sent out on November 17, 2013 and will close on December 17, 2013.
A Public Scoping meeting was held on December 4. 2013, Comments received during the public
scoping meeting will be addressed and included in the REC/Check document.

We are also conducting consultations to satisfy the National Historic Preservation Act Section
106 requirements. All buildings in the CSMS compound that are or over 50 vears old had already
been evaluated for historical significance and eligibility for listing to the National Register of
Historic Places (NEHP). None of the buildings was deternined NEHP-eligible (See Attachment
C - 2005 HSE. Evaluation Report).

On December 10, 2013, a former CSMS emplovee (Mr. Harold Feaster) came fo our office to
discuss his concerns about our CSMS demolition project. He informed us that those trees and
plants in front of the facility bear some cultural significance as these had been planted in memory
of some of the former CSMS emplovees who had already died (Attachment D — Panoramic
Photo). We did not have this information when we consulted and got concurrence from the State
Historic Preservation Office in July 2013 about our determination of No Historic Properties
Effect for these proposed actions.

Through informal (phone) consultation, the SHPO recommended that a Historic Property
Inventory must be done for the trees and plants The WAARNG will comply with this
recommendation and will also take a panoramic view of the CSMS site with the trees/plants with
the names of each of former CSMS emplovees to whom those trees/plants were dedicated to. The
panoramic photograph will be displayed at the new CSMS at JBLM as well as in the WAARNG
Museum in Bldg. 2. Camp Murray.

In this regard, we would like to request for vour Tribe’s concurrence on our determination of No
Histaoric Properties Affected. Should you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesifate
to contact me. If we do not receive a response after 30 days. we will proceed with the proposed
actions in accordance with the provisions of 36 CEFR 800.3(c)((4). 800.5(c)(1). and 800.55(d).

Thank vou.
Sincerely,

/%wm C;’m,

Rowena Valencia-Gica, Ph.D.
Natural and Cultural Resources Manager



Attachment A

Aerial view of the location of CSMS Buildings at Camp Murray, WA.

CSMS Buildings at
Camp Murray for
demolition

Attachment B

Aerial view of the boundaries of the PCRC Project at Camp Murray, WA.

Camp Murray
‘.P}létce,Countyjeadiness Center




Etzrorte Soucnes Evalyanon Report
Washingion Avmy Narional Guard

Attachment C
. 2 g ildino The nostheast elevation has four 18 in x 24 in multi-pane windows at the roofline. There are
HSR Evaluation Results for CSMS Bmldmas two generally centrally located overhead doors and another overhead door at the cast end of the
pitched roof section. The flat-roofed section contains a bay opening that has been filled in with
Building 00028: This is 2 long, narrow, rectangular single-story conerete building (52 ft x 148 concrete block. The northwest elevation contains, from north to south, a single door and two
ft) constructed on a concrete foundation. The butlding. constructed in 1949, 1s covered with ceatral overhead doors with louvers above.

cream-colored paint and has a pitched roof. except a small flat-roofed section at the cast end.

The roof is covered in composition shingle. The buildmg is located in the motorpool and is associated with buildings 00029, 00030.

00031A, and varions other mainfenance and storage stuctures. The building was originally
. i X . . . . used as a motor shed and is now a vehicle maintenance building,
The southwest clevation has six 18 in x 24 in multi-pane windows (except one that 1s a new

replacement and is single panc) evenly spaced at the roofline. There is a single door with a Building 00029: Building 00029 is very similar to building 00028. Constructed in 1949, it isa
small porch at the west corner of the building and a central single door with a porch. and a large one-stary concrete industrial buiiding (148 £i x 52 &) with a concrete foundation. The

building is covered with cream-colored smucco and has a pitched roof. except for a 16 ft section

smgle overhead door at the east end of the pitched roof section. The flat-roofed section contams :
&'e o g i oy . i e e on the west end. which has a flat roof. The roof 15 covered in composition shingle.

no windows along this elevation. The southeast elevation contains a central pair of doors
flanked by two multi-pane windows on either side.

3-22 February 2006

FIGURE 3-15. CAMP MURRAY DUILDING 00029

The north elevation has six 18 in X 24 in multi-pane windows ar the roofline and a single
FIGURE 3-14. CAMP MURRAY BUILDING 000 overhead door at the west end of the pitched roof section There is a pair of multi-pane
SURE U e o windows m the flat-roofed section of the elevation. There are two small shed roof additions on

February 2006 323 3.4 Febraary 2005



Hiztoric Structurez Evaluation Roport
Washingten Avmgy National Guard

Hiztoric Structures Evaluation Report
Wachington Army Natienal Guard

the north elevation. The west elevation contams 2 central pair of doors flanked by two multi-
pane windows on esther side.

The south clevation has an overhead door opening that has been filled in with wood dominating
1he flat-roofed section and another lasger overhead door just east of it in the pitched roof
section. Five 18 m x 24 i multi-pane windows are at the roofline across the rest of the fagade.
There are no other details or openings. The east elevation contains two overhead doors with
veats above.

The building 15 locatad in the motorpool and is associated with buildiags 00028, D0030.
00031A, and vanous other mamtenance and storage structures. Ongnally used as a vehicle
storage bulding. the structuse currently serves as a welding and body shop.

Building 00030: Built in 1950, 1his 90 f x 50 f duilding is a large rectangular one-story
industrial budding with horizontally placed corrugated metal siding and a metal gable roof. The
building. which sifs on a concrefe slab, has a large overhead door at each gable end (east and
west clevations). Five equally spaced mmlti-pane windows are located oa the building sides
(south and north elevations). A large covered storage area was added along the north elevation
in 1994

FIGURE 3-16. CAMP MURRAY BUILDING 00030

The building is located in the motorpool and is associated with buildiags 00028, 00029,
0003 1A. and various other maintenance and storage structures, and has always been used for
storage

Building 00031: Built in 1933, this is 2 large (210 £ x 160 ft) one- to two-story asymmetrical
rectangular mdustnal bulding organized m three bays. The bays are of different heights
providing clerestory light fo the adjaceat bay. The first bay, with a 10 ft ceiling, is composed of
offices and administration. The second bay, with 15 £ ceilmgs. is composed of a support and
equipment area, and the third bay, with 20 ft ceilings, is the area for vehicle service and
mamtenance. The bmlding 1s constnucted of concrete on a concrete foundation, 2nd s covered
with a blonde extersor painted finish (Grulich 1992). The roof is covered with hypalon single-
ply roofing.

FIGURE 3-17. CAMF MURRAY BUILDING 20031

The east elevation coniains, from south 1o north, two 4 fi X 10 it mulii-pane windows, a pair of
double metal doors, two 2 i x 12 ft multi-pane windows. a pair of double doors, and five 4 ft X
12 ft mults-pane windows. The north elevation contains. from east to west, two4 fix 12 f
multi-pane windows, two 5 ft x 10 ft multi-pane windows. an overhead door. anda 15 fix 15 ft
multi-pane window. The west elevation contains. from north to south. three overbead doors. a
15 ftx 15 ft window. one overhead door witha 15 ft x 15 ft window above. and rwo 15 ftx 15
ft windows. A large coverad storage area has been added to this elevation. The south elevation
has, from east to west, two 4 ft x 12 ft multi-pane windows. two pairs of double doors, one 4 ft
x 10 ft multi-pane window, and three 12 ft x 12 ft multi-panc windows. A small covered
parking arca abuts the castern end of the elevation. All windows appear o be original.

The main service bay 1s clear spanned with heavy wood trusses 12 a gambrel design. Interior
wall surfaces are varied.

Building 00031 is the primary building located in the motorpool and is associated with
buildings 00028, 00029, 00031 A, and various other maintenance and storage structures. There

Februarr 2006

3-26 Febnury 1006



Hiztoric Structnre: Evaluation Report
Wachington Army National Guard

Hi:torte Soncmrs: Evaluation Reporr
Washingion Army Navional Guard

1s limited landscaping along the building's eastern elevation. Building 00031 was originally
designated as the ordinance maintenance shop and is now used as the CSMS.

Building 00031A: Built in 1049 this is 3 small rectangular wood-framed storage bnilding (14
ft x 20 £t) with a gable roof and wood siding. The building sits on a concrete foundation. The
north elevation contains a single overhead door. The south and west elevations lack doors or
windows (though there is 2 window opening filled in with wood siding on the west elevation).
The east elevation coniains a single multi-pane window.

FIGURE 3-18. CAMP MURRAY BUILDING D0031A

Building 000314 1s associated with building 00031 and is located in the motorpool with
buildings 00028, 00029, 00030, 00031, and vanous other mamntenance and storage structures.
The duilding has always been used for storage.

Building 00032: Built in 1856. this is a large L-shaped building (278 ft x 265 f1) that has had
several additions since ifs original construction The mostiy concrete building sits on a concrese
foundation and 1s covered with blonde paint. The roof is varied and covered i hypalon single-
ply roofing on the warehouse portion and standing seam metal on the rest of the building. The
description of the building and additions from the 1992 survey of Camp Murray is still valid:

“Two major addtitons have axpanded 11s crigmal area by over 100 percent.
Each addition has used differing matarials. The original building is consirucied
of concrete with an exterior stucco finish. The building is “L” shaped and has

large induswial sash windows. The first major addition in 1960 added a large
sicrage warehouse fo the northeasi section of the existing building. This
addinonal mcluded a loadmg dock with o siots jor off-loadmg iarge semi-
trarlers. This addition was construcied with concrete and had smalier openmgs
with industrial steel windows. This section has a flat roof with a simpie metal
fascia.

“The thtrd major addinan m 1938 enlarged the offices 1o the west of the origimal
building. This addition introduced several different materials with the primary
wall material being concrate masonry. The design uses a textired split-faced
CMU below 4 feet and a scored 8 inch CMU above. The building 's roof is
sianding seam meial and the fascia is the same material. The original butlding
recerved a new meral roof and fascia to march this additton. Work also meinded
construction of a coverad entry with the metal roof. The third addition uses a
series of small ahenimnan windows set in masonry openings and metal doors and
Srames.” (Grulich 1992)

FIGURE 3.19. CAMP MURRAY BUILDING 00032

Windows are variouslysized (S fix DR 4fx 2R 3fAx3IA 448 3Ax2AR 28x2ft)
and are both single- and multi-pane.

The buildng 15 located 10 3 large motorpool area that backs to forest. There are assoctated
storage buildings on the lot. including building 00035 Building 00036 and oak woodlands are
to the south and west of the buildings. and buildings 00045 to (00494 are to the cast. The
building was origmally used as an anmory and is now the USPFO and warchouse.

Building 00035: Built in 1956, this 26 ft x 24 ft rectangular butlding 15 a sumple one-story
storage structuse constructed of concrete masonry with a gable roof. The building sits ona
concrete foundation. The north. cast, and west clevations Jack windows or doors. The south

Febnuary 2006 3.27
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Attachment D

Panoramic View of the CSMS Trees/Plants

STATE OF WASHINGTON

MILITARY DEPARTMENT
Camp Murray, WA 95430-5000

December 18, 2013

Mr. Brandon Reynon
Puvallup Tribe

3009 East Portland Avenue
Tacoma WA 95404

Re: CSMS Demolition and PCRC Construction at Camp Murray WA
Dear Mr. Reynon.

This letter is to consult the Puyallup Tribe regarding the Washington Army National Guard’s
proposed demolition of the Combined Support Maintenance Shop (CSMS) bwildings and the
construction of a Pierce County Readiness Center (PCRC) at Camp Murray.

The Washington Armmy National Guard seeks to demolish nultiple buildings (27, 28, 20, 30, 31,
31A. 31B. 31C, 37 and 37A) inside the Combined Support Maintenance Shop (CSMS)
compound at Camp Murray located at Signal Corps Road, Camp Murray WA in Pierce County
(Attachment A — Map of CSMS Demolition Project Location).

The CSMS compound at Camp Murray had just been vacated by the WAARNG units stationed
m the facility that were moved to a newly constructed CSMS compound at the neighboring Joint
Base Lewis-McChord (JBLM). The CSMS compound at Camp Murray had been used for
maintenance of Army vehidles and equipment. Hazardous waste and matenials, as well as parts
storage buildings exist onsite, along with office and employee recreation and locker areas.

Once the demolition project 1s completed. the WAARNG will construct a 97,515 square feet,
three storey Army National Guard Readiness Centfer, with the attendant Military Vehicle and
Prnvately Owned Vehicle parking areas and storage building (Attachment B — PCRC
Construction Project Boundary). The proposed PCRC was intended to be used by approximately
339 WAARNG soldiers on their meonthly drill weekend. Upon completion of the
Information/Operation Readiness Center in JBLM in 2014, only 139 soldiers will be expected to
use the PCRC facility during dnll weekends. Thirty eight (38) Active Duty Guard (AGR)
soldiers will be assigned to this facility as their permanent duty station, six of whom already
work at Camp Murray. The facility will also house tramning classrooms, unit administrative,
storage and supply space. restrooms. an Assembly Hall. and a large kitchen As a state facility,
most of the common areas will be available for use by the public under the already established
rental policy from state laws and regulations.



The WAARNG has been doing the planning and environmental review phases of these projects
and deternuned that both are Categoncally Excluded projects (Demolition of non-histonic
structures, and New construction on a previously developed site). As such, the WAARNG
prepared a Record of Environmental Consideration and Checklist (REC/Check) to satisfy the
National Emvironmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirement. A Public Scoping notice for the PCRC
construction project was sent out on November 17, 2013 and will close on December 17, 2013,
A Public Scoping meeting was held on December 4, 2013. Comments received during the public
scoping meeting will be addressed and included in the REC/Check document.

We are also conducting consultations to satisfy the National Historic Preservation Act Section
106 requirements. All buildings in the CSMS compound that are or over 50 years old had already
been evaluated for historical significance and eligibility for listing to the WNational Register of
Historic Places (NRHP). None of the buildings was deternuned NEHP-eligible (See Attachment
C - 2005 HSR. Evaluation Report).

On December 10, 2013, a former CSMS emplovee (Mr. Harold Feaster) came to our office to
discuss his concerns about our CSMS demolition project. He mformed us that those frees and
plants in front of the facility bear some cultural sigmficance as these had been planted in memory
of some of the former CSMS employees who had already died (Attachment D — Panoramic
Photo). We did not have this information when we consulted and got concurrence from the State
Historic Preservation Office in July 2013 about owr deternunation of No Historic Properties
Effect for these proposed actions.

Through informal (phone) consultation. the SHPO recommended that a Historic Property
Inventory must be done for the trees and plants. The WAARNG will comply with this
recommendation and will also take a panoramic view of the CSMS site with the trees/plants with
the names of each of former CSMS employees to whom those trees/plants were dedicated to. The
panoramic photograph will be displayed at the new CSMS at JBLM as well as in the WAARNG
Museum in Bldg. 2. Camp Murray.

In this regard, we would like to request for vour Tribe’s concurrence on our determination of No
Historic Properties Affected. Should you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate
to confact me. If we do not receive a response after 30 days. we will proceed with the proposed
actions in accordance with the provisions of 36 CFR. 800.3(c)((4). 800.5(c)(1). and 800.55(d).

Thank you.
Sincerely,

/2»5-«. Gﬂﬂ-

Rowena Valencia-Gica, Ph.D.
Natural and Cultural Resources Manager



STATE OF WASHINGTON

MILITARY DEPARTMENT
Camp Murray, WA 98430-5000

December 18, 2013

The Honorable Danny K. Marshall
Steilacoom Indian Tribe

1515 Lafavette Street

Steilacoom WA 98388

Re: CSMS Demolifion and PCRC Construction at Camp Murray WA
Dear Honorable Marshall,

This letter is to consult the Steilacoom Tribe regarding the Washington Army National Guard’s
proposed demolition of the Combined Support Maintenance Shop (CSMS) buildings and the
construction of a Pierce County Readiness Center (PCRC) at Camp Murray.

The Washington Army National Guard seeks to demolish multiple buildings (27, 28, 29, 30, 31,
31A, 31B, 31C. 37 and 37A) inside the Combined Support Maintenance Shop (CSMS)
compound at Camp Murray located at Signal Corps Road, Camp Murray WA in Pierce County
{Attachment A — Map of CSMS Demolition Project Location).

The CSMS compound at Camp Murray had just been vacated by the WAARNG units stationed
m the facility that were moved to a newly constructed CSMS compound at the neighboring Joint
Base Lewis-McChord (JBLM). The CSMS compound at Camp Murray had been used for
maintenance of Army vehidles and equipment. Hazardous waste and materials, as well as parts
storage buildings exist onsite, along with office and emplovee recreation and locker areas.

Onece the demolifion project is completed, the WAABRNG will construct a 97,515 square feet,
three storey Army National Guard Readiness Center, with the attendant Military Vehicle and
Prvately Owned Vehicle parking areas and storage building (Atftachment B — PCRC
Construction Project Boundary). The proposed PCRC was intended to be used by approximately
339 WAABNG soldiers on theitr monthly drll weekend Upon completion of the
Information/Operation Readiness Center in JBLM 1n 2014, only 139 soldiers will be expected to
use the PCRC facility during dnll weekends. Thirty eight (38) Active Duty Guard (AGE)
soldiers will be assigned to this facilify as their permanent duty station, six of whom already
work at Camp Murray. The facility will also house training classrooms, umit admimstrative,
storage and supply space. restrooms. an Assembly Hall, and a large kitchen. As a state facility,
most of the commeon areas will be available for use by the public under the already established
renfal policy from state laws and regulations.



The WAARNG has been doing the planning and environmental review phases of these projects
and determined that both are Categonically Excluded projects (Demolition of non-historic
structures, and New construction on a previously developed site). As such, the WAARNG
prepared a Record of Environmental Consideration and Checklist (REC/Check) to satisfy the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirement. A Public Scoping notice for the PCRC
construction project was sent out on November 17, 2013 and will close on December 17, 2013,
A Public Scoping meeting was held on December 4, 2013, Comments received during the public
scoping meeting will be addressed and included in the REC/Check document.

We are also conducting consultations to satisfy the National Historic Preservation Act Section
106 requirements. All buildings in the CSMS compound that are or over 50 vears old had already
been evaluated for historical significance and eligibility for listing to the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP). None of the buildings was determined NRHP-eligible (See Attachment
C - 2005 HSE. Evaluation Report).

On December 10, 2013, a former CSMS emplovee (Mr. Harold Feaster) came fo our office to
discuss his concerns about our CSMS demolition project. He mnformed us that those trees and
plants in front of the facility bear some cultural significance as these had been planted in memory
of some of the former CSMS employees who had already died (Attachment D — Panoramic
Photo). We did not have this information when we consulted and got concurrence from the State
Historic Preservation Office in July 2013 about our determination of No Historic Properties
Effect for these proposed actions.

Through informal (phone) consultation, the SHPO recommended that a Historic Property
Inventory must be done for the trees and plants. The WAARNG will comply with this
recommendation and will also take a panoramic view of the CSMS site with the trees/plants with
the names of each of former CSMS emplovees to whom those trees/plants were dedicated to. The
panoramic photograph will be displayed at the new CSMS at JBLM as well as in the WAARNG
Museum in Bldg. 2. Camp Murray.

In this regard, we would like to request for vour Tribe’s concurrence on our determination of No
Historic Properties Affected. Should you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate
to confact me. If we do not receive a response after 30 days, we will proceed with the proposed
actions in accordance with the provisions of 36 CFE 800.3(c)((4), 800.5{c)(1). and 800.55(d).

Thank you.
Sincerely.

/%wm C;’M-

Rowena Valencia-Gica, Ph.D.
Natural and Cultural Resources Manager



6. Tribal Response to PCRC Consult

Nisqually Indian Tribe
4820 She-Nah-Num Dr. S.E.
Olympia, WA 98513
(360) 456-5221

December 30, 2013

State of Washington
Military Department
Camp Murray. WA 98430-5000

Dear Ms. Valencia-Gica,

Thank vou for vour email dated December 18, 2013 concerning the
demolition of several buildings at Camp Murray and the upcoming
construction that will take place on the same site. The Nisqually Tribe has
no concerns about the demolition: however we are concerned about the
construction. The buildings were all built before any cultural resource
surveys were done. The site 1s near American Lake which would have
most likely been utilized by our tnbe.

During our conversation today. you reported that there would be a geo-tech
survey and also a cultural resource survey conducted on the site after
demolition and before any construction begins. The Nisqually Indian Tribe
would like to be kept in the loop on this project. Feel free to give my
contact information to the firm that will be conducting the cultural resource
SUIVey.

Thank you for taking the time to address my concerns.

Sincerely,

Jackie Wall
THPO
wall jackie@msqually-nsn . sov

(360)456-5221 Ext. 2180




B. ESA Section 7:
1. ESA MFR

STATE OF WASHINGTON
MILITARY DEPARTMENT
Camp Murmray » Tacoma, Washingion 08430-5000

December 18, 2003

MEMORANDUM FOR. THE RECORD

TO:

FROM:

Jay Bubinaff
Matural Besources D
ARNG-ILE-T

Fowena Valencia-Gica, Fh D,
HNanmal and Culroral Fesoparces BM
Erwironmertal Programs
WAARNGTT

SUBIECT: Constructien of a Pierce County Eeadiness Cenfer at Camp Murmay: Determinarion of

Mo Effects under ESA Copsulttion

The Washington Army Matonal Goard consmuct a 87,515 sguare feet three storey Ammy
National Guard Feadiness Center, with the attendant Military Vehicle and Privately Camed
Vehirle parking areas and storage bollding. This facility will be sited oo a 12.% ac parcel of
land kocated at the heart of Camp Moray (Atachment 4.

The C5MS compound at Camp Mumay had just been vacated by the WAARMNG units stationed
im the faciity that were moved to a newly constrocted O5MS compound at the neighbonng
Foint Base Lewis-McChord. The C53MS compound at Camp Mummay had been used for
maintenance of Army vehidles and equipment Hazardows waste and materials, as well as parts
storage buildings exist onsite, along with offce and employes recreation and locker areas.

WAARNG reviewsd the list of threatened‘endangered (T&E) species and critical ars=as for
Pierce Counfy (Atfachment B). Based on the review of these lists, no Hsted endangered,
threatensd, or species of concern and oo critical habitat will be adwersely impacted by the
proposed action

Point of contact for this memao &5 the undersigned, (253) 512-8704, Fowena valencia-

gcaigmil wa.gov.
Lo Gen

Fowena Valenria-Gica, Fh D,
Manmal and Culroral Besources Manager
CFMO-ENV



Camp Nurray
WPitvcy County Reaginess Contur

EZA Memo

Page 3of 5
December 15, 2043

Afttachment B
Fedarally-lzted Endangsrad, Threatensd. Sansitive, and Candidsts Flsh & Wikdife Species Found in
PPlarce County

LISTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND
SRITICAL HABITAT; CANDIDATE SPECIES; AND SPECIES OF CONCERN
I PIERCE COUNTY
AZ PREPARED BY
THE U.5, FISH aND WILOLIFE SERVICE
WASHINGTON FISH AND WILDLIFE OFFICE

[Revised Seplember 3, 2012}
LISTED

Bull tauit | Sakvalinis sonluetiie)
Canada lynx (Lynx £60 agensis)

Gray wall | Canis (upus)

Griz2ly bear (Ureus arcios = U, 4. famibils)
Martled murrelst (Brachramphus marmoraive)
Mortherm spotted cad ( Siix occidentais caurina)

Majer cancams that should ba addressed in your Biglogical Assessmant of projact
Impacts 13 Beted tpecies inchide:

1. Level af use of the project area by ishd species,

2. Effect of the preject on isted specied primarny Tocd slecks, prey species,
and foraging areas in all areas influenced by the project,

3. Impacts frem project aciisies and impementation (8.5, intreassd nosa
levals, incraased human astivily andiar access, |ots or degradatisa af

habitat) that may result In disturtance to listed specias andior ther
avoidance of the projecl area

Arenada paludicola (marsh sandwart] [historical]
Castilefa levisecta (golden paintbrush) [historical
Hawelia aguahits (water howalia)

IWajor concems that should be addressed in your Blological Assessment of project
Impacis tz Bsied plant Species include;

1. Distributing af taxen in prajeet vishity.

2. Disturbaree frampling, uwreating, callecting, sie.) of individusl plams and
|ogg af habhat.

3. Changes in hydrology where baxon is found.

3



E£SA Memo
Pagedof 5
December 18, 2013

DESIGNATED

Critical habitat for bull trout
Critical habitat for the marbled murrelet
Critical habitat for the northemn spotted owl

PROPOSED

(Roy Prairie) Mazama pocket gopher ( Thomomys mazama ssp. glaclalis)
North American wolverine (Gulo guio luteus) — contiguous U.S. DPS
Oregon spotted frog (Rana pretiosa) [historical]

Streaked horned lark (Eremophila alpestris strigata)

Taylor's checkerspot butterfly (Euphydryas editha tayforn)

Critical habitat for Roy Prairie pocket gopher

Critical habitat for streaked horned lark

Critical habitat for Taylor's checkerspot butterfly

CANDIDATE

Fisher (Martes pennant)) — West Coast DFS
Yellow-billed cuckoo (Coccyzus amencanus)
Pinus albicaulis (whitebark pine)

SPECIES OF CONCERN

Bald eagle (Hallaeetus leucocsphalus)

Cascades frog (Rana cascadag)

Fender's soliperlan stonefly (Soiipena fenderi)

Larch Mountain salamander (Plethodorn farsely)

Long-eared myotis (Myotis evotis)

Long-legged myotis (Myotis vofans)

Mardon skipper (Poltes mardon)

Nerthern geshawk (Accipiter gentilis)

Northern sea otter (Enhydra lutris kenyeni)

Neorthwestern pond turlle (Emys (= Clemmys) marmorala marnmorata)
Olive-sided flycatcher (Contopus coopsn)

Oregon vesper sparrow (Pocecteles gramineus affinis)

Pacific lamprey (Lampelra tridentata)

Pacific Townsend's big-eared bat (Corynorhinus townsendii lownsendi)
Peregrine falcon (Falco persgnnus)

River [amprey (Lampelra ayresi)

[ESA Memo

Pagesofs
December 18, 2013

SFECIES OF CONCERN (CONT'D)

Slender-billed white-breasted nuthatch {Zite carolinensis aculeata)
Tailed frog (Ascaphus fruel)

Walley silverspot butterlly | Speyeria Zerene bremen)
Wastern gray squirrel (Scinus griseus grisels)

Yan Dyke's salamander (FPlethodon vandyker)
Asfer curtus (white-top aster)

Botryehium ascendans (tnangular-lobad moonwaort)
Castileja cryprantha (obscure paintbrish)
Cimicifuga eiata (tall bugbans)

Cypripadium fasiculatum (clustered lady's slipper)
Lathyrus fomeyl (Torrey's peavine )

Sounce: hitp-www fws. goviwalwe 'speciesmap Plerce pdf. Accessed 121182013



2. WAARNG’s Consult to USFWS and WDFW

AT
‘D
STATE OF WASHINGTON
MILITARY DEPARTMENT
Camp Muray » Tacoma, Washington 08430-5000

Diecember 13, 2013

U5 Fish and Wildlife Services

ATTH: M= Bridpet Moran Mara ger

Diwvizion of Consultation and Techmical Assistance
510 Desmond Drive SE

Lacey, WA 88503

RE: Washington Army Mational Guard’s Pisrce County Feadiness Center Project
Dear M. Moran,

This is to request for your paricipation and mvelvement in the identification of project-related
concermns and potemtial effects to natural and biological reseurces within a project area The
Washingron Army Matiomal (oard (WAARNG) is proposing to constract a Pierce Coumty
Readiness Center (PCERC) on approwimately 1215 acres of land located in Camp Murmay WA.
The project site has been used as a Combmed Support Maintenance Shop (C5MS), a facility that
is pow being demelizhed as the pew C5MS was completed at Joint Base Lewis-MoChord
(TBLM) in Jamuary 2013, This BPCRC project will share the former OS85 site with a possible
new [oint Force Headquarters (JFHC) if that project is approved in a future funding cyvele

The WAARNG bas begun the planning and environmental review phase of this project and
determined that this is a Categonically Exchided project (Wew constmaction on a previously
developed site). As such, the WAARNG will prepare a Fecord of Environmental Consideration
and Checklist (FEC/Check) to satisfy the MNatonal Emvironmental Policy Act (NEPA)
requirement. A Public Scoping notice was sent ouf on Movember 17, 2013 and will close on
December 17, 2013, A Public Scoping mesting was beld on December 4, 2013, Comments
received durng the public scoping meefing will be addressed and included in the REC/Check
document.

The WAARNG will construct a 87,515 sgoare fest thres storey Amyy National Guard Eeadinesss
Center, with the artendant Military Vehicle and Privately Owned Vehicle parking areas and
storage uilding. This facility will be sited oo a 12.5 ac parcel of land located at the heart of
Canp Mumay (See Attachment A — Map of Project Location).

The proposed PCRC was intended to be used by approximately 339 WAARNG soldiers on their
manthly drill weskend Tipen complstion of the Information'Operation Beadiness Cemter in



Agency Consultation — PCRC Project
Page 2
Diecember 13, 2013

JBELM in 2014, only 139 soldiers will be expected to use the PCRC fwility during drill
weekends. Thirty eight (38) Active Duty Guard (AGE.) soldiers will be assigned to this faciliny as
their permanent duty sation, six of whom alr=ady work at Camp Mumay. The facility will also
house maining classrooms, unid admimistadve, storage and supply space. resoooms, an
Aszzembly Hall, and a large kitchen. As a stie facility, most of the common arsas will be
available for use by the public under the already established rental policy from state laws and
regulations.

Previons environmental surveys and smdies conducted for Camp Mumay revealed no
federal'state listed thoeatensd and'er endangered species presemt at the site. The WAARNG
reviewsd the most recent list of toeaened and endanzered species for Pierce County
(Arachment B) and found no threatened and endanzered species present in the proposed project
ar=a. Bazed on the patore of thiz project, the WAARNG determined that there are no foderally
iisted species presemi'species thar would be adversely mpacted by the proposed action.

We look forward to your participation in the review of the impacts of this project. To ensure that
your concerns ars considered and that oor plan maximizes public inpat and coerdination, vour
prompt atfemtion 1= appreciafed Ohr dmeline for the comstoction of this facility &= more
compressed comparsd to other facilifies due fo the namurs of the faderal fimding. If we do oot
receive a responss within 30 days, we will procesd in the implementation of this project.

Paint of contact for this action is the ondersipned, Tel (253) 512-8704, Fax (253) 512-8904, ar
e-mail af Fowena valencia- geamil wa. gos.

Sincerely.

%u Cg\m.

Fowena Valencia-Gica, Ph D
Ervironmental 5pecialist

Agzency Consultation - PCRC Project
Page 3
December 13, 2013

Attachment A. Proposed Location of WAARNG's Pierce County Readiness Center in
Camp Murray WA.




Agency Consultation — PCRC Project
Page 2
December 13, 2013

Attachment B. List of Threatened and Endangered Species, Pierce Connty, WA as of
September 3, 2013.

LISTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGIRED AMD THREATENED SPECIES AND
CRITICAL HAZITAT: CAMDIDATE SPECIEE: AND EPECIES OF COMCERN
IH FIERCE COUNTY
AS FREFARED BY
THE W.5. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERWICE
WASHINGTON FISH AND WILDLIFL QFFCE

[Revised September 3. 2013
LEETHD

Bull trout | Saveinugs confuentus)
Canada hns (i yo canadensdis)

Gy WOl (G s

Grizzly bear {Lrsus amios = L 3. homis)
Martied muTelel | Braciympig mamares)
Horfem spotted owl |Simy oooidenfals caumma)

Majr concems Ml shoukd be adckessed in your Biokogical Asxsessment of project
iMpacts 10 bl speies intude:

1. Ll of wse of tha project area by ieted spacies.

z Eftact of the project om listed spacikes’ primany Tood siocks, pray spacies,
e FOTBQING ancrs in gl areas infuanded by e proge].

3 Imgexcts fom project acivites and implementalion {eg., increcssd noss
leyels, increassd human acdivity andior access, loss or degradation of
habitat) that may resull in distorbance o listed species andior teir

aviidance of he project area,

Arenana paksic'a (marsh sandwaort) [Ristoncal)
Feranecis [goiden painirush] [histoiocl]
HoveNa squEiis (water howellz)

Major concems #hal should be addressed in your Biclogical Assessment of project
Impiacts fo listed plam speces noude:

1 Cristribitaen of toeon i progect wicinity .

T Dislusance {iramphng, upnooting, collcting, @) of indvicual plants and
loss of habital

: Changes in Mydrolegy wihers lamen & found,

Agency Consultation - PCRC Project
Page3
December 13, 2013

TESINATED

Crivcal hatetal for tull oot
Crifcal atiat S0 1he Mansod mumeket
Trcs hstetst o0 D romthem spotied owl

PROPOSED

cmmmmmlmumw 55D govals)

NN AMSCN WOhver e (Gl QU Aeus) — MQNUSM
wmmlmmm cal|

MM Lk (EEmOnial ApesTis Srga)

Iaxrammmcﬁmm’mmrm
v rattat 4or Fioy Framie pocket
mnumumuumwm
AV PRAAL W Taniors CIRCu st LUTRmy

CANDIDATE

Fisher (Martes penoand] - Viest Coast DPS
Yolow-biled cucuod lw"i e

P alticaits (shNetark pane) Agency Consultation - PCRC Project
IES OF N RF 2
FERSIR OF KoHom December 13, 2013
A BEQR (MANIOTLE KULOENIINS )
Cascates fog (Ram caecame)
Fenders solipetan So0afly (Sodpens fnaenn
Larch Mcustain saksmander (PRmoctn laaey)
TIWORS {AACOS E0s) SPECIES OF SOWHCERN (CONTT)
LOAG-W00ed mwtlis (MRS valis)
Moo SKppsr (PeAtes maon) Sienes e whil e rsted Ui {50 caskoesis a0dea|
Norem goshows |Acapder Derinty) Tt Irog [Aavashus e
NoMrem 56 0%er (ENNIN TS RETo) Wy sibrspol buerily [Fpepens Do Sreme)
NOArWESEE pond 1T (EMyS (= CRAGE) MaenG MG ‘ienlern gray sgqumel [Tonie grioes gt
e sicad TiCacher (Confonue poopen) Wan Chyive s salamencler [Pistooen vadie’)
(Pooediesss gavioeus ao's) Agier parive dwhite-fop astery
PROIC 3MOrey (Lampala 1aedsn) ¥ (ranguior-fiobed
Faofic Townsend s big-earad bat {Connonmwius omnsend! founsend) Cazhien curantta fobscare panibrisk)
Poscyrne faleon (a0 perogrinus) Cmvesigs it (ol bugoone)
Rrver lamprey (Lompeta apres) Cypipechar faxeyialker (ceelered iy’ sippen)
Lo o (Tomey's pearine)



3. USFWS Response

From: Jensen, Martha [martha_1_jensengfws.gov]

sent: Thursday, December 19, 2013 7:06 AM

To: Valencia-Gica, Rowena B (MIL)

Cce Ryan McReynolds

Subject: Fwd: Request Tor Project Review and Concurrence - PCRC
Attachments: USFWS_CTA_PCRC_CampMurraywaA_20131213.pdT

ROWENa

The USFWS has rewviewed this application and agrees with you that there are
currently no
Tfederally listed species on the subject property.

Martha Jensen

Branch Manager, Federal Activities

Division of Consultation and Conservation Planming
washington Fish and wildlifTe office

510 Desmond Dr. SE

Lacey, Washington 98503

tel: (360) 753-9000 Tax: (360) 753-9003

email: martha_l_jensenafws.gov

—————————— Forwarded message ----—------

From: Bridget Moran <bridget_moran@fws.gov>

Date: Mon, DecCc 16, 2013 at &6:17 AM

subject: Fwd: Request Tor Project Review and Concurrence - PCRC
To: Martha Jensen <martha_l_jensen@fws.gov>

Please review.

BEridget Moran
WFWO, Lacey, WA
USFWS

360.753.6044 (office)
360.584.5252 (mobile)

Begin Torwarded message:

From: "valencia-Gica, Rowena B (MIL)" <Rowena.valencia-Gicaemil.wa.govs
Date: December 13, 2013, 12:27:21 PM PST

To: "bridget_moran@fws.gov" <bridget_moran@fws.gov>

Subject: Request Tor Project Review and Concurrence - PCRC

Dear Ms. Moran,

This is to consult your agency regarding the washington Army Mational Guard's
proposed construction of a Pierce County Readimess Center (PCRC) at Camp
Murray WA.

Attached s our consult Tetter.
I'd greatly appreciate your reply.

sincerely,

Rowena vValencia-Gica, Ph.D.
Environmental Specialist
36 Quartermaster Road,
Camp Murray WA 98430

Tel. 253-512-8704

Fax 253-512-8904

DSN 323-8704



C. NEPA - Public Review:

4. Public Notice

1 thamrwreritasscom }— = =
AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION g Notice of Public Scoping Meeting
s L T = =T | | Construction and Operation of a Pierce County
- "emksconaine | men| 2 ) o 3! ‘Readiness Center on Camp Murray, WA
R s A = SO A ARy 2
::Ir:;m ROWENA VALENCIA-GICA i Agency: 5 Miulitary Depar ; b GW‘G
3 i f) 1 o it the. AARNGS
e o SR | e et e ooy
g a S — :
newspapes M ,wxwmwww«mm«h.mu&pms. 10 6:30 p.m. at
ﬁw"‘"‘w’ﬁmﬁ'ﬁr | Tilticum Gommunity Ceater in Lakewood, WA B
) wing & " P e . 3 5
g Kon o = and potential impacts that will be considered during an
el wh el Y mm:m;l fﬂnwmﬂm“‘gn will be presented at this early phase of project
Punaiag s s oty S ‘All persons in at will be given th imity 10 identify
Period of s mortb pria 1o it 1| both orally and in writiag any support, issues, or concerns that they believe shoald
e by w1 be nddressed for this proposed project. The cavironmentsl impect determination
ocs et pubtensa n T News il be conduscied in ccordance with the National Environmental Policy Act
Tribune. as amended, for (NEPA) of 1960, as implemented by ations promulgated by the Gouncil oa
| Environmental Quality (GEQ) (40 Gode ofifederal Regulations) ind 32 GFR Part
| 651, Environnentsi Analysis of Army Actions.
L Imsacbom WAARNG proposes lo construct 8 97,513 square fool, three-story Armoy
3 ;':wml Guard Readiness Genter, with attendant{Military Vehicic and Privately
Bagiing sun o, LI | Ouned Vehicle parking areas and storage buikling. This facilty, known a3 the
11232013 v Pierce Gounty Readiness Genter (PCRC), will be sited on the existing Gombined
by~ i Suppon Maidiennce Shop (CSMS) that is being demolished. This PERC project
Kdhaew, | “will share the former CSMS sitc with & possible new Joint Force Headquarters
: | {ipH@)if thatproject is spproved i a future funding cycle. Both projects had been
Fincpmcun ! | idenified in the Gamp Murray Site Dev ‘Plan, for which an Environmental
: ‘Assessment wenl for public review in-2010.
“ | The proposed PGRC was planned to be used by approximately 339 WAARNG
Bubscilbed and swom on this 30 | m&“’m Mxmaflydﬁuvwekwd. Additianally, 32 fulliime Active
Sl e etonaty | %1| - Guard Reserve soldiers will b trasferred o this fcilty s theic permanent sy
(i at sbout the sume time as the ney
EETRREE || sheies Gt o D Lo Mt
il y I recs and ¢ 200 WAARNG soldiers during
S (| e el i e
= | cmployees working at Camp Murmy - which 15 expected to result.in insignificant
bn | impact 10 traflic flow i the Tallicur community. The WAARNG expectsthe
" | construction time to range from 1.5 to 2 years in duration commencing some
S50 | after September 2014, The WAARNG nfcipaies neutral impacts (0
#24 | Gamp Murry and adjacent aeighbarhood. 5 g w38
Z# | Toensure thavall public concerns red in implementing this project,
we would like to fnvite you o joi d on
:  Wednesday, December dth, from
iCm}er Jocated at 14916 Washington
fyou would like further mformal
o | mew Karino Shagren,
smp Murmay,
na.Shagren(a mil. wa gov.
5 Notice of Public Scoping Meeting l
| | Construction and Operation of a Pierce County Readiness Center
) on Camp Murray, WA

Sumemary: A public scoping meeting t present the proposed WAARNG construction and operation of
.nmmwmmmmymcqmmﬂummuumu
+ | %om 530 w &30 pn at the Tilicum Community Canter in Lakewood, WA,

Known project components and potental impacts thae will be dered during an | ivgact
desmrmiraticn will ba presented at this earfy phase of project P All persons in will
be given the cpportunity to idweiy both orally and In writng any support. issues, or concerns chat they
baliwve should be for chis g projece Tha i i deter will be

|| comducted in accordance with the National Esvironmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1960, a3 Implementad by
_mwnhcﬂuuwomqmwaa.dw
Reguistions) and 32 CFR Part 651, Environmental Anshyis of Army Actions.

~ | The WAARNG proposes to construct a 97.513 squyre foot, three-story Army Natioral Guard Readiness
! Centar, with astendare Miitary Vehicke and Privately Owned Vehicle pariing 2reas and 2 storage building,
| This facilty, known as the Pierce County Readiness Center (PCRC), will be sitad on the existing Combined

Support Maincenance Shop (CSMS) chat is being demolished. This PCRC project will share th formar
CSMS site with & possible new Joint Force Headguastars (FHQ) I dhar project Is approved in 2 future
mmummmmm.m-nmmsnmmum»
Envirorment! Assessment wer for public review in 2010

The progosed PCAC was phinned to be wsed by acproximately 339 WAARNG soldiers durieg therr
manthly dril weekand. Addidonally, 32 fdltime Active Guard Reserve soldiers will be tramferred to this
ity as thei- permanene duty sation, However, the PCRC wil be completed ac about the same tme as
the new Inlormation Cperations Readiness Center at joint Base Lewis-McChord = which will wrarafer 20
Sulltme employees and approximasely 200 WAARNG seidiers during a dril weekend off of Camp Murray.
The met impace will b 12 addidonal fullome employees working at Camp Murray ~ which is expected o
resadt in Insgnficant impact to traffic flow in the THlicur community. The WAARNG expacts the construc-
tion tima to range from 1.5 w 2 years In duration g ime after Sep 2014 The
wmmmmmmummmmwm

ﬁm“dimﬂcmanhMMw’nﬂwﬂlhmMyw
to join us In a public scoping meeting duled on duy, D bar 4th, from 5:30 to 6:30
mnmmCmmmwulnlanmmwm

If you woudd e further information or to ssbmit commants, please do not hesimte w conact Ms. Karra
~

Shagren, C \gron Milsary Department, Bidg, |, Camp Murriy, WA 98430, el
(253) 512-8222; Fac: (253) 512:8497: E-maik: Kaeie ShagrenBmil wa gov.




5. City of Lakewood’s Comment Letter

December 16, 2013

DenAndoesen | [rogvena Valencan-Crica, PhDD
Sarr | 36 Quartermaster Road
Camp Murmay, WA 98430

Jessan Wik
Bepity Mgy | BEz Camp Murray Readiness Center

Dear 85, Valencip-Cricn,
Py Mioess
Cousdbnenter | Thank you for providing the City of Lakewood with preliminary imformation
regarding the propossd Readiness Cenber 0 be constnucted al Camp Mumay,
Washingtom.  The City will be interested primarily in vehicubar wrip generation
and traffic impacts. 1 was noted at the intreductory meeting on December 4,
2013, that there i n possibility that construction of the Feadivess Center niyy
creour during the s Limse perind as other projiects along the 1=3 comidor area in
Join Simpeen | Tillicumm, It seemns thet it would be vseful to provide some coordination of these
Cosrcilmerchar | progects e minimize any polential iradfic disnsption

brhael I, Brandsotter

Il you have any gquesisons abost this ketier, plense comtact me direcily 21 (253)
Warie Barth | Q3. 7734,

Cousnci bsesiber
Sincerely, ]
Pasl Badehi | —= bl
ConeRrmier jﬂ"—.— ;:'—_L .1:'_ —
LA _—
Dan Calron, ATCP
Frmncipal Planmer
Ciity of Lakewood
Joha L Caulfield
City Manager

E000 ain Btreed EW - Lakiscod, Wi S5600-5037 « (253) 508-24008 * Fax: {263) 588-2774
wwwLcityollnkevwood. us




6. Tillicum-Woodbrook Neighborhood Association’s Comment E-mail

On Dec 10, 2013, at 5:24 PM, "Jim Taylor" <taylorjc33@yahoo.com> wrote:
Tom,;

Per your request | am submitting the following information pertaining to our discussions at the
public meeting in Tillicum last week.

1. Traffic issues:

| believe that it was agreed that the additional 12 full time employees would have little or no
significant impact. The situation with the addition of 139 soldiers to drill at Camp Murray one
weekend a month seems to present more of an impact on traffic in the area of the new main gate
due to it's proximity to the boat launch. This would be most likely to occur during the summer
months with the heavy usage of the launch.

This is what is prompted our request that you consider opening the commercial gate for this
traffic on drill weekends especially during the summer months. | would add the following
suggestion in addition to what was discussed at the meeting. It appears that the traffic volume
is fairly light at the main gate on week-ends except for drill weekends. If this is the case, It may
be possible to close the main gate on drill weekends and use the commercial gate only. This
then would allow you to solve any potential traffic issues without having to have additional
security personnel on duty during drill weekends.

2. Possible severe congestion at Berkeley and Union.

It appears that construction work on your project and the construction work on the Berkeley
overpass which includes work on both Union Ave. and Berkeley St. will be in progress at the
same time. This could result in in some severe delays in the flow of traffic in these areas. We
were advised that a lot of the work on the over-pass would be done at night and that most of your
construction will be done during the day. This may ease the above issue to some degree. In
any case we would request that you review this issue for potential problems and suggest any
possible solution(s)deemed appropriate.

We realize that you will need some time to evaluate these issues and develop any appropriate
plan for solutions, however, we would appreciate your response at your earliest convenience.

Thank you.

Please feel free to contact me at any time if you have any questions or would like to discuss any
of these issues further. My phone number is 253-588-3159.

Jim Taylor, Vice. Pres.
Tillicum-Woodbrook Neighborhood Assoc.



7. The Suburban Times Article by Mr. Anderson

Letter: A Community’'s Rights-of-way Right-to-Know : The Suburban Times
Letter: A Community’s Rights-of-way Right-to-Know
David Anderson | December 18, 2013 | 1 Comment
By Dawid Anderson
The numbers more than add up. And that's the problem.

one of many contingencies affecting the -dissuance of a right-of-way (ROW) permit
by the City of Lakewood to Camp Murray Tor the latter to relocate its
controversial main entry gate was evidence Trom the washington Military
Department (WMD) that there would be a signifTicant reduction in military and
employee traffic commuting through the adjoining neighborhood of Tillicum.

However, a recent development indicates very possibly tThe opposite has occurred.

In his letter dated September 2, 2010, Keith Kosik, State Public Affairs officer
for the washington MNational Guard wrote, “"wWithin two years all of our military
tactical vehicles and accompanying maintenance personnel will be moved off of
Camp Murray to a location on Joint Base Lewis-McChord. This move will take a
significant number of vehicles and commuters away fTrom Camp Murray."”

Kosik was responding to the City's demand that Camp Murray crunch the numbers.

“As a condition of the right-of-way permit and pricr to the relocated gate being
operational (which latter event toock place at the stroke of midmight, March 8,
20137, WMD shall provide details fTor said personnel relocation to the City Tor
its review.”

How many, according to Kosik, is "a significant number”?

According to the Remanded Right-of-Way Permit (ROW 11192), dated april &, 2012
and signed by Don Wickstrom, Public Works Director and David Bugher, Assistant
City Manager fTor Development/Community Development Director, the Combined
Support Maintenance Shop project broke ground in September, 2011 with the goal
of relocating 50 WMD employees.

But that was then and this is now.

Now, in a Tacoma News Tribune article of October 11, 2013 the wWMD plans on
becoming the home to what they call the National Guard readiness center bringing
a number of full-time employees To Camp Murray.

How many?

“Forty,” said state Military Department spokeswoman Karina Shagren.

Plus, she added, “"another 339 citizen soldiers will use it for weekend training
events.”™

where are they going to put them?

The Readiness Center “is to be built on a site at Camp Murray recently vacated
by the National Guard when it moved a vehicle maintenance shop across Interstate
% to Joint Base Lewis-McChord.™

Doing what is clearly fuzzy math: subtract 50, add 40, and throw in another
three-hundred and the grand total amounts to a “signiTicant reduction”?

And how do they get there?

Chances are through here, ‘here’ being Tillicum.

Given the common complaint — the impact on the community of cut-through Camp
Murray traffic - found in hundreds of pages of documents, registered by scores

of Tillicum residents who were out-of-pocket tens-of-thousands of dollars
Page 1



(320,000 Tor round numbers) battling their elected representatives, Lakewood
City Staff, and the WMD in court over this gate relocate, what is to be deduced
from the promises made then that ring most hollow now?

If 50 minus 40 Times {on occasion) 30 equals what all parties in court (late
July, 2012) were told (which they weren't) could be counted on as the answer to
the traffic-numbers-reductions-game, then this kind of math explains the mess
dividing even further - not only geographically but grievously - the residents
of Tillicum from Lakewood to the north and Camp Murray to the south both of
which are but one-exit removed from the tiny community squeezed in the middle.

According to a recent email from a spokesperson Tor the Lakewood Public works
department, “Berkeley Street {where half of Murray traffic is supposed to go if
they want to get out of Tillicum southbound) is somewhat improved from very,
very bad to just very bad - and North Thorne Lane (where the other half goes)
has gone from fair to bad.”

And that's counting the 530 who went over the bridge but not the 40-plus socon to
take their place.

All of this then begs the question, actually Tlots and lots of gquestions, where
“begging the question™ references “statements assumed to be true without
evidence.”

Along the lines of the most gquestionable math computations above are now similar
very- much-in-doubt problems raised below that concern conditions placed upon
the military in order to receive their right-of-way permit to relocate their
main entry gate.

These are rights-of-way stipulations - the devil-in-the-details for which - a
community has now even more a right to know.

In that same September 2, 2010 letter Kosik wrote, “we are considering 4 day
work weeks (4710 work schedule) to help curb the volume of traffic, and
incentives Tor carpools and wvanpools. We also plan to continually reevaluate and
Tisten to the concerns of our neighbors in order to mitigate CoOncCerns as we move
Torward.™

carpool and vanpool ‘considerations' by the WMD however were in fact
non-negotiable conditions placed upon the WMD by the City.

“The Camp Murray work site is subject to the state Commute Trip Reduction (CTR)
law. The City is requiring that wMD develop and implement an enhanced CTR
program which considers not merely employees, but the totality of its operations
occurring at the installation including indirect employees such as reservists of
National Guard members who may be reporting to the site. The enhanced program is
intended to reduce the drive-alone rates among all those working upon Camp
Murray, this minimizing traffic upon City rights-of-way™ (ROW 11192, p.7).

Three years have now elapsed. The Tour-day work week, did that happen? Carpools
and vanpools — how many wvehicles are seen coming and going along the new gate
ingress and egress routes Tor Camp Murray that are singly occupied? what
evidence is there of “continual re-evaluation and mitigation of concerns?”

when wickstrom and Bugher issued the ROW Tor Camp Murray, they purposed - and
promised — “to manage traffic originating from Camp Murray (and) also to address
the cut-through traffic generated by JELM and Madigan Hospital™ (p.4).

How has this been - and is this in fact being - managed, measured and addressed?

The above referenced document additionally stipulates the following mitigation
which, 20 months Tollowing the issuance of Camp Murray's permit, has not been
completed:

“Construction of an eight (&) foot wide ‘*‘hot mix' asphalt surface along Nerth

Thorne Lane SW Trom approximately Union Ave. SW to Spruce St. will increase

pedestrian mobility, improve safety, and connect residential areas whose

walkability is hampered. The existing Morth Thorne Lake SW right-of-way has a
Page 2



small shoulder with Timited pedestrian walking area. Residents in Tillicum and
woodbrook use the roadway to walk to and Trom Harry Todd Park. The relocation of
the gate may increase ADT by an additional 1,000 trips so there is a need to
create a greater separation between vehicles and pedestrians.”™

Camp Murray got a “pedestrian-friendly campus” out of the deal. To date the
walkability of North Thorne Lane is not done.

A further condition of the right-of-way permit was that “wMD shall continue its
efforts to implement additional access restrictions at the southerly access to
Camp Murray adjacent to JBLM Morth™ (p.7).

what specifically has been accomplished to that end?

In Tight of all the abowve, and in the interest of transparency and all that's
good — or is supposed to be - with regards representative democracy, and given
this ongoing trans-poor-tation nightmare, what can the City provide the
suspension-of-disbelieve disbelieving public in the way of evidence that it has
reviewed and has satisfied these conditions?

The numbers - the accurate ones - please?

And please do not refer us to the Public Disclosure process.

As public has been the offense - a contorted and convoluted court battle - so
public should be the response.

David Anderson says:
December 18, 2013 at 4:42 pm

Correction: Tillicum does have a walking path.



8. WAARNG’s Responses to Comments Received

a. Response to the City of Lakewood

From: valencia-Gica, Rowena B (MIL)

Sent: Monday, December 16, 2013 1:48 PM

To: Dan Catron

Cc: David Bugher; Skjerwvold, Thomas O (MIL)
Subject: RE: Comment re: Readiness Center

Hello Mr. Catron,

Thank you wvery much for sending this Tetter. Rest assured that we will discuss
this concern

during our project planning meetings. Mr. Skjervold will keep the City of
Lakewood informed

of any decisions or actions pertaining te the City's concerns on our proposed
project.

Sincerely,

Rowena valencia-Gica, Ph.D.
Environmental Specialist
36 Quartermaster Road,
camp Murray WA 98430

Tel. 253-512-8704

Fax 253-512-8904

DSH 323-8704

NOTICE: This e-mail message contains information solely for the use of the
intended recipient(s). If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any reading, dissemination, distribution,

copying, or other use of this message or its attachments is strictly prohibited.
If you have received this message in error, please delete and notify the sender
immediately.

From: Dan Catron [mailto:DCatron@cityoflakewood.us]
sent: Monday, December 16, 2013 1:36 PM

To: valencia-Gica, Rowena B (MIL)

Cc: David Bugher

Subject: Comment re: Readiness Center

Ms. valencia-Gica,
Please see attached letter. Hardcopy is in the mail. Thank you!
Dan Ccatron

(253) 983-7730

Disclaimer: Public documents and records are available to the public as required
under the washington State Public Records

ACT (RCW 42.56). The information contained in all correspondence with a
government entity may be disclosable to third party

requesters under the Public Records Act.

b. Response to TWNA
From: Skjervold, Thomas 0 (MIL)
Sent: Wednesday, December 11, 2013 9:52 AM
To: Jim Taylor
Cc: valencia-Gica, Rowena B (MIL); Ulman, Peggy L (MIL)
Subject: Re: Readiness Center Construction
Perfect. we will (have been) be addressing your 1issues.
Greatly appreciate your thoughtful {input.
Thanks!

T0S: Sent from my 1iPhone



c. Response to Mr. Anderson’s Article

Begin Torwarded message:

From: "sShagren, Karina L. (MIL)" <Karina.Shagren@mil.wa.govs

Date: December 19, 2012, 9:41:02 AM PST

To: "sSkjervold, Thomas O (MIL)" <Thomas.Skjervoldemil.wa.gov:

Subject: FW: Google Alert - Karina Shagren

Hi Tom - hope all is well. Making sure you saw the Tollowing - which raised a
couple of

issues. want to make sure that Mr. Anderson is aware of the Tollowing regarding
the

Pierce County Readiness Center, which he refers to in his letter:

. Development of the new Pierce County Readiness Center brings $33
million in

spending to the area, and is expected to create 400 new construction jobs over
2 vears. These workers will Tikely eat at local restaurants, buy Tuel at local
gas

stations and visit nearby merchants.

. Once construction is complete, the new Readiness Center will house
3z Tull

Time employees. However, the PCRC will be completed at about the same

Time as the WHNG's new Information Operations Readiness Center at JBLM -

which will transfer 20 Tulltime employees offT of Camp Murray.

* The net impact will be 12 additional Tull time employees working at
Camp

Murray — which will result in minimal impact toe traffic flow in the Tillicum
community.

* one weekend a month, 338 soldiers will use the PCRC Tor their
monthly drills.

These soldiers will also 1ikely eat at local restaurants, buy Tuel at local gas
stations and visit local merchants. Howewver, the PCRC will be completed at
about the same tTime as The WHNG's new Information Operations Readiness

Center at JBLM - which will transfer approximately 200 soldiers off of Camp
Murray on drill weekend, prior to the opening of the new PCRC.

. The net impact will be approx. 138 additional soldiers one weekend a
month.

As I was not here during the construction of the new main gate — I can't address
those

specific concerns at this time, but I'm more than happy to help gather any
information

that he might be looking for. Mr. Anderson is alsc more than welcome to contact
me

directly - as he unfortunately misquoted me in his letter. What appears to be
direct

guotes from me - was actually paraphrased material written by The TNT reporter.

Let me know if I camn provide any other assistance — as I'm more tThan happy to
discuss

Page 1
with the local community.

Thanks much - Karina

Karina shagren

washington Military Department
Communications Director

(253) 512-8222 - office

(253) 442-4765 - cell



