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APPENDIX G 
 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
 
This appendix contains scanned copies of the letters received during the public review period 
(18 May to 2 July 2001) for the Public Review Draft of the MCB and MCAS Camp 
Pendleton Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan and responses to those comments. 
Copies of the Public Review Draft INRMP were placed at libraries in the local communities 
surrounding the Base and on the Base’s website during the review period. Comments were 
received from 6 individuals or organizations. Opportunities for additional public comment 
are identified in Section 1.2.1 of this INRMP. Please note that letters from reviewers may 
have references to sections within the Public Review Draft of the document that were moved 
or deleted during preparation of the October 2001 document.  
 
Following the letters from reviewers are Camp Pendleton’s responses to the comments. The 
reader should refer to the list of Acronyms and Abbreviations for terms that are not spelled 
out within the responses.  
 
 
 
Reference Number 

for Letter 1 
 

Reviewer 

1 Rebecca Lent, Regional Administrator, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
National Marine Fisheries, Service 

2 Valarie McFall, Senior Environmental Analyst, Transportation 
Corridor Agencies 

3 Andrew E. Wetzler, Senior Project Attorney, Natural Resources 
Defense Council 

4 Michael W. Klein, Sr., Principal/Biologist, Klein-Edwards 
Professional Services 

5 Michael M. Tope, District Superintendent, State of California, The 
Resources Agency, Department of Parks and Recreation (first letter) 

6 Michael M. Tope, District Superintendent, State of California, The 
Resources Agency, Department of Parks and Recreation (second 
letter) 

 

1 In chronological order according to date received. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
on the 

MCB and MCAS Camp Pendleton Integrated Natural Resources Management 
Plan (Public Review Draft, May 2001) 

 
 
 
Letter 1 Rebecca Lent, Regional Administrator, United States Department of 

Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
National Marine Fisheries, Service 

 
1-A Surface water monitoring was conducted quarterly from 1997 to 2000, although 

testing for pesticides was not conducted. Groundwater monitoring is scheduled 
to continue in the San Mateo Creek.  

 
As stated within the INRMP, many watershed issues require Camp Pendleton to 
participate in cooperative planning and management efforts. These issues 
include water supply, water quality, wastewater management, aquatic habitat 
protection, flood protection and floodplain management. To address these issues 
effectively, the Base is attempting to coordinate with surrounding jurisdictions 
during infrastructure and land use development planning and approval process. 
Camp Pendleton has taken a leadership role within the Santa Margarita River 
watershed in promoting a watershed approach, and the Base intends to take a 
similar approach in the San Mateo Creek watershed, as urbanization increases. 
While no current management actions have been planned for the San Mateo 
watershed at this point, the Base anticipates the development of a Biological 
Assessment for the steelhead and expects to consult with your agency [NMFS] 
and the USFWS on the management of this species. Moreover, specific 
management actions are also expected to be the topic of discussions with your 
agency, the USFWS, the California Department of Fish and Game, the State of 
California Department of Parks and Recreation, and the Cleveland National 
Forest during the development of a management program for the San Mateo 
watershed.  
 

1-B See response 1-A. 
 
1-C See response 1-A. 
 
1-D See response 1-A. 
 
1-E Camp Pendleton is currently working with the Cleveland National Forest and 

California Department of Fish and Game regarding coordinated efforts in 
controlling exotics in the San Mateo watershed. Camp Pendleton plans on 
including specific actions to address these issues as part of developing 
management programs and ESA consultations for the steelhead in cooperation 
with your agency and the Cleveland National Forest. Specific actions will be 
developed as part of Section 4.6 (Exotic Invasive Species Control). 
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1-F See response 1-A. 
 
 
Letter 2 Valarie McFall, Senior Environmental Analyst, Transportation Cor-

ridor Agencies 
 
2-A Comment noted. Camp Pendleton believes that the asphalt, fencing, and 

vehicular traffic on the I-5 and the few underpass opportunities below the 
highway present a substantial constraint to wildlife movement. In addition, the 
highway underpasses at the creeks are not as wide as the associated riparian 
vegetation corridor and, in the case of the San Mateo Creek, the agricultural 
fields, beach access roads, and other development also restrict wildlife 
movement. 

 
2-B Changes have been made to the text, deleting the words “electric transmission 

lines” from the parentheses. Camp Pendleton believes that transmission lines 
pose a substantial electrocution risk to local wildlife species, particularly 
raptors. And, while wildlife can and do use the easiest routes possible when 
moving locally from one site to another, local movement may be constrained by 
the location, height, and mere placement (presence) of transmission lines and 
their use as a potential perch site for predators. 

 
2-C Copies of the Camp Pendleton Listed Upland Species Management Plan will be 

available on the Base’s Web site when the Uplands Biological Opinion that 
covers it is completed. 

 
2-D Table 3-8 of the INRMP has been updated (for 1995) to reflect this information, 

as identified in the Final Natural Environmental Study produced in January 
1998. 

 
2-E The reference to the “last ten years” within the sentence has been removed. 

Regional population growth and proposed transportation routes on Camp 
Pendleton has continued to be an issue for the Base for over 30 years. 

 
2-F See Copies of these reports are available for photocopying at Camp Pendleton. 

Scheduling a time for someone to photocopy the reports can be coordinated 
with the INRMP coordinator within the Planning Branch within the Natural 
Resources Department 

 
2-G See response 2-C. 
 
2-H Copies of the Camp Pendleton’s Environmental Guidebook are available to all 

interested parties at the Environmental Security (ES) office, building 22165. A 
copy has been forwarded to TCA. 

 
2-I Copies of this material have been provided to TCA. 
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2-J The INRMP text regarding the Migratory Bird Treaty Act has been revised. 
 
2-K Camp Pendleton is currently in consultation with the USFWS on the Biological 

Assessment of Upland Habitats (March 2000). Upon completion of ESA 
Section 7 consultation with the USFWS, and finalization of their Biological 
Opinion (issued by the USFWS), a copy of the BO and BA (if not included 
within the BO) will be made available for photocopying by interested parties. It 
is the Base’s position that, until the consultation with the USFWS is complete, 
the BA is a pre-decisional document not available to outside agencies or the 
public. 

 
2-L The INRMP text was modified to reflect typical restrictions.  
 
 
Letter 3 Andrew E. Wetzler, Senior Project Attorney, Natural Resources 

Defense Council 
 
3-A Chapters 4 and 5 of the INRMP provide the public with specific programs that 

list actions that the Base has committed to accomplishing and the year of 
completion. These Priority Planned Actions represent a significant commitment 
on the part of the Base to ensure proper conservation and management of its 
natural resources. Where possible and desirable, the Base has tried to be specific 
in the language of the planned actions. It is not possible to be more specific with 
some planned action because they are still being drafted or depend on results of 
other, earlier actions. It is also not desirable to be more specific with some 
planned actions to allow the flexibility necessary for adaptive management. 

 
3-B The lead organization on Base for coordinating environmental issues, be they 

compliance, stewardship or enforcement, is the Assistant Chief of Staff, 
Environmental Security (AC/S ES). The section regarding organization and 
responsibilities for natural resource management has been revised; much of the 
details of each organization were placed in an appendix. Two organizational 
charts have been developed and added to the INRMP. 

 
3-C All steps taken to avoid and minimize impacts to federally listed threatened and 

endangered species are directed by the terms and conditions of various BOs 
issued to the Base by the USFWS. Compliance with terms and conditions are 
non-discretionary. All activities and actions proposed within the INRMP that 
“may affect” a federally listed threatened or endangered species are either 
required as a term or condition of a BO, are covered by an existing BO, or are 
part of an ongoing consultation. As additional actions are developed and 
proposed through the review process, they will be evaluated in accordance with 
the activity class system (per the Estuarine and Beach Conservation Plans and, 
when finalized, the Uplands Biological Opinion). 
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3-D The public participation/comment requirements of Section 2905(d) of the SAIA 
(“provide an opportunity for the submission of public comments on integrated 
natural resources management plans proposed under subsection 2905(c)(1)”) 
was accomplished by placing copies of this INRMP at libraries in San 
Clemente, Oceanside, and Fallbrook and on the Base’s website during a formal 
review period (18 May to 2 July 2001). Notifications of the availability of the 
INRMP and the public review and comment period were made by letter, mailed 
to over 65 individuals and organizations, and by published notices in the Orange 
County Register, North County Times, and the San Diego Union-Tribune 
Future updates to the INRMP will provide additional public comment 
opportunities, as identified in Section 1.2.1 of the INRMP. 

 
3-E It is Camp Pendleton’s position that the Base is in compliance with the 

requirements of federal law and provides meaningful protection for natural 
resources on the installation. Camp Pendleton has consulted, and continues to 
consult, with the USFWS on the development of management plans for 
federally listed threatened and endangered species on Base and for projects that 
may have an effect on those species. The USFWS has issued the programmatic 
Biological Opinion (1-6-95-F-02) to address ongoing Base activities and 
conservation plans in riparian and estuarine/beach ecosystems to assure the 
listed species within these habitats on Base are not jeopardized. A programmatic 
Biological Opinion for the coverage of listed species within upland habitats is 
currently in consultation and is expected in 2002. The Base will continue to 
consult with the USFWS on a project-by-project basis in accordance with the 
activity and consultation class systems established within these plans. 

 
Beyond compliance with Biological Opinions, it is important to note that Camp 
Pendleton has been a stronghold for many of the region’s declining species, 
including federally listed species, and habitats for over 30 years. Many of these 
species, and much of their associated habitats, have all but disappeared in the 
region and in areas immediately surrounding the Base (e.g., Pacific pocket 
mouse, tidewater goby, arroyo toad, vernal pools and fairy shrimp, etc.). To 
state that Camp Pendleton’s conservation and management efforts, identified in 
many locations within the INRMP, do not provide “meaningful protection,” 
fails to recognize or even acknowledge the Base’s ongoing commitment to 
natural resource management and underestimates the value of the Base’s suite 
of resources to regional conservation planning efforts. 

 
3-F See response 3-B. 
 
3-G The Draft INRMP’s structure, in and of itself, will not “ensure the Base’s 

resource management objectives are achieved.” Camp Pendleton, however, does 
view the INRMP as a process and program, not a product (document). The 
semiannual INRMP reviews (including more formal reviews every five years), 
which are presented in Chapter 1, are key to this process. These reviews provide 



Integrated Natural Resources Management Plan  [October 2001] 

 Appendix G  Public Comments G-25 

a venue for evaluation, discussions of adaptive management, presentation of 
ideas for improvement, and assessment of progress towards goals and objectives 
with Base staff and resource agencies. Furthermore, each planned action has one 
or more sponsoring agencies within the Base. These sponsors are responsible 
for the planning, budgeting, implementation, and tracking of actions. 
Monitoring success of the plan is also part of the Marine Corps Environmental 
Compliance and Evaluation program, the Self-Audit Program, and the Annual 
Plan of Action and Milestones, all discussed in the INRMP.  

 
3-H The INRMP provides a section on enforcement. In the Public Review Draft 

(May 2001), enforcement was presented in Chapter 7, but this section has been 
moved to Chapter 4 of the current INRMP. Camp Pendleton has established and 
is in the process of implementing an Environmental Incident Reporting System 
to track and monitor compliance with established Base regulations, mitigation 
requirements, and general environmental compliance. Also involved in 
identifying, monitoring and tracking compliance issues and providing 
enforcement capabilities are Base Game Wardens, the Fire Department, and the 
Provost Marshall’s office. 

 
3-I All training operations are scheduled and cleared through the Range Operations 

Division, Range Control. Routine training exercises are allowed to proceed as 
long as they are conducted in full compliance with the Range and Training 
Regulations (which have been reviewed by the AC/S Environmental Security). 
Activities that are beyond what has been approved as routine or that may affect 
sensitive resources (as identified in the Range and Training Regulations or the 
Environmental Operations Map, which is produced and distributed 
semiannually by the AC/S Environmental Security) require approval from AC/S 
Environmental Security or review in accordance with the NEPA and Base 
regulations. The Resource Planning Division within the Natural Resources 
Department performs NEPA reviews. As part of this NEPA review compliance 
with the ESA and CWA is reviewed and includes determination if avoidance 
and minimization can be achieved and/or what permits and mitigation are 
required.  

 
The Environmental Security office has developed, and is in the process of 
implementing, an Environmental Incident Reporting System for the 
documentation and tracking of all environmental incidents (including non-
compliance with terms and conditions). To improve existing tracking and 
monitoring of NEPA projects, mitigation, and compliance with terms and 
conditions, the Base is in the process of developing a computer based NEPA 
project tracking program (E-Trax) and a mitigation database. The first phase of 
development of this new, integrated E-Trax system has been completed and is 
beginning to be utilized. Completion of the second phase, which integrates the 
mitigation tracking element, is contingent upon funding availability.  
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Lastly, the Long Term Trend Monitoring program presented in the Natural 
Resources Inventory section of Chapter 4 is intended to gather data that will 
help evaluate long term environmental effects of ongoing training. 

 
3-J The INRMP review process (also included in response 3-G) not only helps 

assure that the management actions are achieved, but provides for an evaluation 
of the integration of, and consistency among, the planned actions. Areas that are 
identified as not well integrated will be appropriately addressed (e.g., some 
planned actions may be added to the INRMP as a result of this process). As 
presented within the INRMP, there are existing mechanisms (e.g., programmatic 
instructions, NEPA process) that help ensure the integration of land 
management with land use.  

 
The word “new” was added to the Priority Planned Action for clarification. It 
now reads: “Clearly identify the person accountable for project implementation 
and mitigation requirements for each new project.” This Priority Planned Action 
was included in the INRMP because it is a key requirement for NEPA review 
and implementation for each new project that is reviewed under NEPA and 
must not be forgotten, especially in light of the number of NEPA reviews 
conducted for projects that are not sponsored by DoD. 

 
3-K Section 4.5 of the INRMP, entitled Threatened and Endangered Species 

Management, was not written to address overall biodiversity management. 
Section 4.5 addresses the means by which the Base is managing (must manage) 
its suite of federally listed species and associated habitats, according to terms 
and conditions set forth within Biological Opinions issued by the USFWS. 
These BOs, and the terms and conditions they contain, ensure that, when 
implemented, significant effects to federally listed species on Base are avoided. 
Compliance with BO terms and conditions identified within Biological 
Opinions is nondiscretionary.  

 
Camp Pendleton agrees that numerically quantifiable goals (or objectives) are 
an important component of good natural resource management and stewardship 
principals. Numerically quantifiable goals were identified within the Base’s 
programmatic Riparian and Estuarine/Beach Conservation Plan for a number of 
riparian, beach, and estuarine species. That plan was approved and signed by the 
USFWS in 1995 as a result of formal consultation under Section 7 of the ESA. 
At present, Camp Pendleton is in formal consultation with the USFWS on its 
federally listed upland species and associated habitats. It is anticipated that, 
upon completion of the consultation over the Biological Assessment of Uplands 
Habitats (for the management of federally listed upland species), that 
numerically quantifiable goals will be incorporated as part of the Biological 
Opinion issued by the USFWS. 
 

3-L Camp Pendleton manages its suite of natural resources in a manner consistent 
with the existing federal laws, and both DoD and Marine Corps guidance. 
However, it should be noted that Camp Pendleton, as a military installation was 
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set aside specifically for military readiness and training, therefore the Base does 
not manage its natural resources to solely benefit its sensitive plant and wildlife 
species and habitats. Camp Pendleton manages its natural resources toward its 
primary purpose: achieving its military training mission. As such, the Base has 
established, through Section 7 consultation with the USFWS, a programmatic 
management approach for listed species within riparian, beach, and estuarine 
habitats. (The Base is currently in consultation with the USFWS for the 
development of a programmatic management approach for the listed species in 
upland habitats.) Such a programmatic approach allows for the necessary 
flexibility for the continuance of training while ensuring compliance with ESA. 
Activities that may affect federally listed species and that are not covered under 
either of these programmatic management plans still require consultation with 
the USFWS. Activity/consultation class systems defined within these plans help 
identify the level of consultation required.  

 
3-M Camp Pendleton, as well as the Marine Corps, does not “predetermine” 

mitigation. Appropriate measures to off-set the potential impacts to federally 
listed threatened and endangered species and designated critical habitat resulting 
from Base activities is determined in concert (and in consultation) with the 
USFWS. Also, it has been and will continue to be the policy of this installation 
to avoid and minimize impacts whenever feasible. It has been the Base’s policy 
when negotiating reasonable and prudent measures with the USFWS to pursue 
alternatives that have ecosystem benefits and do not establish preserves. 

 
3-N See response 3-K regarding “numerically quantifiable goals…” 
 
3-O Proactive conservation management is reflected in the goals, objectives, and 

numerous planned actions that have been developed for stewardship purposes 
and are not specifically driven by legal compliance. One important example is 
the Base’s movement toward an ecosystem based natural resources management 
approach. This shift is reflected in part by the signing and implementation of the 
1995 programmatic Riparian and Estuarine/Beach Conservation Plans with their 
habitat based, landscape-scale approach. Additional planned actions, including 
regional partnering to develop a shared vision of desirable future ecosystem 
conditions, also reflect this move towards a more proactive, ecosystem-based 
approach. 

 
 Habitat goals and population were set, where appropriate, in consultation with 

the USFWS, in the Riparian and Estuarine Programmatic Conservation 
Biological Opinion (1-6-95-F-02) and are expected to be developed, where 
appropriate, in the programmatic Biological Opinion for the coverage of listed 
species within upland habitats that is currently in consultation. 
 
Lastly, the Base’s approach to the INRMP is itself proactive: the INRMP is 
viewed as a process, not just a product. Camp Pendleton will continuously 
augment and revise the INRMP, rather than wait until the fifth year to complete 
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such a task. In this way, the Base will proactively manage data and actions to 
the benefit of the resource and military mission needs. 

 
3-P Information on the development and review process has been revised and 

consolidated into Section 1.2 (INRMP Development, Coordination, Evaluation 
and Updates). Additional information regarding the review process that was 
developed as a result of coordination with the USFWS and CDFG has been 
included.  

 
Camp Pendleton will continuously augment and revise its INRMP, rather than 
wait until every fifth year to complete such a task. In this way, the Base will 
proactively manage its data and actions to the benefit of both the resource and 
military mission needs. The Planning Branch is the Natural Resource 
Department lead for conducting the semiannual reviews and the INRMP liaison 
with the wildlife agencies. As described within the INRMP, Camp Pendleton 
will review, revise, and update the INRMP on a semiannual basis or as 
significant new information is made available or becomes known. The purpose 
of the semiannual reviews is to (1) accommodate changes in the military 
mission and natural resource management objectives, (2) incorporate lessons 
learned from Base projects, regional activities, or scientific studies, (3) 
incorporate agreements with regulatory agencies, and (4) ensure the continued 
usefulness of this plan. 
 
Both internal meetings and communication among natural resource managers on 
Base and informal communication with USFWS and CDFG are expected to be 
an ongoing part of the INRMP implementation. Semiannual reviews will 
provide more formal opportunity for USFWS and CDFG involvement.  
 
Findings from the semiannual reviews will be presented as part of an 
Environmental Impact Review Board meeting to update senior Base leaders of 
the status and effectiveness of the plan. 
 
The formal Headquarters, Marine Corps Environmental Compliance Evaluation 
(ECE) Program will also assess the implementation of the INRMP. The ECE 
requires an onsite evaluation every three years by an independent team 
established by Headquarters Marine Corps, an annual review and validation of a 
Plan of Action and Milestones (POA&M) that follows up formally on any 
deficiencies identified during the Headquarters Marine Corps ECE, and an 
annual Self-Audit Program. 
 
Information from the review process will be used to make more informed 
natural resource management decisions. New information and INRMP updated 
material will be made available basewide (to military trainers and operators, 
facilities maintenance staff and project proponents), to regulatory agencies, and 
the general public through updates to the INRMP posted on Camp Pendleton’s 
website, consistent with the public review process used initially for the draft 
Final INRMP. 
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3-Q Such information is already made available to the public and has been used by 

other agencies and organizations. Reports generated through such efforts are 
reviewed and approved by Base staff, with new information incorporated into 
existing management activities and decisions, as appropriate. Copies of reports 
containing new survey information, once finalized, are provided to the USFWS 
and are available for photocopying from Camp Pendleton, upon request (see 
response 2-F). Maps and tables provided in the INRMP will be kept current as 
data are received. 

 
3-R See responses 3-D and 3-P. 
 
3-S Currently, Camp Pendleton awards contracts for monitoring and research to 

qualified professionals. Natural resource managers on Base review and approve 
the methodology and approach to these projects and, where desirable, may seek 
input from additional professionals in the field. Such decisions are made on a 
case-by-case basis. Monitoring data and relevant research is available for any 
organization or individual to review and provide comments and recommen-
dations at any time. The INRMP and future revisions to the INRMP will be 
available (for review and comment) to members of the public on the Base’s web 
site. 

 
 
Letter 4 Michael W. Klein, Sr., Principal/Biologist, Klein-Edwards Profes-

sional Services 
 
4-A Camp Pendleton’s Final INRMP will be posted and maintained on the Camp 

Pendleton web site for public review and comment. Changes will be posted to 
the web site as they are developed and identified for ease of review by 
interested parties. The web site will provide interested members of the public 
information on how and where to submit their comments. No specific deadlines 
are anticipated to be established so members of the public will have the 
opportunity to submit comments at any time. Comments received will be 
reviewed during the semiannual reviews.  

 
4-B Camp Pendleton natural resource managers understand the potential importance 

of native pollinators as integral components of sustainable ecosystems and 
appreciate the reviewer’s comment. While the Base does not have a 
management program specifically focused on these species, their importance 
will be considered during the review of vegetation management, restoration 
efforts, and other initiatives that may have a potential impact (e.g., pest 
management, exotics control).  

 
4-C The table will be reviewed by natural resource managers as part of planned 

efforts for migratory bird management. Potential inclusion of information 
concerning avian migratory behavior will be considered for future revisions of 
the INRMP. 
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4-D See response 4-C. 
 
4-E Comment noted. However, Camp Pendleton biologists have noted that this 

species followed the settlement of the West by Europeans and their cattle. In 
accordance with Executive Order 13112, brown-headed cowbirds are not 
considered a “native species” by definition in that they did not historically occur 
within the southern Californian ecosystem. Moreover, as is common with other 
exotic (nonnative) species that have been introduced into an environment within 
which they did not evolve, brown-headed cowbirds have no apparent natural 
enemies or other factors to limit their reproduction and spread within this 
ecosystem and pose a threat to numerous native avifauna. This said, the Base 
acknowledges that classification of brown-headed cowbirds as native versus 
nonnative is arguable. However, for management purposes the Base considers 
the brown-headed cowbird to be nonnative (exotic) and will continue trapping 
efforts as part of a commitment to good stewardship and per the Riparian and 
Estuarine Biological Opinion. 

 
4-F Duplications in the appendix have been removed. 
 
4-G Recommended corrections to the Class Insecta have been made within the table. 

Genera and species names will be reviewed by natural resource managers and 
wildlife biologists for potential inclusion in future revisions of the INRMP.  

 
4-H Camp Pendleton natural resource managers appreciate the suggested focus on 

the recommended species. Such recommendations will be taken into account as 
part of the Base’s inventory program, specifically during the implementation of 
the following planned actions: 

 
Priority Planned Action: 
 
• Develop a monitoring program for wildlife species of regional concern 

with a specific focus on those species likely to become proposed for listing 
as threatened or endangered in the near future. 2002.  

 
Other Planned Action: 
 
• Develop an inventory program for wildlife species of regional concern 

with a specific focus on those species on the Base likely to become 
proposed for federal listing as threatened or endangered in the near future. 

 
 
4-I Comment noted. The information will be reviewed by natural resource 

managers and wildlife biologists for potential inclusion of this suggested 
revision, as funding permits, during the update process in the future. 
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4-J Comment noted. The information will be reviewed by natural resource 
managers and wildlife biologists for potential inclusion of this suggested 
revision, as funding permits, during the update process in the future. 

 
4-K See response 4-E. 
 
4-L The table has been corrected to reflect this change. 
 
4-M Inclusion of the Argentine ant into the exotics control program will be reviewed 

by natural resource managers and wildlife biologists. 
 
 
Letter 5 Michael M. Tope, District Superintendent, State of California, The 

Resources Agency, Department of Parks and Recreation (first 
letter) 

 
5-A Survey reports and potentially other references cited within the INRMP are 

available for photocopying at Camp Pendleton. To schedule a time for making 
photocopies, contact the INRMP coordinator within the Planning Branch of the 
Natural Resources Department. 

 
5-B Reference to the Kuhn (1999) study has been incorporated into the text of 

Chapter 4.  
 
 
Letter 6 Michael M. Tope, District Superintendent, State of California, The 

Resources Agency, Department of Parks and Recreation (second 
letter) 

 
6-A Camp Pendleton will take into advisement the consideration of potential 

impacts of row crops to federally listed species within the San Mateo area prior 
to lease renewals. The AC/S Environmental Security reviews all lease 
agreements prior to their issuance and renewal for potential impacts to federally 
listed species and other environmental concerns. 

 
6-B Pursuant to ACOE Permit # 96-20034, Camp Pendleton initiated mitigation 

(Arundo removal as habitat enhancement) within the San Mateo Creek (on State 
Park leased lands) in 1996, in response to realignment (e.g., of personnel, 
aircraft, and equipment) to MCB and MCAS Camp Pendleton in accordance 
with the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-
510). Also, Camp Pendleton recently initiated additional Arundo removal within 
the San Mateo Creek immediately west of I-5, as part of its ongoing stewardship 
efforts. The removal of Arundo, even as mitigation, does not change conditions 
of the State Park lease; no restrictions to the use of this land have been added as 
a result of this activity. A copy of the map of the area treated for Arundo 
removal on the State Park has been forwarded to the Department of Parks and 
Recreation. 
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