
Report Control Symbol
RCS: 

REQUEST FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 

INSTRUCTIONS:   Section I to be completed by Proponent; Sections II and III to be completed by Environmental Planning Function.  Continue on separate sheets 
as necessary.  Reference appropriate item number(s). 

SECTION I  -  PROPONENT INFORMATION 

 1.  TO  (Environmental Planning Function)  2. FROM  (Proponent organization and functional address symbol) 2a.  TELEPHONE NO. 

3. TITLE OF PROPOSED ACTION

 4. PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION  (Identify decision to be made and need date)

 5. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES  (DOPAA) (Provide sufficient details for evaluation of the total action.)

6.  PROPONENT APPROVAL  (Name and Grade) 6a.  SIGNATURE 6b.  DATE 

SECTION II  -  PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL SURVEY.   (Check appropriate box and describe potential environmental effects + 0 U - 
Including cumulative effects.) (+ = positive effect; 0 = no effect;  -  = adverse effect; U= unknown effect)

 7. AIR INSTALLATION COMPATIBLE USE ZONE/LAND USE  (Noise, accident potential, encroachment, etc.)

 8. AIR QUALITY  (Emissions, attainment status, state implementation plan, etc.)

 9. WATER RESOURCES  (Quality, quantity, source, etc.)

10. SAFETY AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH  (Asbestos/radiation/chemical exposure, explosives safety quantity-distance, bird/wildlife
aircraft hazard, etc.)

11. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS/WASTE  (Use/storage/generation, solid waste, etc.)

12. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES  (Wetlands/floodplains, threatened or endangered species, etc.)

13. CULTURAL RESOURCES  (Native American burial sites, archaeological, historical, etc.)

14. GEOLOGY AND SOILS  (Topography, minerals, geothermal, Installation Restoration Program, seismicity, etc.)

15.  SOCIOECONOMIC  (Employment/population projections, school and local fiscal impacts, etc.)

16. OTHER  (Potential impacts not addressed above.)

SECTION III  - ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS DETERMINATION 

17. PROPOSED ACTION QUALIFIES FOR CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION (CATEX) # ; OR 

PROPOSED ACTION DOES NOT QUALIFY FOR A CATEX; FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS IS REQUIRED. 

18. REMARKS

19. ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING FUNCTION CERTIFICATION 19a.  SIGNATURE 19b.  DATE 
(Name and Grade)

THIS FORM CONSOLIDATES  AF FORMS 813 AND 814.
PREVIOUS EDITIONS OF BOTH FORMS ARE OBSOLETE. 
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	2  FROM Proponent organization and functional address symbol: CEO
	2a  TELEPHONE NO: 609-754-6416
	3  TITLE OF PROPOSED ACTION: Demolition of deteriorated playground near McGuire's Temporary Lodging Facilities 
	4  PURPOSE AND NEED FOR ACTION Identify decision to be made and need date: The purpose of this project is to return the area back to a flat, grassed surface and to remove the hazardous and deteriorated playground equipment.
	5  DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES DOPAA Provide sufficient details for evaluation of the total action: The proposed action is to remove the playground equipment and remove the rubber matting in the area.  The area will then be restored to its previous condition which will include either placing sod or spreading seed to grow new grass.  
	6  PROPONENT APPROVAL  Name and Grade: KATHLEEN ORRICO, LCDR
	6b  DATE: 12/11/2024
	16 OTHER  Potential impacts not addressed above: 
	OR: (c)(3)
	PROPOSED ACTION QUALIFIES FOR CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION CATEX: On
	PROPOSED ACTION DOES NOT QUALIFY FOR A CATEX FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS IS REQUIRED: Off
	18  REMARKS: Proposed action qualifies for a Categorical Exclusion under 32 CFR 989, Appendix B, as adopted from the United States Army per 89 FR 92911, 32 CFR 651 Appendix B (c)(3), "Demolition of non-historic buildings, structures, or other improvements and disposal of debris therefrom, or removal of a part thereof for disposal, in accordance with applicable regulations, including those regulations applying to removal of asbestos, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), lead-based paint, and other special health hazard items (REC required)."
	19 ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING FUNCTION CERTIFICATION Name and Grade: Catherine Brunson, GS-12
	19b  DATE: 13DEC2024
	AF IMT  813 SEP 99 CONTINUATION SHEETRow1: Box 4 Continued. Base Safety conducted an inspection of the playground and found several safety concerns that is preventing children from being able to utilize the equipment.  Some of these safety violations include holes or raised areas of the rubber matting that create a tripping hazard, and fall hazards due to broken or missing pieces of the equipment. The safety report is included with this AF Form 813 for reference. The need is to have this accomplished as soon as possible. Box 5 Continued. The proposed option of demolishing the existing equipment and removing the rubber matting will only require the scrapping of the surface of the ground and not require digging below the top 6" of ground.  The surface area that is anticipated to be disturbed is approximately 2,00 Sq Ft or 0.05 Acres.  The impervious surface will be returned to a porous surface through this action.  Alternative 1: Leave the playground equipment as is.  We could chose to abandon the playground equipment in place and continue to allow it to deteriorate.  However, this will continue to pose a safety hazard and places the base at risk of a child unknowingly using the playground and hurting themselves.  Additionally, it will become an eyesore and begin to cause rubbish to collect in the area. Alternative 2: Reinvest in the playground equipment.  With sufficient fund, the installation could repair the degraded areas of the rubber matting and either repair or replace pieces of equipment as needed.  However, this would require available funds and the need for the playground.  With the new construction of Wacky World, a brand new, ADA compliant playground just down the street, there is little interest to invest further in this playground.  A map showing the existing location of the playground is provided and is located approximately 3,000 feet away or a little over half a mile.   18.) (Cont.) The project location has no hazardous wastes issues, no biological resources issues, no cultural resources issues, no geological issues, and the site does not contain any contaminants covered under CRCLA and the Restoration office. Demolition of the site will remove dangers to human safety. The site is currently not located near any trees or wetlands, so no issues with the Endangered Species Act or the Migratory Bird Treaty Act are expected.The proponent should ensure that all materials possible are recycled. Send weight tickets to Installation QRP Manager Keith Mackey, keith.mackey.2@us.af.mil.‘The DAF is aware of the November 12, 2024 decision in Marin Audubon Society v. Federal Aviation Administration, No. 23-1067 (D.C. Cir. Nov. 12, 2024). To the extent that a court may conclude that the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations implementing NEPA are not judicially enforceable or binding on this agency action, the DAF has nonetheless elected to follow those regulations at 40 C.F.R. Parts 1500– 1508, in addition to the DAF’s procedures/regulations implementing NEPA at 32 CFR 989, to meet the agency’s obligations under NEPA, 42 U.S.C. §§ 4321 et seq.’
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