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Us Depoartment ATO. Wission Support Services
ot {ransportation Airspace Services

Federal Aviation BAOO Independence Avenue SW
Administration Washington DC 20591

Scott P. Chambers, P.E., Colonel, USAF

National Guard Bureau

3501 Fetchett Avenue

Joint Base Andrews, Maryland 20762-5157 October 26, 2018

Dear Colonel Chambers,

Thank you for your letter of October 25, 2018 requesting that the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) participate as a cooperating agency in the National Guard Bureau’s
(NGB) preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Modification and/or Addition
of Airspace Utilization of the Evers Military Operations Area (MOA), West Virginia. Per
NGB’s letter, this project will evaluate the following in the EA:

Establishment of Evers North MOA;
Establishment of Evers Central MOA;
Establishment of Evers South MOA;;
Establishment of Evers Low MOA;
Establishment of Diesel North ATCAA;
Establishment of Diesel Central ATCAA;
Establishment of Diesel South ATCAA; and
Elimination of the Existing Evers MOA

The FAA appreciates the NGB’s recognition of our role in the evaluation of Special Use
Airspace (SUA) and analysis of potential impacts to airspace associated with your project as
required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and its implementing regulations at
40 C.F.R. Part 1500. Since this proposal involves the use of SUA, the FAA accepts the NGB’s
request to act as a cooperating agency in accordance with the guidelines set forth in the
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the FAA and the Department of Defense
(DoD) Concerning SUA Environmental Actions, dated October 4, 2005, and in accordance with
the NEPA regulations at 40 C.F.R. Section 1501.6 regarding cooperating agencies, and with
FAA Order 7400.2L, Chapter 32, Appendix 8 — FAA Special Use Airspace Environmental
Processing Procedures which outlines the process by which FAA works with DoD as a
cooperating agency on projects involving SUA.

FAA’s participation in the development of the EA for this proposed action resides under the
jurisdiction of FAA’s Eastern Service Center, Operations Support Group, at 1701 Columbia
Avenue, College Park, Georgia 30337. Debra Hogan is the Environmental Team Manager for
Eastern Service Center who will assign an environmental specialist to coordinate NEPA



document development and reviews. The Eastern Service Center’s environmental specialist will
be the focal point for matters related to the review of the NGB’s NEPA documentation for this
project and any related airspace issues that will be tracked and coordinated by FAA Headquarters
Environmental Policy Group (AJV-114).

While Appendix 8 of FAA Order 7400.2L indicates that the airspace review and environmental
impacts review should be conducted in tandem as much as possible, they are still separate
processes. Approval of either the aeronautical portion or the environmental impact analysis
portion of the NEPA document does not automatically indicate approval of the entire proposal.
Enclosed are Appendices 7 and 8 from FAA Order 7400.2L for additional details.

A copy of your request for FAA’s cooperating agency status and this reply are being forwarded
to Debra Hogan of the Service Center’s Operations Support Group. Ms. Hogan can be contacted
at 404-305-5618 or Debra.L..Hogan@faa.gov for further review of the NEPA document(s).

For questions regarding NEPA document processing and coordination with the Service Center,
please contact either me in the Airspace Policy Group (AJV-11) at 202-267-1209, or Paula
Miller 202-267-7378 in AJV-114 (Environmental Policy Team).

Sincerely,

' }‘("%
RodgeryA~ Dean
Manager, Airspace Policy Group
Air Traffic Organization
Federal Aviation Administration

Ce: Kevin Marek, NGB/A4AM
Debra Hogan, Operations Support Group Environmental Team Manager, Eastern Service
Center
Paula Miller, AJV-114, FAA HQ/ATO Environmental Policy Team
Lisa Favors, Environmental Specialist, FAA/AJV-114, Eastern Service Center
Sean Hook, Maj, USAF, Exec. Dir., USAF/FAA HQ/AJV-11
Paul Gallant, AJV-113, FAA HQ/ATO Regulatory Policy Team

Enclosures
Chapter 32, Appendices 7 and 8 from FAA Order 7400.2L
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Appendix 7. FAA/DOD Memorandum of Understanding
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN
THE FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION AND
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
FOR
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE ACTIONS

I. Definitions.!

In addition to definitions in the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations
implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (40 CFR Part 1508), the following
definitions also apply to this Memorandum of Understanding (MOU):

“DoD” means the Department of Defense or one or more components thereof, depending on
the context.

“SUA” means “special use airspace,” as defined in FAA Order JO 7400.2.

“DoD SUA Action” means a DoD activity for which the FAA determines an FAA SUA
Action is required or otherwise warranted.

“Environmental Review Process” means all activities that are necessary for compliance with
the following and must be completed before DoD and FAA SUA Actions can be implemented:
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA); the CEQ Regulations; DoD and FAA
NEPA-implementing procedures; and other federal environmental laws, regulations, executive
orders, and administrative directives.

“Proponent” means: (1) DoD for FAA SUA Actions for which the FAA requires submission
of a proposal by DoD; and (2) the FAA for other FAA SUA Actions.

“FAA SUA Action” means the FAA’s establishment, designation, or modification of SUA
for which a component of DoD is the “using agency,” as defined in FAA Order JO 7400.2.

I1. Purpose and Scope.

The purpose of this MOU is to describe guidelines for efficiently conducting the
Environmental Review Process for DoD and FAA SUA Actions by avoiding unnecessary
duplication of effort and reducing delay through effective coordination and cooperation between
the agencies.

! Terms defined in this section are capitalized throughout the document.
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This MOU applies “lead agency” (40 CFR §1501.5) and “cooperating agency” (40 CFR
§1501.6) concepts and requirements to Categorical Exclusions (CATEXSs), Environmental
Assessments (EA), Environmental Impact Statements (EIS), and other related or supporting
documents for DoD and FAA SUA Actions.

III. Designation of Lead and Cooperating Agencies (40 CFR §1508.16 and §1508.5).

A. Introduction. DoD and FAA SUA Actions can be subject to different levels and scope of
environmental impact analyses pursuant to NEPA, as implemented by the CEQ regulations and
by the DoD’s and the FAA’s agency-specific NEPA-implementing procedures. The CEQ
regulations encourage designation of a lead agency where related actions by several Federal
agencies are involved.

Either the DoD or the FAA may be the lead or cooperating agency for a NEPA review
addressing both DoD and FAA SUA Actions. The lead agency, in such instances, is responsible
for consultation with other agencies, for early and continuing coordination of appropriate
environmental evaluations and analyses, and, in coordination with the cooperating agency, for
making and documenting determinations under other applicable environmental laws and
regulations (e.g., the Endangered Species Act and the National Historic Preservation Act) and
incorporating such documentation into the appropriate NEPA document. The lead agency will
invite other federal agencies having jurisdiction by law or special expertise with respect to any
environmental issue that should be addressed in the NEPA process to become a cooperating
agency (40 CFR §§1501.6, 1508.5).

Both the FAA and the DoD acknowledge the purposes of NEPA (40 CFR §1500.1), and the
need to both eliminate unnecessary duplication and reduce delay. Accordingly, the FAA and the
DoD will integrate NEPA considerations and requirements of both agencies into the SUA project
planning process as early as possible in their respective project planning schedules. The agencies
will also strive cooperatively to coordinate development of environmental documents that meet
the standards for adequacy in accordance with both agencies’ NEPA implementing procedures,
thereby expediting completion of the Environmental Review Process.

B. Designation of lead agency. The Proponent will serve as the lead agency (40 CFR
§1501.5).

C. Designation of cooperating agency. The DoD and the FAA will ensure designation of the
cooperating agency early in the NEPA process (40 CFR §1501.6). Upon request of the lead
agency, the DoD or the FAA will serve as a cooperating agency.

Written requests by the FAA and the DoD will be directed to:

Federal Aviation Administration

Airspace Regulations and Policy Group | OSG Manager of the applicable FAA
(AIV-11) Service Center

Air Force
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air cc:
Force for Installations (SAF/IET) AF/A3TI - Airspace Policy
1665 Air Force Pentagon Rm 5D756

1480 AF Pentagon
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Rm 4B9%41 Washington, DC 20330-1480
Washington, DC 20330-1665 (703) 692-7752

HQ AF/A4CP

Installation Strategy and Plans
Division

Rm 4D950

1260 Air Force Pentagon
Washington DC, 20330-1260
(703) 614-0237

Navy
Director cc:
Chief of Naval Operations (N45) Chief of Naval Operations will direct
2000 Navy Pentagon (Rm 2E259) to appropriate code
Washington, DC 20350-2000

Marine Corps

MCICOM (Attn: NEPA)
Headquarters Marine Corps
3000 Marine Corps Pentagon
Room 2D153A
Washington, DC 20350-3000

Army
Asst. Chief of Staff for Installation cc:
Management Deputy Assistant Secretary of Army,
Installation Services, Environmental Environmental Safety and
(DAIM-ISE) Environmental Health
600 Army Pentagon (5A120-1) (DASA(ESOH))

Washington, DC 20310-0600

Headquarters, U.S. Army

Aeronautical Services Agency

(Attn: Airspace Branch)

9325 Gunston Road, Suite N319,

Fort Belvoir, Virginia 22060
Major Range and Test Facility Base (MRTFB)*

Director, Test Resource Management

Center (TRMC)

4800 Mark Center Dr., Suite 07J22

Alexandria, VA 22350

*The MRTFB is managed by the TRMC and includes Army, Navy, and Air Force test
ranges and associated airspace as designated by annual issuance. The TRMC will
coordinate with the lead or cooperating agency as necessary

IV. Documentation.

A. General. To eliminate unnecessary duplication, reduce paperwork, and reduce delay, the
FAA and the DoD will cooperatively develop necessary environmental documentation. The
agencies will share and may use, as allowed by their respective regulations/directives,
background data and impact analysis prepared by either agency in support of a DoD or FAA
SUA Action. Documentation will be developed and processed in accordance with applicable

FAA Orders, DoD directives and regulations, and established cooperating agency relationships
(40 C.F.R. §1506.1).
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The lead agency will provide, within scope (40 C.F.R. §1508.25), project-specific related
data supporting the proposed action, alternatives, and impact analyses to the cooperating agency
to facilitate the development of a legally defensible NEPA document and support appropriate
determinations.

The lead and/or cooperating agency will independently evaluate any information or analysis
before using it to support a NEPA review. The intent of the lead and cooperating agency
relationship is to ensure mutually adequate documentation that complies with both the lead and
cooperating agencies’ NEPA-implementing procedures. Deficiencies in information, analysis, or
other issues covered within the scope of the documentation will be addressed and corrected
during cooperating agency concurrent review(s).

B. Categorical Exclusions.

The DoD and the FAA will address the availability of CATEXs early in the development of
DoD and FAA SUA Actions. CATEXs are not interchangeable between the agencies. If the
Proponent decides to rely on a CATEX for its action and the cooperating agency cannot rely on a
CATEX for its action, the Proponent will provide information and analysis the cooperating
agency identifies as necessary for the cooperating agency’s NEPA review. To the extent
consistent with the cooperating agency’s NEPA-implementing procedures, the cooperating
agency may request that the Proponent prepare an EA or fund the preparation of an EA or EIS.

V. General Guidance.

A. Scheduling. To help avoid unnecessary delay in the Environmental Review Process, the
DoD and the FAA will establish a mutually agreed-upon schedule that reflects appropriate time
limits to ensure that required actions are taken on a timely basis, consistent with the cooperating
agency designation (ref. III.C.). The schedule will accommodate both agencies’ requirements
(e.g., DoD mission requirements, FAA requirements for processing SUA proposals, both
agencies’ NEPA-implementing procedures). Each agency will promptly notify the other of any
difficulty with meeting scheduled deadlines or any need to revise the schedule.

B. Administrative Records. The FAA and the DoD, as either lead or cooperating agency,
agree to develop and maintain an administrative record of each SUA project in accordance with
their agency’s respective administrative record and document retention rules and requirements.
In the event either agency’s action is timely challenged, the other agency will make its
administrative record available to the agency whose action has been challenged.

C. Resolution of disagreements. If the FAA and the DoD fail to reach agreement at the
normal working level on any issue relating to environmental processing of proposed SUA
Actions, the matter will be referred, in ascending order, as outlined in the table below. At any
time, the FAA’s Office of the Chief Counsel and the Office of the General Counsel of the
Service Department involved shall be consulted for assistance with legal issues.
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: E‘quivaient Levels.of Res‘pohsibility fofkesolution of Disagreements

.. DoD Poliy Board on
FAA Administrator Federal Aviation (PBFA) Chairman
FAA Chief Operating Officer, Air Traffic DoD PBFA Executive Director
Organization Principal Member
FAA VP, Mission Support Services DoD PBFA Deputy Executive Director
. . . DoD PBFA Airspace and
FAA Director, Airspace Services Procedures Subgroup Chair

D. Funding. Agency budget constraints may delay processing and implementation of DoD
and FAA SUA Actions. As part of the lead agency-cooperating agency relationship, the DoD and
the FAA will determine responsibilities, consistent with this MOU, for funding the preparation
of NEPA documentation (40 CFR §1501.6(b)(5)) and, if appropriate, decision implementation
measures (40 CFR §1505.3).

E. Amendments. If either party determines that it is necessary to amend this MOU, it will
notify the other party in writing of the specific change(s) desired, with proposed language and
the reason(s) for the amendment. The proposed amendment will become effective upon written
agreement of both parties.

VI. Effective Date.

This MOU is effective from the last signature date below until rescinded or amended.

SIGNED:
DATE: 30 Sep 2019 DATE: 0CT 1 7 2009

SCHATZ.ROWA Digitally signed by

SCHATZ.ROWAYNE.AJR.1

YNEASRNTE L0 AL RN ity
943386 _oi%b' .09, 45 MCCU LLOUGH ,_0?350?0 9.10.17 06:33:25
Executive Director, DoD Policy Board VP, Mission Support Services
On Federal Aviation Federal Aviation Administration
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Appendix 8. FAA Special Use Airspace
Environmental Processing Procedures

1. GENERAL.

This appendix provides guidance for FAA participation in the environmental review of proposed
special use airspace (SUA) actions. The requirements in this appendix are in addition to the airspace
proposal processing procedures contained in this order. The aeronautical and environmental processes
for SUA proposals involve some overlap and the actions taken, or modifications made, to the proposal
in one process may affect the actions required and/or the outcome of the other process.

2. BACKGROUND.

a. The SUA program is designed to accommodate national security requirements and military training
activities wherein activities must be confined because of their nature, or wherein limitations are imposed upon
aircraft operations.

b. SUA proposals are subject to both NEPA and aeronautical processing requirements. Since the FAA is
the approval authority for SUA actions, the agency cannot make a final decision on any particular SUA
proposal prior to the completion of the NEPA and aeronautical processing phases.

3. POLICIES.

The following policies apply to the processing of SUA proposals:
a. In addition to responsibilities of a cooperating agency as defined in 40 CFR Parts 1500—1508, FAA
must:

1. Provide to DOD information and technical expertise within the special expertise and jurisdiction
of the FAA as it relates to the proposed action.
2. Resolve or respond to environmental issues raised during the NEPA process relating to aeronautical

issues.

3. If an EA or EIS is required, identify and evaluate the environmental impacts relating to the proposal.
4. Furnish to DOD the names of organizations, agencies, or other parties the FAA believes may be

interested in the DOD proposal.

5. Notify and coordinate FAA proposed airspace actions with DOD components that may be

affected.

b. FAA Participation in NEPA Meetings. The FAA must participate in scoping, interagency, and public
NEPA meetings conducted by the proponent. The Air Traffic Service Center Director (or the Director’s
Designee) with responsibility for Cooperating Agency participation will determine FAA representation in the
meetings. When FAA personnel participate in such meetings:

1. The audience must be informed that FAA participation is to provide aeronautical technical expertise
and is not to be construed as FAA endorsement or support of any SUA proposal, and that no decisions concerning
the proposal will be made at the meeting.

2. If requested, the FAA will provide an overview of the procedures followed by the FAA for processing
SUA proposals.

3. The FAA will advise the audience of the Service Center handling the processing of the aeronautical
proposal. Additionally, the audience should be advised that written comments on the aeronautical aspects of
the proposal should be submitted during the public comment period associated with the aeronautical
circularization.
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c. FAANEPA Compliance Options. In accordance with CEQ regulations, the FAA must participate in the
NEPA process as a cooperating agency. The FAA may adopt an EA or EIS prepared by DOD if the FAA
independently evaluates the information in the document and takes full responsibility for the scope and content
that addresses FAA actions. Where the proponent’s NEPA documentation is insufficient, additional NEPA
documentation will be required before the FAA can make a final decision. The FAA may ask the applicant to
correct any deficiencies and re—submit the assessment if the FAA is not satisfied (see FAA Order 1050.1,
“Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures,” paragraphs 2—2.1 and 2—2.2). The FAA must issue its own
FONSI and/or ROD. See FAA Order 1050.1, paragraph 8-2.

d. Time Limits for Final Environmental Impact Statements (EISs). If three years have expired following the
approval of a final EIS, and major steps towards implementation have not commenced, a written reevaluation of
the adequacy, accuracy, and validity of the final EIS must be prepared by the proponent. Written reevaluations
must comply with the requirements set forth in FAA Order 1050.1, paragraph 9—2. The proponent may also elect
to prepare new documentation if circumstances dictate.

4. LEAD AND COOPERATING AGENCIES.

The FAA/DOD MOU provides for the application of “lead agency” and “cooperating agency”
responsibilities in the SUA environmental process. When the DOD is the proponent, the DOD will
serve as lead agency for the evaluation of SUA environmental impacts and the preparation and
processing of environmental documents.

a. The DOD, as lead agency, will determine whether an SUA proposal:

1. Is a major action significantly affecting the quality of the human environment requiring an
environmental impact statement (EIS);

2. Requires an environmental assessment (EA); or,

3. Is categorically excluded in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1, paragraphs 5-6.1 through 5-6.5.
These determinations must be coordinated with the FAA at the earliest possible time to prevent delay in
preparation of any required NEPA documentation.

b. The appropriate FAA Service Center, as identified in response to a request to participate, will act as the
point of contact for Cooperating Agency status during the evaluation of the proposal’s environmental study. The
FAA may use documents prepared by the proponent in its environmental process, provided the FAA has
independently reviewed the scope and content of the documentation and assumes responsibility as described in
subparagraph 3c, above. (See FAA Order 1050.1, paragraph 8-2.)

c. Where the actions of one agency are subject to a categorical exclusion and the actions of the other agency
with respect to the same SUA is not subject to a categorical exclusion, then the other agency will prepare the
appropriate environmental documentation. The applicability of a categorical exclusion to parts of the action will
be noted in the environmental document. FAA budget constraints may delay processing and implementation of a
proponent’s proposal when the categorical exclusion of the proponent is not listed in FAA Order 1050.1,
chapter 5.

5. SUA ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS.

In addition to other environmental considerations required under NEPA, CEQ regulations, and FAA
Order 1050.1, the following are items the FAA expects to be considered, if applicable, in SUA
environmental documents. This list should not be considered all-inclusive:

a. Other Times by NOTAM. When specified in the proposal, this provision permits access to the SUA area 24
hours per day. The environmental document must address the potential impact for use of the SUA during the
“other times by NOTAM?” period.

b. Flares and Chaff. Address the potential impact of flare and/or chaff use when this activity is specified in the
SUA proposal.
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¢. “No Action Alternative.” Include discussion of this alternative.

d. Coastal Zone Consistency Determination. Include if applicable.

e. Proposed Airspace Parameters. The environmental analysis in the EA or EIS for the SUA proposal must
match the airspace parameters contained in the SUA proposal (for example, boundaries, altitudes, times of use,
and type and extent of activities).

f. Non—participating Aircraft. Include a discussion of the effect of the SUA proposed action on
non—participating aircraft, if applicable.

g. Mitigation. As defined in CEQ regulations, mitigation includes:

1. Avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action;

2. Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its implementation;

3. Rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the affected environment;

4. Reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and maintenance operations during
the life of the action; and

5. Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or environments.

h. Cumulative Impacts. Cumulative impacts on the environment are those that result from the incremental
impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of
what agency (Federal or Non—Federal) or person undertakes such other actions. Cumulative impacts can result
from individually minor but collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time.

i. Consultation. Consultation must be conducted in accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act,

Section 106; the Endangered Species Act, Section 7; FAA Order 1210.20.
“American Indian and Alaska Native Tribal Consultation Policy and Procedures,” and other
applicable laws, regulations, and Department of Transportation and FAA Orders.

6. INTERAGENCY SUA ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING MEETING.

To facilitate early coordination between the FAA and the DOD proponent, the DOD proponent must
make a request to the FAA for Cooperating Agency status as soon as the proponent decides to initiate
the environmental process.

When the FAA is invited to participate as a cooperating agency, it is suggested that a planning meeting
be held as soon as practical. The agenda of the meeting should be based on the type of SUA proposal,
the extent of the planned environmental analysis.

a. The appropriate Regional Military Representative (Milrep) will coordinate the proponent’s request for a
planning meeting with the appropriate Service Center Director (or his/her designee). Representatives of the
FAA, the proponent, and the proponent’s NEPA consultant, if any, should be invited to participate by the military
representative.

b. The meeting should include discussion of pertinent issues, including but not limited to:
1. The type of SUA proposal to be submitted,
. Identification of points—of—contact and establishment of liaison between concerned parties,
. Determination of the appropriate type of environmental documentation,
. The appropriate extent of FAA participation,
. Identification of potentially significant impacts,
. Consideration of the need for scoping, interagency, and/or other public meetings,
. Setting processing milestones,
8. Clarifying any questions the proponent may have regarding the FAA’s requirements for the
environmental analysis and documentation; and,
9. Exchange of information on any environmental and/or aeronautical concerns in the area of potential

~ N Lo LN
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1. Brief attendees on the airspace processing procedures in Part 5 of this order that will apply to the SUA
proposal.

2. Encourage the proponent to work proactively with aviation user groups and individuals to address
aeronautical issues as they arise. This should ensure early consideration of aeronautical mitigation.

d. At the meeting, the Service Center environmental representative should:

1. Brief attendees on the environmental processing procedures in FAA Order 1050.1 and Chapter 32
of this order that apply to the SUA proposal.

2. Encourage the proponent to work proactively with other Federal, State, and Local agencies; Tribal
Governments; and the public on environmental concerns as they arise. This will ensure that mitigation to address
environmental concerns is considered early in the process.

3. Advise attendees that the FAA cannot render a final determination on the environmental effects of the
SUA proposal until after completion of the proponent’s environmental process, the FAA’s aeronautical process,
the FAA’s independent review of the proponent’s environmental documentation, and any additional
environmental analyses conducted by the FAA.

€. The meeting format may be tailored to the needs of the specific proposal. It may be conducted by a
teleconference, if permitted by the scope of the proposal or if necessary due to funding or other constraints.

f. Additional meetings should be scheduled as needed to discuss changes, revise milestones, share updated
environmental and/or aeronautical impact data or public comments, discuss alteration of the proposal in order to
mitigate valid aeronautical objections, incorporate agreements by the proponent to mitigate environmental
impacts, or discuss other matters.

7. RELATIONSHIPS AND TIMING OF ENVIRONMENTAL AND AERONAUTICAL PROCESSES.

a. SUA proposals are subject to both environmental and aeronautical processing requirements. These
processes are separate but closely related. Any actions by a proponent to mitigate environmental impacts, and/or
changes to the proposal to address valid aeronautical objections, may alter the type and extent of environmental
analysis required.

b. Normally, the SUA proponent will initiate the environmental process well in advance of submitting an
actual SUA proposal to the FAA for review. The appropriate Milrep should inform the appropriate Service Center
as soon as possible after receiving notice that a DOD proponent plans to initiate the environmental study process.
A letter requesting FAA participation in the environmental study process as a Cooperating Agency should be
forwarded to the Director of the Office of Mission Support, Airspace Services, at FAA Headquarters.

c. Proponents should submit SUA proposals to the FAA Service Center prior to completion of the NEPA
process. This will enable the FAA to initiate the aeronautical processing phase prior to completion of any
required NEPA documents, which will facilitate the earlier consideration of aeronautical factors that may result
in modification of the proposal and may affect the environmental analysis. In all cases, the FAA will defer a final
decision on the proposal until the required NEPA process is completed.

d During the aeronautical processing of a proposal with alternatives, only the alternative submitted to the
FAA in accordance with Part 5. of this order will be subjected to the aeronautical process described in this order
(such as non-rulemaking circularization or Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM)) by the FAA. However, all
reasonable alternatives, including the alternative of no action, must be evaluated in the environmental document.
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8. SERVICE CENTER PROCEDURES.

a. Normally, FAA participation in the SUA environmental process will begin at the headquarters level with a
request by the proponent of an SUA proposal for the FAA to participate in the process as a Cooperating Agency.
However, the FAA point of contact will generally be a representative from the Air Traffic Organization at the
Service Center level. Close coordination is required between the Service Center Airspace Specialist and
Environmental Specialist throughout the process. This will ensure that FAA concerns are provided to the
proponent for consideration, and that NEPA and DOT/FAA environmental requirements are met.

b. Once notified of the initiation of the environmental process by the SUA proponent, the Service Center
environmental specialist should request that the proponent provide a minimum of five copies of all preliminary,
draft, and final environmental documents for FAA review. The Service Center environmental specialist will
forward three copies of the documents to FAA Headquarters (Mission Support, Airspace Services, and Airspace
Policy Group).

c. Tothe extent practicable, the Service Center should provide FAA representation at pre—scoping, scoping,
and/or other NEPA public meetings concerning the SUA proposal. If requested by the Service Center,
representation from the headquarters Airspace Policy and/or Airspace Management Groups will be provided.

d. Service Center Airspace Specialist Responsibilities:

1. Coordinate requests from the Milrep to schedule an interagency SUA environmental planning
meeting with the Service Center Director (or the Director’s designee) and the environmental specialist.

2. Participate in interagency SUA environmental planning meetings as directed, by the Service Center
Director (or the Director’s designee). (See paragraph 6, above.)

3. Participate in pre—scoping, scoping and/or other public meetings as directed.

4. Provide information and assistance as required to the proponent regarding the aeronautical aspects
of the proposal and processing procedures under Part 5 of this order.

5. Coordinate with and assist the environmental specialist in the review of environmental documents
to ensure consideration of pertinent aeronautical issues. Compare the SUA proposal parameters with the analysis
in the environmental document to ensure that the analysis is consistent with the proponent’s airspace request.
Provide corrections and/or comments to the environmental specialist for transmittal to the proponent.

6. Maintain liaison with the proponent’s environmental team to determine if any comments received
pertain to aeronautical issues; provide information regarding the aeronautical aspects of alternatives developed
by the proponent.

7. Provide to the proponent aeronautical impact information obtained from the formal aeronautical study
conducted in accordance with Chapter 21 of this order and during the aeronautical public comment period. As
required, negotiate with the proponent to modify the proposal to mitigate valid aeronautical objections or adverse
aeronautical impact.

8. Upon receipt of the SUA proposal, initiate processing in accordance with Part 5 of this order.

(@). Determine if an Informal Airspace Meeting will be held in accordance with the procedures in
Part 5. of this order. If a meeting is planned, request participation by the proponent to explain and answer
questions about the proposal.

NOTE:
Informal Airspace Meetings are optional for SUA proposals. Normally, they are held only if the Service
Center determines that there is a need to obtain additional aeronautical facts and information relevant
to the SUA proposal under study. Informal airspace meetings may also be held based on known or
anticipated controversy of the proposal.

(b). Complete the appropriate rulemaking or non—rulemaking processing requirements as defined in
Part 5 of this order.
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9. In consultation with the Service Center environmental specialist and the Regional Counsel, review the
proponent’s decision document to ensure that it is consistent with any modifications made to the SUA proposal,
if applicable, and that any agreed upon aeronautical mitigation measures are included.

10. If the Service Center airspace specialist recommends approval of the SUA proposal, submit the
completed proposal package to the Airspace Policy Group for final review and determination. The Airspace and
Rules Team will receive the SUA package from the Airspace Policy Group for review of any environmental
documentation.

e. Service Center Environmental Specialist Responsibilities.

1. Coordinate as required with the Service Center Airspace Specialist regarding SUA matters.

2. Notify the Airspace Policy Group when informed of scheduled interagency SUA environmental
planning meetings. Participate in such meetings as directed by the Service Center Director (or the Director’s
designee) (see paragraph 6 above).

3. Provide information as required to the SUA proponent regarding FAA environmental requirements
and concerns.

4. In coordination with the Service Center Airspace Specialist, review the SUA proponent’s
environmental documents to ensure that applicable impact categories and any specific FAA environmental
concerns are considered. After each review, forward any corrections and FAA comments to the proponent.

5. Review the proponent’s final document to assess whether it meets the standards for an adequate
document under NEPA, the CEQ regulations, DOT Order 5610.1C, and FAA Order 1050.1. Following
consultation with the Regional Counsel, determine if the FAA considers the document adequate for adoption.
Provide documentation of the results of this review and a recommendation regarding FAA adoption to the
Airspace Policy Group.

6. If the proponent takes the position that a categorical exclusion (CATEX) applies to an SUA

proposal: (a). Determine if FAA Order 1050.1, Chapter 5, Categorical Exclusions, lists the
CATEX. Verify
that no extraordinary circumstances exist that would preclude use of the CATEX for the SUA
proposal. Determine what additional environmental analysis would be required if the CATEX is not
listed.
(b). Document the results of the review in subparagraph (a) above, and submit the findings
to the Airspace Policy Group.

7. Retain the administrative record in accordance with FAA retention guidelines. If DOD is the lead
agency for the proposed project, a copy of relevant documents in its administrative record should be obtained and
included in the FAA record.

9. MISSION SUPPORT, AIRSPACE SERVICES. AIRSPACE MANAGEMENT GROUP
PROCEDURES:

a. Review the proponent’s environmental document(s) to verify that the analysis matches the parameters
specified in the SUA aeronautical proposal and that any required environmental issues are considered. Conduct
this review simultaneously with the Service Center’s review as described in paragraph 8. Provide corrections
and identify deficiencies to the Service Center Airspace and/or Environmental Specialist for transmittal to the
proponent.

b. The Airspace Policy Group must review the proponent’s environmental documents for content and
compliance with NEPA, CEQ regulations, and applicable DOT and FAA Orders. Coordinate with the Airspace
Policy Group as needed, regarding concerns, corrections, or other comments on aeronautical impacts. Provide
FAA Headquarters comments to the Service Center Environmental Specialist for transmittal to the proponent.

c. Provide concurrent assistance and policy guidance regarding SUA environmental processing to the
Service Center environmental specialist upon request.

d. Coordinate with the Airspace Policy Group as needed for additional information concerning the SUA
proposal and aeronautical impact matters.
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€. Review the proponent’s Final EIS or EA/Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), and the Service
Center environmental specialists’ comments regarding compliance with NEPA, CEQ, and applicable DOT and
FAA requirements. Determine if the document is suitable for adoption by the FAA. Prepare FAA adoption
memorandum and provide a copy to the Airspace Policy Group for inclusion in the airspace docket or case file.

f. Review the proponent’s and Service Center environmental specialist’s comments regarding applicability
of'a CATEX. If the CATEX does not apply, determine if additional environmental analysis is required. Consider
if CATEX documentation is required in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1,chapter 5. Provide a copy of the
determination to Airspace Policy Group for inclusion in the airspace docket or case file.

g. As appropriate, coordinate with the FAA Office of the Chief Counsel, Airports and Environmental Law
Division. See FAA Order 1050.1, paragraphs 2—2.1b(2)(b); 4-3.3, 5-2a(2) and b(10); 5-3¢; 6—4a; 7-1.2b;
7-1.2d(3)(c); 8-2c;8-7; 9-2e; 10-2b, d, e; 10-3b; 10-4a(2); 10-6a(2), b; 11-3; 11-4a, b.

h. Prepare a separate FAA FONSI and/or Record of Decision (ROD) if circumstances dictate. Provide a copy
to the Airspace Policy Group for inclusion in the airspace docket or case file.

1. In the case of rulemaking SUA actions, assist the Airspace Policy Group by preparing the statement to
be included in the ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW sections of the NPRM and the Final Rule. In the case
of non—rulemaking SUA actions, prepare the FONSI/ROD for the airspace case file for the non—rulemaking
documentation and notify the public in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1, paragraph 6-2.2b.

10. MISSION SUPPORT, AIRSPACE SERVICES. AIRSPACE POLICY GROUP:

a Upon receipt at headquarters, review the proponent’s environmental document(s) from an
airspace/aeronautical impact perspective to verify that the environmental analysis matches the parameters
specified in the SUA proposal and that any required aeronautical issues are considered. Conduct this review
simultaneously with the Service Center aeronautical review as described in paragraph 8 above.

b. Ensure that the Service Center airspace specialist provided a copy of the proposal, including any
environmental documentation, to the Service Center environmental specialist.

¢. Coordinate with the Airspace Policy Group, as required, to discuss the environmental analysis of the
proposal.

d. Submit all SUA NPRM:s, final rules, and non—rulemaking airspace determinations to the Airspace
Management Group for coordination prior to issuance.

e. Insert the following statement in the environmental review section of SUA NPRMs:

“This proposal will be subject to appropriate environmental impact analysis by the FAA prior
to any final FAA regulatory action.”

£ Consult with the Airspace Policy Group to draft the text for the ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW section for
SUA final rules. In the case of rulemaking SUA actions, assist the Airspace Policy Group by preparing the
statement to be included in the ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW sections of the NPRM and the Final Rule. In the
case of non—rulemaking SUA actions, prepare the FONSI/ROD for the airspace case file for the non-rulemaking
documentation and notify the public in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1, paragraph 6-2.2b.

FAA Special Use Airspace Environmental Processing Procedures

Appendix 87
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Note:

For “Direct—to—Final-Rule” actions which are categorically excluded under FAA Order

1050.1, the following statement may be inserted in the environmental review section of the

Final Rule:
“This action is categorically excluded under FAA Order 1050.1, “Environmental
Impacts: Policies and Procedures,” Paragraph (insert Paragraph Number). Therefore,
this action is not subject to further environmental review.”

g. Coordinate with the Airspace Policy Group to determine the status of FAA adoption of the

proponent’s environmental document(s). Obtain a copy of FAA adoption documentation for inclusion
in the rulemaking docket file or non-rulemaking airspace case file.

h. Complete final airspace processing requirements in accordance with Part 5 of this order, including the
final determination on the airspace request. In all cases the FAA must not issue a final decision until after
the NEPA process is completed; the FAA has adopted the proponent’s EIS or EA, as applicable; and any
additional FAA environmental requirements are satisfied.

Appendix 8—8 FAA Special Use Airspace Environmental Processing Procedures



August 10, 2017

Exemption No. 7960l
Regulatory Docket No. FAA-2001-10191

Lt. Col. Karna P. More

Chief, Flight Directives Division

Department of the Air Force (HQ AFFSA/A30)
6500 South MacArthur Blvd (AJW31AF)
Oklahoma City, OK 73169

Dear Lieutenant Colonel More:

This letter is to inform you that we have granted your petition to amend Exemption No. 7960, as
amended. It transmits our decision, explains its basis, and gives you revised the conditions and
limitations of the exemption, including the date it ends.

The Basis for Our Decision

By letter dated July 24, 2017, you petitioned the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) on
behalf of the United States Air Force (USAF) for an amendment to Exemption No. 7960, as
amended, That exemption from 88 91.209(a)(1) and (b) of Title 14, Code of Federal Regulations
(14 CFR) allows the USAF and the aircrew from other participating services, when conducting
approved joint air operations, to conduct night vision goggle (NVG) lights-out training in certain
military operations areas (MOA). You requested that the FAA amend this exemption to add
additional Military Operations Areas (MOAS) to the list of areas in which the USAF is allowed
to operate under the terms of the exemption. On 17 August 2017, the Moody 1 MOA will be
resolved and subdivided into Consair North/South, Hawg North/South, Mustang, Sabre, Thud,
and Warhawk MOAs in Georgia per FAA Memorandum, Subject: ACTION: Special Use
Airspace Action dated 17 May 2017.

In your petition, you indicate that there has been no change in the conditions and reasons relative
to public interest and safety that were the basis for granting the original exemption.

The FAA finds that the USAF’s use of NVGs can provide an added level of safety because of the
user’s ability to detect conventional lighting at extended distances. The FAA believes, however,
that despite this increased visibility during hours of darkness, NVGs effectively limit the user’s
peripheral vision and that using the NVG system during maneuvering may limit the user’s vision
to only the target or object in view.

AFS-17-113758-E



The FAA believes that this reduced field of view during use of NVGs may lead to a lack of see-
and-avoid capability. Therefore, the FAA finds that it is imperative that flightcrews using NVGs
operate in monitored airspace or, when not operating in monitored airspace, operate in airspace
within a prescribed area that is identified in a Notice to Airmen (NOTAM) that must be issued at
least 48 hours before the lights-out operations are to begin. The NOTAM must be made
available to the civil aviation community and must be capable of being disseminated among civil
users of the National Airspace System (NAS). The FAA also finds that persons monitoring
flight operations activity must make pilots of participating aircraft aware of the presence of
nonparticipating traffic. The monitoring of flight operations may be performed by military
personnel not participating in NVG training activities (i.e., air traffic controllers, military radar
unit personnel, airborne radar unit personnel, or pilots of nonparticipating aircraft observing the
NVG training).

Our Decision
The FAA has determined that good cause exists for not publishing a summary of the petition in

the Federal Register because the requested amendment to the exemption would not set a
precedent, and any delay in acting on this petition would be detrimental to the USAF.

The FAA has determined that the justification for the issuance of Exemption No. 7960, as
amended, remains valid with respect to this exemption and is in the public interest. Therefore,
under the authority provided by 49 U.S.C.88 106(f), 40113 and 44701, which the FAA
Administrator has delegated to me, | hereby grant the United States Air Force (USAF) an
exemption from 88 91.209(a)(1) and (b) of Title 14, Code of Federal Regulations (14 CFR) to
the extent necessary to allow the USAF and the aircrew from other participating services, when
conducting approved joint air operations, to conduct night vision goggle (NVG) lights-out
training in certain military operations areas (MOA), subject to the following conditions and
limitation.

Conditions and Limitations

1. Operations conducted under this exemption are limited to NVG flight training in the
MOAs listed in ATTACHMENT 1 to this exemption. Operations must be conducted in
accordance with the published operational times of the MOA.

2. Operations conducted in selected MOAs must be continuously monitored by military
personnel to detect all nonparticipating aircraft. The monitoring must be accomplished
by radar capable of detecting nonparticipating aircraft, including those that may not be
transponder-equipped and/or have a small radar cross-section, in the active volume of
operational airspace.

3. Military personnel will immediately advise all participants when a nonparticipating
aircraft has entered the active MOA. Participating aircraft will maintain a continuous
listening watch on a designated frequency during lights-out operations. If a
nonparticipating aircraft is determined to pose a threat of conflict or collision risk, all
participating aircraft will immediately restrict their operations, return to normal lighting



conditions, and alter course as necessary to ensure the safety of the nonparticipating
aircraft.

4. All NVG flight training operations conducted under this exemption must be contained
within a prescribed and publicized area that—

a. Isidentified by name in a Notice to Airmen (NOTAM) that must be issued at least
48 hours before the lights-out operations are to begin. In other words, no person
may operate an aircraft under this exemption unless a NOTAM concerning the
lights-out operation was issued at least 48 hours before the lights-out operation.
The NOTAM will advise that, during the course of flight planning, potential users
of the MOA will be provided with information on the time and place of the
proposed lights-out operations. The NOTAM must be made available to the civil
aviation community and must be capable of being disseminated among civil users
of the national airspace;

b. Has been coordinated with the appropriate geographically responsible FAA air
traffic control (ATC) facility; and

c. Has the capability of being monitored for nonparticipating traffic.

5. The USAF must—

a. Establish a procedure to provide informational briefings to local flying
organizations, businesses, and other civilian users within 100 nautical miles of
the MOA airspace. These briefings must be provided on an annual basis and must
be coordinated with the manager of the geographically responsible Flight
Standards District Office. The intent of the informational briefings shall be to
increase their awareness of lights-out operations and facilitate effective
communications between the USAF and the civilian users of the MOA airspace;

b. Develop procedures to provide advisories to transient operators of the MOASs to
notify them that selected MOAs are in use for lights-out operations. The use of
the Automatic Terminal Information Service may be sufficient only if such
transmissions can reach all air traffic operating within the selected MOA. Some
notifications may be made through the use of NOTAM/special notices
disseminated at least 48 hours in advance of scheduled exercises. Other
procedures may be applicable based on the location of the MOA and proximity to
airports, FAA facilities, and potential aircraft and operators; and

c. Develop a letter of agreement (LOA) for lights-out operations in MOAs. The
LOA must be coordinated with and agreed to by the FAA ATC facility that has
geographic responsibility for the airspace to be used and must include—

I. Procedures for the immediate termination of lights-out operations in the
event of conflicting, nonparticipating traffic;

ii. Procedures for the immediate termination of lights-out operations if a
lights-out aircraft spills out of the MOA;

iii. Procedures for the loss of communications;



iv. The type of aircraft and/or USAF unit(s) to be conducting lights-out
training operations;

v. A way of notifying the geographically responsible FAA ATC facility
upon activation and termination of lights-out operations to ensure that
FAA ATC is aware of the activities in the MOA,;

vi. The geographical boundaries, altitude restrictions, and the name of the
MOA in which operations under this exemption are authorized; and

vii. Procedures for loss of radar contact.

6. Each pilot who participates in operations conducted under this exemption must be
thoroughly familiar with its provisions.

7. Failure to comply with all of the provisions of this grant of exemption may result in a
revocation or cancellation of this grant of exemption

8. This exemption is not valid for operations outside of the United States.
The Effect of Our Decision

This extension terminates on April 30, 2019, unless sooner superseded or rescinded.

Sincerely,

Is/

John S. Duncan

Director, Flight Standards Service



ATTACHMENT 1 to Conditions and Limitations Number 1, FAA Exemption 7960

2017 MOA List for USAF Operations

MOA designations include all subdivisions unless otherwise noted, e.g. Eagle Hi & Lo, 1 & 2.

Adirondack Farmville Paradise
Airburst Fort Stewart Pecos
AMRAAM Fox Phelps
Avon Fuzzy Pickett
Bagdad Galena Pike
Basinger Gamecock Pine Hill
Beak Gandy Pinon Canyon
Beaver Gladden Powder River
Benning Goose Red Hills
Big Bear Hatteras B (East/West) Reserve
Birch Hart Reveille
Bison Hawg (North and South)** Rose Hill
Bristol Hays Rudy
Bronco Hill Top Sabre**
Brownwood Hog (Hi N&S, Lo N&S) Saddle
Brush Creek Howard Salem
Buckeye Jackal Sells
Buffalo Jarbridge Seymour Johnson
Camden Ridge Juniper Smokey
Carthage Kingsville Snoopy
Cato La Veta (Hi and Lo) Steelhead
Cheyenne Lake Andes Stony
Coastal Lake Placid Susitna
Condor Lindbergh Taiban
Consair (North and South)** Marian Talon
Cougar (Hi and Lo) Morenci Thud**
Cranberry Lake Oak Tiger

Crypt Lowville Tombstone
Crystal Lucin Turtle

Delta Mt Dora Twelve Mile
Desert Mustang** Tyndall
DeSoto Naknek Viper
Devils Lake O’Neill Volk
Dophin Olympic Warhawk**
Duke Ontonagon Warrior
Eielson Outlaw White EIk
Eureka Owyhee Yankee
Evers Palatka Yukon

Falls Pamlico A/B*

** Added to 7960l




[ICEP Recipients List Environmental Assessment

West Virginia & Virginia (Evers MOA)

AGENCY FIRST NAMLAST NAME TITLE ORGANIZATION MAILING ADDRESS CITY STATE | ZIP CODE
FEDERAL
USFWS NE Region, Virginia Field
USFWS VA Mr.  |Troy Anderson Supervisor office glon, Virginia Feld £669 short Ln Gloucester VA 23061
United States Fish and Wildlif
USFWS WV MR.  |John Schmidt Project Leader nited states Fish and WIAIE 144 vance Drive Elkins WV 26241
Service West Virginia Field
USACE Director West Virginia USACE 502 Eighth Street Huntington WV | 25701-2070
US National Forests WV Mr. Shawn Cochran Forest Supervisor US National Forest 200 Sycamore Street Elkins WV 23241
US National Forests VA Ms Beth LeMaster Forest Supervisor US National Forest 5162 Valleypointe Park Roanoke VA 24019
U.S. Geological Service Ms. Pamela |Ambrose Administrative Officer|U.S. Geological Services 12201 Sunrise Valley D Reston VA 20192
Envi tal Protecti Methodist Buildi
USEPA Mr. |Cosmo |Servidio Regional Administrato - O o el Frotection ethodist Buriding Wheeling WV | 26003-2995
Agency 1060 Chapline Street
National Radio Quiet Zone(NRQZ) Ms. Paulette |Woody NRQZ Administrator |Green Bank Observatory 155 Observatory Road Green Bank WV | 24944-0002
STATE
. . . Dept. of Environmental
Dept. of Environmental Quality Director X 601 57th Street SE Charleston WV 25304
Protection
State Histori 1900 K ha Blvd
SHPO (WV) Mr.  |Randall |Reid-Smith ate historic I pistoric Preservation Office anawha Blv Charleston WV | 25305-0300
Preservation Officer East
. State Historic . ) . .
SHPO (VA) Ms. Julie Langan . . Dept. of Historic Resources 2801 Kensington Ave Richmond VA 23221
Preservation Officer
Dept. of T tati Aviati USDOT Federal Aviati
ept. of Transportation (Aviation Director 07 rederal Aviation 301 Eagle Mt. Road, #1  Charleston WV 23511
Division) Administraton
State
Dept. of Forestry Mr. Barry Cook ) 7 Players Club Dr. Charleston WV 25311
Forester/Director
Dept. of Natural Resources & Wildlife
P u . Y i Mr. John Schmidt Project Leader West Virginia Ecological Services|90 Vance Drive Elkins WV | 26241-9475
Resources Division (WV)
Dept. of Natural Resources & Wildlife . L . X
L Supervisor Virginia Ecological Services 6669 Short Lane Gloucester VA 23061-4410
Resources Division (VA)
X . . West Virginia Dept. of
Dept. of Agriculture Kris Warner State Director ) 1550 Earl Core Road, Sy Morgantown WV 26505
Agriculture
LOCAL BY COUNTY
Harrison
Chamber of Commerce & Economic . . Harrison County Chamber of .
Ms. Kim Drummond Director 520 Main St. Clarksburg Wv 26301

Development

Commerce
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[ICEP Recipients List Environmental Assessment

West Virginia & Virginia (Evers MOA)

AGENCY FIRST NAMLAST NAME TITLE ORGANIZATION MAILING ADDRESS CITY STATE | ZIP CODE

Barbour

Chamber of Commerce Barbour County Commision 26 North Main Street Philippi WV 26416
Barbour County E i

Economic Development arbour tounty tconomic 134 N. Main Street Philippi WV 26416
Development

Tucker

Chamber of Commerce Tucker County Chamber of 410 William Ave Davis wv 26260
Commerce

. ) . Tucker County Development

Economic Development Mr. Steve Leyh Executive Director Authority 264 E. Avenue Thomas WV 26292

Pendleton
Pendleton County Chamber of

Chamber of Commerce Ms. Laura Brown Executive Director endieton Lounty Lhamber o 47 Maple Avenue Franklin Wv 26807
Commerce
Pendleton County Economic

Economic Development and Community Development |P.O. Box 602 Franklin WV 26807
Authority

Lewis

Chamber of Commerce Lewis County Chamber of 115 East 2nd Street Weston Wv 26452
Commerce
Lewis County E i

Economic Development ewis Lounty Economic 110 Center Ave, 2nd Fig Weston WV 26452
Development

Upshur
Buckh -Upshur Chamb

Chamber of Commerce Ms. Tammy |Reger Director uckhannon-Upshur thamber 14 East Main Street Buckhannon WV 26201
of Commerce

. . ) ) Upshur County Development )

Economic Development Mr. Robert Hinton Executive Director Authority 30 E. Main Street Budkhannon WV 26201

Randolph
Elkins-Randolph Count

Chamber of Commerce Ms. Lisa Messinger WoodExecutive Director Ch;r:bearn oph Lounty 10 Eleventh Street Elkins WV 26241

Economic Development Director Randolph Development 10 Eleventh Street Elkins WV 26241
Authority

Highland (VA)
Highland County Chamber of

Chamber of Commerce Director ‘ghlanc Lounty Lhamber o P.O. Box 223 Monterey VA 24465
Commerce
The Highland Center of

Economic Development Ms. Betty Mitchell Executive Director € righland Lentero 61 Highland Center Driy Monterey VA 24465

Economic Development
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[ICEP Recipients List Environmental Assessment

West Virginia & Virginia (Evers MOA)

AGENCY FIRST NANLAST NAME TITLE ORGANIZATION MAILING ADDRESS CITY STATE | ZIP CODE
Braxton
S ille Area Chamber of
Chamber of Commerce ummersviiie Area Lhamber o 19 Memorial Park Rd Summersville WV 26651
Commerce
. . . . Braxton County Development .
Economic Development Mr. Richard |Jarvis Director X 250 Skidmore Lane Sutton AV 26601
Authority
Webster
Richwood Area Chamber of
Chamber of Commerce Ms. Nicole Dudley Director 1ehw 38 Edgewood Avenue Richwood WV 26261
Commerce
Webster County Economic
Economic Development Director unty . : P.O.Box 4 Webster Springs wv 26288
Development Authority
Pocahontas
Chamber of Commerce & Economic . Marlinton West Virginia .
Director P.O. Box 272 Marlinton WV 24954
Development Chamber of Commerce
Alleghany (VA)
Alleghany Highlands Chamber of Alleghany Highlands Chamber
ghany He ) Ms. Pam Warren Office Manager ghany Hig ) 110 Mall Road Covington VA 24426
Commerce & Tourism of Commerce & Tourism
Alleghany Highlands Economic Alleghany Highlands Economic
ghany Mg ) : Ms. Marla Akridge Executive Director ghany Mg ) : 1000 Dabney Dr, Suite § Clifton Forge VA 24422
Development Corporation Development Corporation
Nicholas
Rich d Chamber of
Chamber of Commerce Director ichwoo ambero One East Main Street Richwood WV 26261
Commerce
New River Gorge Regional
Economic Development Director WV g g! 116 N. Heber Street Beckley Wv 25801
Development Authority
Greenbrier
Chamber of Commerce Director Greater Greenbrier Chamber  |200 W. Washington Str: Lewisburg WV 24901
Economic Development Director Greenbrier Valley Partnership |804 Industrial Park, Suif Maxwelton WV 24957
Bath (VA)
County of Bath Chamber of
Chamber of Commerce Director ounty ot 5a amber o 2696 Main Street Hot Springs VA 24445
Commerce
Borteourt (VA)
Chamber of Commerce Director Botetourt Country Chamber 13 West Main Street Fincastle VA 24090
Botetourt C ty E i
Economic Development Director otetourt Lounty Economic One W. Main Street Fnicastle VA 24090

Development
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[ICEP Recipients List Environmental Assessment

West Virginia & Virginia (Evers MOA)

AGENCY FIRST NAMLAST NAME TITLE ORGANIZATION MAILING ADDRESS CITY STATE | ZIP CODE
TRIBES
Delaware Tribe Chester |Brooks Chief Eastern Oklahoma 5100 Tuxedo Blvd. Bartlesville OK |74006-2838
Delaware Nation Deborah [Dotson President Southern Plains P.O. Box 825 Anadarko OK 73005
Cherokee Nation Bill John |Baker Principal Chief Eastern Oklahoma P.O. Box 948 Tahlequah OK 74465
United Keetoowah Band of Cherokee
Indians Joe Bunch Chief Eastern Oklahoma P.O. Box 746 Tahlequah OK 74465
Seneca Nation of Indians Rickey Armstrong, Sr. [President Eastern 90 Ohi:Yo' Way Salamanca NY 14779
Seneca-Cayuga Nation (formerly Tribe of
Oklahoma) William  |Fisher Chief Eastern Oklahoma 23701 South 655 Road |Grove oK 74344
Tuscarora Nation Leo Henry Chief Eastern 2006 Mt. Hope Road  |Lewistown NY 14092
Chickahominy Indian Tribe Mr. Stephen [Adkins Chief Chickahominy Indian Tribe 7240 Adkins Road Charles City VA 23030
Chickahominy Indians - Eastern |3120 Mount Pleasant
Chickahominy Indians Mr. Gene Adkins Chief Division Road Providence Forge VA 23140
Monacan Indian Nation Mr. Dan Branham Chief Monacan Indian Nation 104 Walnut Place Lynchburg VA 24502
Nansemond Indian Tribe Mr. Lee Lockamy Chief Nansemond Indian Tribe 5005 Mosby Road Virginia Beach VA 23455
Rappahannock Tribe Ms. Anne Richardson Chief Rappahannock Tribe 5036 Indian Neck Road Indian Neck VA 23148
Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe Mr. Frank Adams Chief Upper Mattaponi Indian Tribe [P.O. Box 184 King William VA 23086
Airports
Elkins-Randolph Cty Airport
Elkins-Randolph Co (EKN) Ms. Mary Ricottilli Airport Manager Authority 400 Airport Rd Elkins WV 26241
Bunkhannon-Upshor Airport
Upshur Co Regional (W22) Mr. James Wilt Airport Manager Authority 630 Airport Rd, Box 104 Bunkhannon WV 26201
Greenbrier Valley (LWB) Mr. Stephen [Snyder Airport Manager Greenbrier Cty Airport Authority|584 Airport Rd, Box 1 Lewisburg WV 24901
Ingalls Field (HSP) Mr. Eric Thompson Airport Manager Bath Cty Airport Authority 6240 Airport Rd Hot Springs WV 24445
Deer Creek Farm (WV00) Mr. Phillip Doolittle Airport Manager (privately owned airport) 199 Green Bank Rd Arbovale WV 24915
Hannah Field (7VA9) Mr. Rob Nicholson Airport Manager (privately owned airport) 1317 N. Bay Shore Dr Virginia Beach VA 23451
Singleton (97VA) Mr/MrdJohn&Cath/Singleton Airport Manager (privately owned airport) PO Box 116 Warm Springs VA 24484
Green Bank Observatory (WV52) Mr. Michael |Holstine Airport Manager (privately owned airport) PO Box 2 Green Bank WV 24944
Special Interest Groups
Aircraft Owners & Pilots
AOPA Mr. Rune Duke Sr Director Association 50 F St. NW, Ste 750 Washington DC 20001
Green Bank Observatory (NRQZ) Ms. Paulette |Woody NRQZ Administrator |Green Bank Observatory 155 Observatory Rd, PQ Green Bank WV 24944
National Business Aviation
NBAA Ms. Heidi Williams Director Association 1200 G St. NW, Ste 110 Washington DC 20005
Valley Aerospace Team Mr Charles Neff President Valley Aerospace Team 1115 Middlebrook Rd Staunton VA 24401
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13 June 2019

Mr. Randall Reid-Smith

State Historic Preservation Officer
Historic Preservation Office

1900 Kanawha Blvd East
Charleston, WV 25305-0300

Dear Mr. Reid-Smith

The United States Air Force National Guard Bureau (NGB) at Joint Base Andrews,
Maryland would like to initiate consultation with your office under Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA), and its implementing regulations (36 CFR §800).

Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) (42 USC 4321 et
seq.), the NGB is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for a proposed undertaking that
will analyze potential effects to human health and the natural environment, including historic and
traditional cultural properties. The purpose of the undertaking is to accommodate training
requirements of thel13th Wing (WG) of the District of Columbia Air National Guard (DCANG),
stationed at Joint Base Andrews. The project consists of the Modification and Addition to
Airspace Utilization for the Evers Military Operations Airspace.

A complete project description is provided in Attachment 1, but in general, the proposed
action would replace the existing Evers Military Operations Airspace with four Military
Operations Airspaces and establish three additional Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspaces
(ATCAA). The current configuration of the Evers Military Operations Airspace is too small to
meet the continuing training program for Air Combat Command units and for air refueling
operations, which are critical training multipliers for the F-16C fleet. The proposed expansion
has been coordinated with FAA representatives at the Washington Center to minimize civilian
air traffic encroachment while maintaining its boundaries within a single air traffic controlling
center.

The NGB has reviewed the proposed undertaking for potential effects to historic properties
and, because there will be no associated ground disturbance, consider them to be minimal. Under
the proposed action, there would be no infrastructure changes, no ground-disturbing activities, no
weapons firing, and no ordnance deployment within the proposed air spaces. No supersonic
operations or release of chaff and flares would be conducted. Weekend and night time operations
at all altitudes would be limited.

Because there will be no ground disturbing activities or alterations to historic properties,
the NGB has reached a determination of No Historic Properties Affected for the proposed
undertaking. We respectfully request your concurrence with our determination. A hard copy of
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13 June 2019

Ms. Julie Langan

State Historic Preservation Officer
Dept. of Historic Resources

2801 Kensington Ave

Richmond, VA 23221

Dear Ms. Langan

The United States Air Force National Guard Bureau (NGB) at Joint Base Andrews,
Maryland would like to initiate consultation with your office under Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA), and its implementing regulations (36 CFR §800).

Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) (42 USC 4321 et
seq.), the NGB is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for a proposed undertaking that
will analyze potential effects to human health and the natural environment, including historic and
traditional cultural properties. The purpose of the undertaking is to accommodate training
requirements of thel13th Wing (WG) of the District of Columbia Air National Guard (DCANG),
stationed at Joint Base Andrews. The project consists of the Modification and Addition to
Airspace Utilization for the Evers Military Operations Airspace.

A complete project description is provided in Attachment 1, but in general, the proposed
action would replace the existing Evers Military Operations Airspace with four Military
Operations Airspaces and establish three additional Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspaces
(ATCAA). The current configuration of the Evers Military Operations Airspace is too small to
meet the continuing training program for Air Combat Command units and for air refueling
operations, which are critical training multipliers for the F-16C fleet. The proposed expansion
has been coordinated with FAA representatives at the Washington Center to minimize civilian
air traffic encroachment while maintaining its boundaries within a single air traffic controlling
center.

The NGB has reviewed the proposed undertaking for potential effects to historic properties
and, because there will be no associated ground disturbance, consider them to be minimal. Under
the proposed action, there would be no infrastructure changes, no ground-disturbing activities, no
weapons firing, and no ordnance deployment within the proposed air spaces. No supersonic
operations or release of chaff and flares would be conducted. Weekend and night time operations
at all altitudes would be limited.

Because there will be no ground disturbing activities or alterations to historic properties,
the NGB has reached a determination of No Historic Properties Affected for the proposed
undertaking. We respectfully request your concurrence with our determination. A hard copy of



the Draft and Final EA documents will be provided to your office for review should you request
one. We can also provide an electronic copy if you would prefer.

In order for the NGB to address any concerns in a timely manner, please respond within 30
days of receipt of this letter. Please provide any comments to Jennifer Harty, Cultural Resources
Program Manager, 3501 Fetchet Avenue, Joint Base Andrews MD 20762-5157 or by email at
Jennifer.L.Harty.civi@mail.mil. Thank you for your assistance and we look forward to working
with you on this undertaking.

Sincerel

J o

Jennifer L. Harty, GS13, NGB
Cultural Resources Program Manager

Attachment:
Description of proposed action



Attachment 1 Description of Proposed Action for Modification and Addition of Evers Military Operations Airspace

The Air National Guard (ANG) is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) to consider the potential
consequences to the human and natural environment associated with the modification, expansion, and
utilization of the Evers Military Operations Airspace (MOA) to accommodate the training requirements
of the 113th Wing (WG), District of Columbia. The 113 WG, stationed at Joint Base Andrews, Maryland,
mission is to maintain a well-trained and well-equipped F-16C squadron available for prompt
mobilization during war and to aid Allies during emergencies.

The purpose of the action is to expand the existing Evers MOA laterally and vertically to train and
prepare for current and future conflicts. The existing MOA is 16 nautical mile [NM] x 30 NM over
Highland County, Virginia and Pocahontas and Randolph counties, West Virginia. The airspace begins at
1,000 feet (ft) above ground level (AGL) and continues to 17,999 ft above mean sea level (MSL). The
113 WG maintains 30 combat mission ready (CMR) pilots to meet the Ready Aircrew Program (RAP)
sortie and event requirements for training activities over land each year. The primary drivers of airspace
shape, size, and feature requirements are the F-16C RAP Tasking Memorandum, in conjunction with AFI
11-2F-16V. These requirements define the minimum number and type of annual sorties, simulator
missions and specific training events specialized aircrews must accomplish to sustain CMR pilots.
Considering the notional timeline requirements for the F-16C, an 80 NM x 40 NM airspace represents the
minimum lateral airspace required to effectively train to the 113 WG’s widely varying missions.

The proposed Evers MOA airspace would occur over all or parts of the following West Virginia counties
(Harrison, Barbour, Tucker, Pendleton, Lewis, Upshur, Randolph, Braxton, Webster, Pocahontas,
Nicholas, and Greenbrier) and Virginia counties (Highland, Alleghany, Bath, and Botetourt). The
Proposed Action would expand beyond the lateral footprint of the current Evers MOA, subdivide
the new airspace into five portions (Figure 1) that increase the ability of air traffic control to
accommodate civil operations, and establish three Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspaces
(ATCAAS) above the MOAs (Figure 2). The components of the Proposed Action include:

e Delineate new airspace
o Evers North, Center and South MOAs (11,000 ft — 17,999 ft above MSL)
o Evers Low MOA (1,000 ft AGL — 10,999 ft above MSL)
o Evers East MOA (1,000 ft AGL to 17,999 ft above MSL)
e Create three ATCAAS
o Diesel North, Center and South ATCAA (Flight Level [FL]180 — FL230 MSL)

Seven action alternatives were considered but were dismissed from detailed analysis because the
alternatives did not meet the purpose and need for the action. The EA will analyze the Proposed Action
and the No Action Alternative. Under the No Action Alternative, local and deployed units would continue
losing adequate training opportunities, thus degrading the combat capability of the 113 WG.

Through the process of interagency and intergovernmental coordination for environmental planning
(IICEP), the ANG will notify relevant federal, state, and local agencies, and federally recognized tribes to
request their environmental concerns specific to the Proposed Action. The Draft EA will be available on
the 113 WG website and sent to regional libraries to invite public participation during a 45-day comment
period. Historic resources under the proposed airspace is depicted in Figure 3.



Attachment 1 Description of Proposed Action for Modification and Addition of Evers Military Operations Airspace
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Attachment 1 Description of Proposed Action for Modification and Addition of Evers Military Operations Airspace
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Attachment 1 Description of Proposed Action for Modification and Addition of Evers Military Operations Airspace
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NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU
3501 FETCHET AVENUE
JOINT BASE ANDREWS 20762-5157

13 June 2019

Mr. Troy Anderson

Supervisor

USFWS NE Region, Virginia Field Office
6669 Short Ln

Gloucester, VA 23061

Dear Mr. Anderson

The Air National Guard (ANG) Joint Base Andrews, Maryland is preparing an
Environmental Assessment (EA) for proposed Modification and Addition of Airspace Utilization
of Evers Military Operations Airspace (MOA) to accommodate thel13th Wing (WG) training
requirements of the District of Columbia Air National Guard (DCANG). Pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (42 United States Code [USC] 4321-4347), Council
on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of
NEPA (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Sections 1500—-1508), and 32 CFR Part 989, et
seq., the ANG will prepare an EA that considers the potential consequences to human health and
the natural environment. In accordance with Executive Order 12372, Intergovernmental Review
of Federal Programs, we are writing this letter to advise you of this effort and request your
assistance in identifying any potential issues related to the proposal.

The National Guard Bureau (NGB) has invited the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
to be a cooperating agency in the EA. The EA will assess the effects of the Proposed Action and
will include analysis of the required No-Action alternative. Enclosed, please find a detailed
description of the Proposed Action (Att.1).

The DCANG’s mission is to maintain a well-trained and well-equipped F-16C squadron
available for prompt mobilization during war and also provide assistance to Allies during
emergencies. The federal mission during peacetime has the combat ready unit assigned to the Air
Combat Command (ACC) to carry out missions compatible with training, mobilization
readiness, humanitarian, and contingency operations.

The Proposed Action would replace the existing single Evers MOA with four MOA’s and
establish three Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspaces (ATCAA). The new MOA’s would be
designated as Evers North, Evers Central, Evers South (11,000 feet to 18,000 feet Mean Sea
Level [MSL]), and Evers Low (1,000 feet Above Ground Level [AGL] to 11,000 feet MSL). The
three ATCAA’s would be Diesel North, Diesel Central, and Diesel South (Flight Level [FL]180
[18,000 feet] to FLL230 [23,000 feet]). The ATCAA boundaries would be coincidental with the
proposed boundaries of Evers North, Central, and South MOA’s.



The current configuration of the Evers MOA is too small to meet the continuing training
program for ACC units and for air retueling operations. which are critical training multipliers for
the F-16C fleet. The proposed expansion has been coordinated with FAA representatives at the
Washington Center to minimize civilian air traffic encroachment while maintaining its
boundarics within a single air traffic controlling center.

Under the Proposed Action, there would be no infrastructure changes. no grounddisturbing
activitics and no ordnance deployment within the proposed MOA's. No supersonic operations or
release of chafl”and flares would be conducted. Weckend and night time operations at all
altitudes would be limited.

The National Guard Burcau intends to maximize the use of electronic transmittals during
subscquent coordination phases of this project. A hard copy of the Dralt and Final EA documents
will be provided to your office for review. Enclosed is a copy of the distribution list for those
agencies and organizations to be contacted regarding this LA (At1.2). If you consider any
additional agencies should review and comment on this proposal. please feel free to include them
in a re-distribution of this letter and the attached materials.

In order for the ANG to address your concerns, in & timely manner, please respond within
30 days of receipt of this letter. Please provide any comments you may have within 30 days of’
receipt of this letter to me at Ramon E. Ortiz. 3501 Fetchet Avenue, Joint Base Andrews MD
20762-5157 or email to ramon.c.ortiz2.cividmail.mil. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely

NGB/A4AM - Plans and Requirements

2 Auachments:
1. Description of Proposed Action
2. lICLEP Distribution List



NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU
3501 FETCHET AVENUE
JOINT BASE ANDREWS 20762-5157

13 June 2019

Mr. John Schmidt

Project Leader

United States Fish and Wildlife Service

West Virginia Field Office Ecological Services
90 Vance Drive

Elkins, WV 26241

Dear Mr. Schmidt

The Air National Guard (ANG) Joint Base Andrews, Maryland is preparing an
Environmental Assessment (EA) for proposed Modification and Addition of Airspace Utilization
of Evers Military Operations Airspace (MOA) to accommodate thel 13th Wing (WG) training
requirements of the District of Columbia Air National Guard (DCANG). Pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (42 United States Code [USC] 4321-4347), Council
on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of
NEPA (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Sections 1500—-1508), and 32 CFR Part 989, et
seq., the ANG will prepare an EA that considers the potential consequences to human health and
the natural environment. In accordance with Executive Order 12372, Intergovernmental Review
of Federal Programs, we are writing this letter to advise you of this effort and request your
assistance in identifying any potential issues related to the proposal.

The National Guard Bureau (NGB) has invited the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
to be a cooperating agency in the EA. The EA will assess the effects of the Proposed Action and
will include analysis of the required No-Action alternative. Enclosed, please find a detailed
description of the Proposed Action (Att.1).

The DCANG’s mission is to maintain a well-trained and well-equipped F-16C squadron
available for prompt mobilization during war and also provide assistance to Allies during
emergencies. The federal mission during peacetime has the combat ready unit assigned to the Air
Combat Command (ACC) to carry out missions compatible with training, mobilization
readiness, humanitarian, and contingency operations.

The Proposed Action would replace the existing single Evers MOA with four MOA’s and
establish three Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspaces (ATCAA). The new MOA’s would be
designated as Evers North, Evers Central, Evers South (11,000 feet to 18,000 feet Mean Sea
Level [MSL]), and Evers Low (1,000 feet Above Ground Level [AGL] to 11,000 feet MSL). The
three ATCAA’s would be Diesel North, Diesel Central, and Diesel South (Flight Level [FL]180
[18,000 feet] to FL.230 [23,000 feet]). The ATCAA boundaries would be coincidental with the
proposed boundaries of Evers North, Central, and South MOA'’s.



The current configuration of the Evers MOA is too small to meet the continuing training
program for ACC units and for air retueling operations. which are critical training multipliers for
the F-16C fleet. The proposed expansion has been coordinated with FAA representatives at the
Washington Center to minimize civilian air traffic encroachment while maintaining its
boundaries within a single air traffic controlling center.

Under the Proposed Action, there would be no infrastructure changes. no grounddisturbing
activities and no ordnance deployment within the proposed MOA s, No supersonic operations or
release of chaff and flares would be conducted. Weckend and night time operations at all
altitudes would be limited.

The National Guard Bureau intends to maximize the use of electronic transmittals during
subsequent coordination phases of this project. A hard copy of the Dralt and Final EA documents
will be provided to your office for review. Enclosed is a copy of the distribution list for those
agencies and organizations to be contacted regarding this EA (Att.2). I you consider any
additional agencies should review and comment on this proposal. please feel free to include them
in a re-disteibution of this letter and the attached materials.

In order for the ANG to address your concerns. in a timely manner. please respond within
30 days of receipt of this letter. Please provide any comments you may have within 30 days of
receipt of this letter to me at Ramén E. Ontiz, 3501 Fetchet Avenue, Joint Base Andrews MDD
20762-5157 or email to ramon.e.ortiz2 civimail.mil. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely

NGB/A4AM - Plans and Requirements

2 Auttachments:
1. Description of Proposed Action
2. lICLEP Distribution List



Attachment 1 Description of Proposed Action for Modification and Addition of Evers Military Operations Airspace

The Air National Guard (ANG) is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) to consider the potential
consequences to the human and natural environment associated with the modification, expansion, and
utilization of the Evers Military Operations Airspace (MOA) to accommodate the training requirements
of the 113th Wing (WG), District of Columbia. The 113 WG, stationed at Joint Base Andrews, Maryland,
mission is to maintain a well-trained and well-equipped F-16C squadron available for prompt
mobilization during war and to aid Allies during emergencies.

The purpose of the action is to expand the existing Evers MOA laterally and vertically to train and
prepare for current and future conflicts. The existing MOA is 16 nautical mile [NM] x 30 NM over
Highland County, Virginia and Pocahontas and Randolph counties, West Virginia. The airspace begins at
1,000 feet (ft) above ground level (AGL) and continues to 17,999 ft above mean sea level (MSL). The
113 WG maintains 30 combat mission ready (CMR) pilots to meet the Ready Aircrew Program (RAP)
sortie and event requirements for training activities over land each year. The primary drivers of airspace
shape, size, and feature requirements are the F-16C RAP Tasking Memorandum, in conjunction with AFI
11-2F-16V. These requirements define the minimum number and type of annual sorties, simulator
missions and specific training events specialized aircrews must accomplish to sustain CMR pilots.
Considering the notional timeline requirements for the F-16C, an 80 NM x 40 NM airspace represents the
minimum lateral airspace required to effectively train to the 113 WG’s widely varying missions.

The proposed Evers MOA airspace would occur over all or parts of the following West Virginia counties
(Harrison, Barbour, Tucker, Pendleton, Lewis, Upshur, Randolph, Braxton, Webster, Pocahontas,
Nicholas, and Greenbrier) and Virginia counties (Highland, Alleghany, Bath, and Botetourt). The
Proposed Action would expand beyond the lateral footprint of the current Evers MOA, subdivide
the new airspace into five portions (Figure 1) that increase the ability of air traffic control to
accommodate civil operations, and establish three Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspaces
(ATCAAS) above the MOAs (Figure 2). The components of the Proposed Action include:

e Delineate new airspace
o Evers North, Center and South MOAs (11,000 ft — 17,999 ft above MSL)
o Evers Low MOA (1,000 ft AGL — 10,999 ft above MSL)
o Evers East MOA (1,000 ft AGL to 17,999 ft above MSL)
e Create three ATCAAS
o Diesel North, Center and South ATCAA (Flight Level [FL]180 — FL230 MSL)

Seven action alternatives were considered but were dismissed from detailed analysis because the
alternatives did not meet the purpose and need for the action. The EA will analyze the Proposed Action
and the No Action Alternative. Under the No Action Alternative, local and deployed units would continue
losing adequate training opportunities, thus degrading the combat capability of the 113 WG.

Through the process of interagency and intergovernmental coordination for environmental planning
(IICEP), the ANG will notify relevant federal, state, and local agencies, and federally recognized tribes to
request their environmental concerns specific to the Proposed Action. The Draft EA will be available on
the 113 WG website and sent to regional libraries to invite public participation during a 45-day comment
period.



NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU
3501 FETCHET AVENUE
JOINT BASE ANDREWS 20762-5157

13 June 2019

Sample Agency Letter
Sample Agency
Sample Address
Sample Address

To Whom it May Concern

The Air National Guard (ANG) Joint Base Andrews, Maryland is preparing an
Environmental Assessment (EA) for proposed Modification and Addition of Airspace Utilization
of Evers Military Operations Airspace (MOA) to accommodate thel13th Wing (WG) training
requirements of the District of Columbia Air National Guard (DCANG). Pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 (42 United States Code [USC] 4321-4347), Council
on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of
NEPA (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Sections 1500—-1508), and 32 CFR Part 989, et
seq., the ANG will prepare an EA that considers the potential consequences to human health and
the natural environment. In accordance with Executive Order 12372, Intergovernmental Review
of Federal Programs, we are writing this letter to advise you of this effort and request your
assistance in identifying any potential issues related to the proposal.

The National Guard Bureau (NGB) has invited the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
to be a cooperating agency in the EA. The EA will assess the effects of the Proposed Action and
will include analysis of the required No-Action alternative. Enclosed, please find a detailed
description of the Proposed Action (Att.1).

The DCANG’s mission is to maintain a well-trained and well-equipped F-16C squadron
available for prompt mobilization during war and also provide assistance to Allies during
emergencies. The federal mission during peacetime has the combat ready unit assigned to the Air
Combat Command (ACC) to carry out missions compatible with training, mobilization
readiness, humanitarian, and contingency operations.

The Proposed Action would replace the existing single Evers MOA with four MOA’s and
establish three Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspaces (ATCAA). The new MOA’s would be
designated as Evers North, Evers Central, Evers South (11,000 feet to 18,000 feet Mean Sea
Level [MSL]), and Evers Low (1,000 feet Above Ground Level [AGL] to 11,000 feet MSL). The
three ATCAA’s would be Diesel North, Diesel Central, and Diesel South (Flight Level [FL]180
[18,000 feet] to FLL230 [23,000 feet]). The ATCAA boundaries would be coincidental with the
proposed boundaries of Evers North, Central, and South MOA’s.



The current configuration of the Evers MOA is too small to meet the continuing training
program for ACC units and for air refueling operations, which are critical training multipliers for
the F-16C fleet. The proposed expansion has been coordinated with FAA representatives at the
Washington Center to minimize civilian air traffic encroachment while maintaining its
boundaries within a single air traffic controlling center.

Under the Proposed Action, there would be no infrastructure changes, no grounddisturbing
activities and no ordnance deployment within the proposed MOAs. No supersonic operations or
release of chaff and flares would be conducted. Weekend and night time operations at all
altitudes would be limited.

The National Guard Bureau intends to maximize the use of electronic transmittals during
subsequent coordination phases of this project. A hard copy of the Draft and Final EA documents
will be provided to your office for review. Enclosed is a copy of the distribution list for those
agencies and organizations to be contacted regarding this EA (Att.2). If you consider any
additional agencies should review and comment on this proposal, please feel free to include them
in a re-distribution of this letter and the attached materials.

In order for the ANG to address your concerns, in a timely manner, please respond within
30 days of receipt of this letter. Please provide any comments you may have within 30 days of
receipt of this letter to me at Ramén E. Ortiz, 3501 Fetchet Avenue, Joint Base Andrews MD
20762-5157 or email to ramon.e.ortiz2.civ@mail.mil. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely

Technjital Lead Environmental Planner
NGB/A4AM - Plans and Requirements

2 Attachments:
1. Description of Proposed Action
2. lICEP Distribution List



Attachment 1 Description of Proposed Action for Modification and Addition of Evers Military Operations Airspace

The Air National Guard (ANG) is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) to consider the potential
consequences to the human and natural environment associated with the modification, expansion, and
utilization of the Evers Military Operations Airspace (MOA) to accommodate the training requirements
of the 113th Wing (WG), District of Columbia. The 113 WG, stationed at Joint Base Andrews, Maryland,
mission is to maintain a well-trained and well-equipped F-16C squadron available for prompt
mobilization during war and to aid Allies during emergencies.

The purpose of the action is to expand the existing Evers MOA laterally and vertically to train and
prepare for current and future conflicts. The existing MOA is 16 nautical mile [NM] x 30 NM over
Highland County, Virginia and Pocahontas and Randolph counties, West Virginia. The airspace begins at
1,000 feet (ft) above ground level (AGL) and continues to 17,999 ft above mean sea level (MSL). The
113 WG maintains 30 combat mission ready (CMR) pilots to meet the Ready Aircrew Program (RAP)
sortie and event requirements for training activities over land each year. The primary drivers of airspace
shape, size, and feature requirements are the F-16C RAP Tasking Memorandum, in conjunction with AFI
11-2F-16V. These requirements define the minimum number and type of annual sorties, simulator
missions and specific training events specialized aircrews must accomplish to sustain CMR pilots.
Considering the notional timeline requirements for the F-16C, an 80 NM x 40 NM airspace represents the
minimum lateral airspace required to effectively train to the 113 WG’s widely varying missions.

The proposed Evers MOA airspace would occur over all or parts of the following West Virginia counties
(Harrison, Barbour, Tucker, Pendleton, Lewis, Upshur, Randolph, Braxton, Webster, Pocahontas,
Nicholas, and Greenbrier) and Virginia counties (Highland, Alleghany, Bath, and Botetourt). The
Proposed Action would expand beyond the lateral footprint of the current Evers MOA, subdivide
the new airspace into five portions (Figure 1) that increase the ability of air traffic control to
accommodate civil operations, and establish three Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspaces
(ATCAAS) above the MOAs (Figure 2). The components of the Proposed Action include:

e Delineate new airspace
o Evers North, Center and South MOAs (11,000 ft — 17,999 ft above MSL)
o Evers Low MOA (1,000 ft AGL — 10,999 ft above MSL)
o Evers East MOA (1,000 ft AGL to 17,999 ft above MSL)
e Create three ATCAAS
o Diesel North, Center and South ATCAA (Flight Level [FL]180 — FL230 MSL)

Seven action alternatives were considered but were dismissed from detailed analysis because the
alternatives did not meet the purpose and need for the action. The EA will analyze the Proposed Action
and the No Action Alternative. Under the No Action Alternative, local and deployed units would continue
losing adequate training opportunities, thus degrading the combat capability of the 113 WG.

Through the process of interagency and intergovernmental coordination for environmental planning
(IICEP), the ANG will notify relevant federal, state, and local agencies, and federally recognized tribes to
request their environmental concerns specific to the Proposed Action. The Draft EA will be available on
the 113 WG website and sent to regional libraries to invite public participation during a 45-day comment
period.



DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
113TH WING (ANG)
JOINT BASE ANDREWS MD

13 June 2019

Sample Tribes Letter
Sample Recipient
Sample Address
Sample Address
Sample Address

Dear Sample Recipient

The Air National Guard (ANG) at Joint Base Andrews, Maryland is preparing an
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Modification and Addition of Airspace
Utilization Evers Military Operations Airspace (MOA). The project would accommodate
the113th Wing (WG) training requirements of the District of Columbia Air National Guard
(DCANGQG), stationed at Joint Base Andrews. Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) of 1969 (42 United States Code [USC] 4321-4347), Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA (40 Code of Federal
Regulations [CFR] Sections 1500-1508), and 32 CFR Part 989, et seq., the ANG will prepare an
EA that considers the potential consequences to human health and the natural environment.

The National Guard Bureau (NGB) has invited the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
to be a cooperating agency in the EA. The EA will assess the effects of the proposed action and
will include analysis of the required no-action alternative. Enclosed, please find a description of
proposed action (Att.1). In accordance with Executive Order 12372, Intergovernmental Review
of Federal Programs, we are writing this letter to advise you of this effort and to offer an
invitation to consult with NGB on the project.

The DCANG’s mission is to maintain a well-trained and well-equipped F-16C squadron
available for prompt mobilization during war and also provide assistance to Allies during
emergencies. The federal mission during peacetime has the combat ready unit assigned to the Air
Combat Command (ACC) to carry out missions compatible with training, mobilization
readiness, humanitarian, and contingency operations.

The proposed action would replace the existing Evers Military Operations Airpsace
(MOA) with four MOA’s and establish three Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspaces (ATCAA).
The new MOA’s would be Evers North, Evers Central, Evers South (11,000 feet to 18,000 feet
Mean Sea Level [MSL]), and Evers Low (1,000 feet Above Ground Level [AGL] to 11,000 feet
MSL). The three ATCAA’s would be Diesel North, Diesel Central, and Diesel South (Flight
Level [FL]180 [18,000 feet] to FL230 [23,000 feet]). The ATCAA boundaries would be
coincidental with the proposed boundaries of Evers North, Central, and South MOA’s. The
current configuration of the Evers MOA is too small to meet the continuing training program for



ACC units and for air refueling operations, which are critical training multipliers for the F-16C
fleet. The proposed expansion has been coordinated with FAA representatives at the Washington
Center to minimize civilian air traffic encroachment while maintaining its boundaries within a
single air traffic controlling center.

The ANG has reviewed the proposed project for potential effects on historic properties
and, because there will be no associated ground disturbance, consider them to be minimal. Under
the proposed action, there would be no infrastructure changes, no ground-disturbing activities, no
weapons firing, and no ordnance deployment within the proposed MOAs. No supersonic
operations or release of chaff and flares would be conducted in the low airspace. Weekend and
night time operations at all altitudes would be limited.

ANG intends to maximize the use of electronic transmittals during subsequent
coordination phases of this project. A hard copy of the Draft and Final EA documents will be
provided to your office for review. Enclosed is a copy of the distribution list for those agencies
and organizations to be contacted regarding this EA (Att.2). If you consider any additional
agencies should review and comment on this proposal, please feel free to include them in a re-
distribution of this letter and the attached materials.

In order for the ANG to address your concerns, in a timely manner for both the Tribe and
the proposed undertaking, please respond within 30 days of receipt of this letter. Please provide
any comments to Jennifer Harty, Cultural Resources Program Manager, 3501 Fetchet Avenue,
Joint Base Andrews MD 20762-5157 or email to Jennifer.L.Harty.civ@mail.mil. Thank you for
your assistance and we look forward to working with you on this undertaking.

MACDONALD.KEITH.G i o ki TH GRAVENER

RAVENER. 1074300711 10(2:32?‘7;3517 16:43:22 04'00°

KEITH G. MACDONALD, Colonel, ANG
Commander, 113th Wing

2 Attachments:
1. Description of Proposed Action
2. lICEP Distribution List



Attachment 1 Description of Proposed Action for Modification and Addition of Evers Military Operations Airspace

The Air National Guard (ANG) is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) to consider the potential
consequences to the human and natural environment associated with the modification, expansion, and
utilization of the Evers Military Operations Airspace (MOA) to accommodate the training requirements
of the 113th Wing (WG), District of Columbia. The 113 WG, stationed at Joint Base Andrews, Maryland,
mission is to maintain a well-trained and well-equipped F-16C squadron available for prompt
mobilization during war and to aid Allies during emergencies.

The purpose of the action is to expand the existing Evers MOA laterally and vertically to train and
prepare for current and future conflicts. The existing MOA is 16 nautical mile [NM] x 30 NM over
Highland County, Virginia and Pocahontas and Randolph counties, West Virginia. The airspace begins at
1,000 feet (ft) above ground level (AGL) and continues to 17,999 ft above mean sea level (MSL). The
113 WG maintains 30 combat mission ready (CMR) pilots to meet the Ready Aircrew Program (RAP)
sortie and event requirements for training activities over land each year. The primary drivers of airspace
shape, size, and feature requirements are the F-16C RAP Tasking Memorandum, in conjunction with AFI
11-2F-16V. These requirements define the minimum number and type of annual sorties, simulator
missions and specific training events specialized aircrews must accomplish to sustain CMR pilots.
Considering the notional timeline requirements for the F-16C, an 80 NM x 40 NM airspace represents the
minimum lateral airspace required to effectively train to the 113 WG’s widely varying missions.

The proposed Evers MOA airspace would occur over all or parts of the following West Virginia counties
(Harrison, Barbour, Tucker, Pendleton, Lewis, Upshur, Randolph, Braxton, Webster, Pocahontas,
Nicholas, and Greenbrier) and Virginia counties (Highland, Alleghany, Bath, and Botetourt). The
Proposed Action would expand beyond the lateral footprint of the current Evers MOA, subdivide
the new airspace into five portions (Figure 1) that increase the ability of air traffic control to
accommodate civil operations, and establish three Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspaces
(ATCAAS) above the MOAs (Figure 2). The components of the Proposed Action include:

e Delineate new airspace
o Evers North, Center and South MOAs (11,000 ft — 17,999 ft above MSL)
o Evers Low MOA (1,000 ft AGL — 10,999 ft above MSL)
o Evers East MOA (1,000 ft AGL to 17,999 ft above MSL)
e Create three ATCAAS
o Diesel North, Center and South ATCAA (Flight Level [FL]180 — FL230 MSL)

Seven action alternatives were considered but were dismissed from detailed analysis because the
alternatives did not meet the purpose and need for the action. The EA will analyze the Proposed Action
and the No Action Alternative. Under the No Action Alternative, local and deployed units would continue
losing adequate training opportunities, thus degrading the combat capability of the 113 WG.

Through the process of interagency and intergovernmental coordination for environmental planning
(IICEP), the ANG will notify relevant federal, state, and local agencies, and federally recognized tribes to
request their environmental concerns specific to the Proposed Action. The Draft EA will be available on
the 113 WG website and sent to regional libraries to invite public participation during a 45-day comment
period.



The Culture Center

1900 Kanawha Blvd., E.

Charleston, WV 25305-0300

WEST Randall Reid-Smith, Commissioner
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o Fax 304.558.2779 « TDD 304.558.3562
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July 15,2019

Ms. Jennifer Harty

Cultural Resources Program Manager

Air National Guard

3501 Fetchet Avenue

Joint Base Andrews, District of Columbia 20762-5157

RE: 113" Wing of the District of Columbia Air National Guard
FR#  19-1166-Multi

Dear Ms. Harty:

We have reviewed the above mentioned project to determine its effects to cultural resources. As
required by Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and its
implementing regulations, 36 CFR 800: “Protection of Historic Properties,” we submit our
comments.

According to submitted information, the 113" Wing of the District of Columbia Air National
Guard proposes to modify and add Every Military Operations Airspace over Barbour, Tucker,
Grant, Upshur, Randolph, Webster, Pocahontas, Pendleton, and Greenbrier Counties in West
Virginia. There will be no supersonic flights in the airspace and no ground disturbances.

Architectural Resources:

We have reviewed the submitted information and determined there are numerous properties
considered eligible and listed on the National Register of Historic Places. There are also many
properties that have yet to be evaluated for their eligibility to the National Register of Historic
Places. However, we concur that the proposed use of the air space will not be an adverse effect
on these resources. No further consultation is necessary regarding architectural resources;
however, we do ask that you contact our office if your project should change or the event of an
accident where cultural resources could be impacted.

We appreciate the opportunity to be of service. If you have questions regarding our comments or
the Section 106 process, please contact Ernest Blevins, Structural Historian, at (304) 558-0240.

7&
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer

SMP/EEB



COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

Department of Historic Resources

Matt Strickler ' : : i Julie V. Lan
Secretary of Notural Resources 2801 Kensington Avenue, Richmond, Virginia 23221 c';: r':m gan

Tel: (804) 3672323
MEMORANDUM Fax: (804) 367-239|

www.dhr.virginia.gov

DATE: 1 July 2019 DHR File # 2019-0428
TO: Ms Jennifer L. Harty

National Guard Bureau
FROM: arc E. Holma, Architectural Historian (804) 482-6090

ce of Review and Compliance

PROJECT: Training requirements of 113th Wing of DC Air National Guard
Joint Base Andrews

This project will have an effect on historic resources. Based on the information provided,
the effect will riot be adverse.

This project will have an adverse effect on historic properties. Further consultation with
DHR is needed under Section 106 of the NHPA.

Additional information is needed before we will be able to determine the effect of the
project on historic resources. Please see below.

X No further identification efforts are warranted. No historic properties will be affected by the
project. Should unidentified historic properties be discovered during implementation of the
project, please notify DHR.

We have previously reviewed this project. Attached is a copy of our correspondence.

Other (Please see comments below)

COMMENTS:
Administrative Services Eastern Region Office Westem Region Office Northern Region OfTice
10 Courthouse Ave. 2801 Kensington Avenue 962 Kime Lane 5357 Main Street
Petersburg, VA 23803 Richmond, VA 23221 Salem, VA 24153 PO Box 519
Tel: (804) 862-6408 Tel: (804) 367-2323 Tel: (540) 387-5443 Stephens City, VA 22655
Fax: (804) 8626196 Fax: (804) 367-23%91 Fax: (540) 387-5446 Tel: (540) 868-7029

Fax: (540) 863-7033



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

West Virginia Field Office
6263 Appalachian Highway
Davis, West Virginia 26260

November 9, 2020

Mr. Ramon E. Ortiz

Environmental Engineer

National Guard Bureau

3501 Fetchet Avenue

Joint Base Andrews, Maryland 20762-5157

Re:  Modification and Addition of Evers Military Operations Area, Barbour, Braxton,
Greenbrier, Harrison, Lewis, Nicholas, Pocahontas, Pendleton, Randolph, Tucker,
Upshur, and Webster Counties, West Virginia (FWS File Number 2019-1-0554)

Dear Mr. Ortiz:

This letter responds to your May 11, 2020 request for information regarding the potential
occurrence of federally listed species and their designated critical habitats within the above
project area. The 113 Wing, District of Columbia Air National Guard (DCANG) proposes to
expand and modify the airspace of the Evers Military Operations Area (MOA) to accommodate
training for military pilots and aircrews. The existing MOA encompasses areas of Highland
County, Virginia and Pocahontas, Pendleton, and Randolph counties in West Virginia. The
proposed project area encompasses the airspace of approximately 4,827 square miles in Barbour,
Braxton, Greenbrier, Harrison, Lewis, Nicholas, Pocahontas, Pendleton, Randolph, Tucker,
Upshur, and Webster counties in West Virginia and Allegheny, Bath, Botetourt, and Highland
counties in Virginia.

This letter only addresses the potential effects to federally listed species in West Virginia. The
comments below are provided pursuant to the Endangered Species Act (ESA; 87 Stat. 884, as
amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). This project has been assigned FWS File Number 2019-1-
0554 and all future correspondence should clearly reference this FWS File Number.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) West Virginia Field Office (WVFO) has
determined that three federally listed species may occur within the project area and may be
affected by the construction of this project — the endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and
Virginia big-eared bat (Corynorhinus townsendii virginianus); and the threatened northern long-
eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis). Bald eagles (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) also occur within the
project area.

Federally Listed Bats

The current Evers MOA and the proposed expansion fall within multiple Indiana bat and
Virginia big-eared bat hibernaculum buffers, some of which are designated as critical habitat.
There are also multiple northern long-eared bat hibernacula within the proposed expansion.
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The expansion of the MOA could impact bats via direct collision with aircraft and through noise
disturbance.

The proposed MOA is composed of five areas: Evers North MOA, Evers Center MOA, Evers
South MOA, Evers Low MOA, and Evers East MOA. Flights within the Evers North, Evers
Center, and Evers South MOAs will occur between 11,000 to 17,999 feet mean sea level (MSL).
At this altitude, bat collision is extremely unlikely. Flights within the Evers East MOA will be
performed at altitudes between 1,000 feet above ground level (AGL) and 17,999 feet MSL, and
flights within the Evers Low MOA will be performed between 1,000 feet AGL and 10,999 MSL.
While some bats have been observed flying at altitudes of 1,100 feet AGL, none of the federally
listed bats that occur within the proposed MOA have been observed at those altitudes or recorded
as military aircraft bat strikes (Peurach et al. 2009). While there has not been extensive research
into Indiana bat flight height, the current data indicate that Indiana bats are unlikely to reach
altitudes during foraging or seasonal migration that would place them within the flight path of
planes within the MOA (USFWS 2011). Virginia big-eared bats are non-migratory and would
not be found foraging within the altitude range of the MOAs. In the environmental assessment
(EA) for the Evers MOA, it states that flights will almost always occur during daylight, which
further limits the chance of bats being struck by aircraft.

Anthropogenic noise can disturb bats by interrupting hibernation and interfering with foraging
activity. Indiana bats, northern long-eared bats, and Virginia big-eared bats hibernate in caves
during cooler months. Disturbance during this time can result in excessive energy expenditure
that can result in starvation. The flight activities within the proposed expansion will typically
range from 42.9 to 47.2 A-weighted decibels (dBA) day-night sound level (DNL) within the
Evers East and Low MOAs and at 43.0 dBA and 44 onset-adjusted monthly DNL for the Evers
North, Evers South, and Evers Center MOAs, with some intermittent overflights exceeding 75
dBA maximum sound level.

Most research concerning noise and wildlife focuses on responses to chronic noise. Studies
indicate that hibernating bats may habituate to repeated and prolonged anthropogenic noise and
tended to respond more to audio cues associated with feeding and social behavior (Luo et al.
2014). An ecological risk assessment conducted at Fort Leonard Wood and summarized by
Shapiro and Hohmann (2005) indicated that Indiana bats and little brown bats (Myotis lucifugis)
that were played military training sounds between 65-115 decibels (dB) during an artificially-
induced hibernation showed no measurable response. Virginia big-eared bats utilize caves year-
round and are considered exceptionally sensitive to disturbance. The Fort Leonard Wood
environmental assessment also measured sound detection of military activities within Indiana bat
hibernacula caves. Most sounds were undetectable within the cave. Only one training range
resulted in barely detectable levels (1-2 dB). Based on the existing research, hibernating bats are
unlikely to be impacted by the expansion of the MOA.

During warmer months, Indiana bats and northern long-eared bats move to summer roosts
(typically trees), while Virginia big-eared bats continue to roost in caves or rock crevices. All
three species forage for insects during this time. Studies indicate that prolonged noise, such as
traffic noise (Finch et al. 2020) or industrial noise (Bunkley et al. 2015), can lead to reduced bat
activity levels. As previously mentioned, these studies tend to focus on chronic noise. Sounds
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produced by flyover of military aircraft within the proposed Evers MOA expansion will be
infrequent in nature. The aircraft do not fly the same routes each day and pass over the landscape
quickly. The anticipated sound level resulting from flyover is also lower than the sounds used in
most studies. A study by Martin et al. (2004) examined bat activity in response to intermittent
noise from a military training facility, primarily high caliber weapons fire. The data indicate that
bat activity remained consistent during noise events. Firing range activity, while intermittent, is
still longer in duration than flyover and likely louder in volume. The existing data suggest that
federally listed bats occupying the terrain beneath the proposed MOA expansion are unlikely to
be disturbed. Furthermore, flight activities will occur primarily during the day and should not
interfere with foraging or mask echolocation.

Based on the current research and the information provided in the Evers MOA environmental
assessment, the expansion of the MOA may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect the
Indiana bat, northern long-eared bat, and Virginia big-eared bat.

Bald Eagle
Bald eagles (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) receive Federal protection under the Bald and Golden

Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA). They are listed by the Service as Birds of Conservation Concern
in the Appalachian Mountains Bird Conservation Region, within which the proposed project
occurs.

The BGEPA provides for the protection of bald eagles by prohibiting, except under certain
specified conditions, the taking, possession, and commerce of such birds. BGEPA prohibits
anyone, without a permit issued by the Secretary of the Interior, from taking bald eagles,
including their parts, nests, or eggs. The BGEPA defines “take” as “pursue, shoot, shoot at,
poison, wound, kill, capture, trap, collect, molest, or disturb.” BGEPA provides civil and
criminal penalties for persons who violate the law or regulations.

Under 50 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 22.3, disturb is defined as “to agitate or bother a
bald eagle to a degree that causes, or is likely to cause, based on the best scientific information
available: 1) injury to an eagle; 2) a decrease in its productivity, by substantially interfering with
normal breeding, feeding, or sheltering behavior; or 3) nest abandonment, by substantially
interfering with normal breeding, feeding, or sheltering behavior.” The BGEPA’s definition of
disturb also addresses effects associated with human induced alterations at the site of a
previously used nest during a time when eagles are not present. Upon an eagle’s return, if such
alterations agitate or bother an eagle to a degree that interferes with or interrupts normal
breeding, feeding, or sheltering habits, and causes injury, death or nest abandonment, then this
would constitute disturbance.

There are two bald eagle nests each in the Evers Low and Evers East MOAs. There are three
nests each in the Evers North, Evers South, and Evers Center MOAs. The aircraft in the Evers
North, Evers South, and Evers Center MOAs will fly at a high enough altitude that disturbance
of nesting eagles from sight or sound is highly unlikely.

The nests of primary concern are the four nests located in the Evers Low and East MOAs. In the
environmental assessment for the proposed expansion, DCANG commits to avoiding low-level
flights over noise-sensitive areas, including eagle nest sites, to the maximum extent practicable.
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Literature indicates that raptors exposed to extreme levels of low-level jet passes and sonic
booms do not experience significant failed productivity or reoccupancy in following years (Ellis
et al. 1991). The flights within the Evers MOA expansion will not involve any supersonic flight
activities. A study by Grubb and Bowerman (1997) showed that while helicopters elicited the
strongest response from nesting bald eagles, military jets also produced a response 31% of the
time. Alertness to the flyover was significantly more common (28%) than a flight response (3%).
The median distance that provoked an alertness response from the birds was approximately 1,640
feet, and the median distance for flight responses was approximately 656 feet. This research
suggests that if the aircraft operating within the Evers expanded MOA were unable to avoid a
bald eagle nest, the chances of nest abandonment and negative impacts to the success of the
individuals are unlikely to occur.

Military aircraft have been known to strike bald eagles; however, it is not a common occurrence.
An analysis of 24 years of Federal Aviation Administration wildlife strike data within the U.S.
revealed 234 incidents of bald (200) and golden eagle (34) collisions with aircraft. Of those, only
37 involved military aircraft (U. S. Air Force and NAVY). Only 13.8% of the total overall strikes
occurred during the “enroute” phase of the flight. Of the total 200 bald eagle strikes, only 28
occurred within the altitudes at which aircraft are anticipated to fly (Washburn et al. 2015). The
aircraft within the Evers Low and East MOAs will fly at a minimum of 1,000 feet AGL. The
chances of an eagle-aircraft collision within the proposed Evers MOA expansion are very low.
Additionally, the commitment by the DCANG to avoid known eagle nesting locations whenever
possible should further minimize this risk.

Summary
Based on the information provided, the Service’s WVFO does not anticipate this project is likely

to adversely affect any federally listed species.

Should project plans change or amendments be proposed that we have not considered in your
proposed action, or if additional information on listed and proposed species becomes available,
or if new species become listed or critical habitat is designated, this determination may be
reconsidered. If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Kristin Stockton on
my team at (304) 679-1620, or kristin_stockton@fws.gov, or at the letterhead address.

Sincerely,

Jennifer L. Norris
Field Supervisor
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USDA

-;_"F
- United States Department of Agriculture

June 21, 2019

National Guard Bureau
Attention: Ramén E. Ortiz, P.E.
3501 Fetchet Avenue

Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762

RE: BNGB/A4AM — Plans and Requirements

Environmental Assessment

Plans and Requirements Review
Dear Mr. Ortiz:
After reviewing the letter you provided us dated June 13, 2019, USDA — Rural
Development has no objection to the description of the Proposed Action for Modification
and Addition of Evers Operations Project.

If you should have any questions, contact Harry Taylor of this office at 304-284-4887.

Sincerely

ris Warne
State Director

West Virginia State Office
1550 Earl Core Road, Suite 101, Morgantown, West Virginia 26505
\oice 304.284.4860 Fax 855.859.1835
USDA is an equal opportunity provider and employer.



2 July 2019

Ramon E. Ortiz
3501 Fetchet Avenue
Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762-5157
Re: Green Bank Observatory Comments -
Evers MOA modification, expansion and utilization

Dear Mr. Ortiz,

The Green Bank Observatory (GBO) in Green Bank, WV is the origin site of the National
Radio Astronomy Observatory (NRAO) and was formed in 1957 for the purpose of
astronomical observations into the radio universe. The GBO operates and maintains several
large, extremely sensitive radio telescopes for the purpose of collecting astronomical radio
wavelength emissions for the study of the universe. In order to minimize harmful
interference at the NRAO, Pocahontas County, WV and at the Naval Radio Research
Observatory (NRRO), Sugar Grove, Pendleton County, WV, the Federal Communications
Commission (FCC) re: Docket No. 11745, along with the National Telecommunications and
Information Agency (NTIA), and through agreement with the Interdepartment Radio
Advisory Committee (IRAC), created the National Radio Quiet Zone. This zone provides a
unique area bounded by 39° 15’ on the north, 78° 30’ W on the east, 37° 30’ N on the south
and 80° 30" W on the west that provides for sensitive astronomical observations by NRAO
and NRRO. An example of such observation is our collection of data for the Hyugens lander
on Titan, a moon of Saturn, with a transponder power equivalent of a single cellphone.

While GBO understands the reasoning behind the expansion of the Evers MOA, especially for
refueling of aircraft, the protection of our airspace for the collection of extremely weak
astronomical signals must be maintained. The Robert C. Byrd Green Bank Telescope (GBT),
for example, operates at frequencies between 200MHz and 116GHz, with a collecting
sensitivity of 10-32 watts/sq.meter/Hz. Additionally, it is the largest fully-steerable telescope
in the world, standing at maximum height 485’ AGL. Evers Low MOA would place flights
above this telescope at only 500’ above its highest point.

There are at least two considerations in the effect of this flight scenario. The first deals with
focused noise at the feed location of the structure and the safety of our workforce.
Multiplication of the noise levels due to the accumulated reflection of sound waves by the 2.3
acre collecting area could cause substantial danger to employees working on the structure,
both in terms of potential physical damage to their hearing and sudden fall potential due to



unanticipated atmospheric and structural disturbance. The second deals with unknown
frequency and power level radio transmissions, from unplanned directions. Due to the
sensitivity of the electronic components of the telescope receivers, unwanted transmissions
above certain power levels have the potential to overload and destroy the components. Both
considerations noted have greater threat of impact as distance to the telescope decreases.
Our sister telescope facility near Socorro, NM (telescopes of much smaller collecting area)
has maintained a “gentlemen’s” agreement with the U.S. Air Force for just such reasons.

Present operation of the Evers MOA through the Greenbrier River Valley to the west of the
GBO has been mostly successful, however past operations have largely been accomplished at
low level flight over the river valley providing mountainous protection between the
telescopes and the aircraft. As we maintain operations on additional telescopes on site
besides the GBT, distance requirements from mission flights to each of them would be
difficult and unreasonable.

It is, therefore, the suggestion/comment/request of the GBO and NRAO that a “no-fly” zone
be created around the GBO facility at a distance of 3 miles in radius from the center of the
GBT. This zone would protect the operation of the GBO from spurious radio noise that
would affect astronomical observations and would also serve to protect our employees from
potential physical harm during routine operation and maintenance of the telescopes. We
understand and acknowledge that the two existing private, local airstrips and their
associated flight paths included within this zone would necessarily be excluded from the
Zone.

Additionally, we suggest that any activity within the Evers MOA include notification to the
GBO as to date, time, type of aircraft and frequencies utilized prior to mission so that we can
attempt to actively avoid potential interference and/or log the activity.

Thank you for your consideration of this request. We look forward to working with you
jointly for the mutual mission success of our organizations. Should you have any questions
regarding this request please do not hesitate to contact me at 304-456-2231 or by email at
mbholstin@nrao.edu or michaelholstine@gbobservatory.org .

Sincerely,
Michael J. Holstine, P.E.
Business Manager



NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU

3501 FETCHET AVENUE
JOINT BASE ANDREWS 20762-5157

22 August 2019

Mr. Ramén E. Ortiz, P.E.

Environmental Engineer/Program Manager
Air National Guard Readiness Center

3501 Fetchet Avenue

Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762

Mr. Michael J. Holstine, P.E.
Business Manager

The Green Bank Observatory
P.O. Box 2

Green Bank, WV 24944

Dear Mr. Holstine,

Thank you for the opportunity to discuss the Green Bank Observatory, (GBO) airspace
concerns by teleconference yesterday, 21 August 2019 with National Guard Bureau, (NGB) staff
members and myself. I found the conversation to be both valuable and clarifying.

In addressing those concerns outlined in the GBO 2 July 2019 reply letter to the Evers
Proposed Military Operations Area, (MOA) modification and the follow-up phone conversation;
the NGB representing the 113th DC Air National Guard, agrees to minimize impacts to the GBO
through the following accommodations:

1. To minimize noise and radio interference to the GBO, the NGB will propose a chart
modification to establish a no-fly zone around the GBO facility that has a radius of 2.5
statute miles and a ceiling of 2,500 feet above ground level (AGL).

2. To address notification requirements requests from GBO, the NGB will provide
notification to the GBO via email and via telephone of proposed activity every Friday
with the proposed flight schedule for the following week. When circumstances warrant,
weather changes and/or last minute changes will be forwarded to the GBO via telephone
as soon as practicable but no later than one hour prior to the change actually occurring.

(%]

To prohibit NGB aircraft using the Evers MOA from targeting the GBO facility
intentionally with any electromagnetic pulses.



NATIONAL GUARD BUREAU
3501 FETCHET AVENUE
JOINT BASE ANDREWS 20762-5157

Should you have any questions regarding this letter, please feel free to contact me by phone
at 240-612-7042 or by email at ramon.e.ortiz2.civ(@ mail.mil.

Sincerely

RAMON gi ORTIZ, G$-14, P.E.

Environmgntal Engineer/Program Manager



50 F St. NW, Suite 750
Washington, D.C. 20001

T.202-737-7950
F.202-273-7951

www.aopa.org

January 18, 2019

Mr. Jamie A. Flanders
Airspace Manager
NGB/A2/3/6/10TA

3500 Fetchet Ave

Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762

Re: Proposal by the District of Columbia Air National Guard 113" Wing, the United States Air
Force, and the National Guard Bureau to Expand, Modify, and Establish Air-to-Air Training
Airspace Areas Over Northern Virginia and West Virginia.

Dear Mr. Flanders,

The Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association (AOPA), the world’s largest aviation membership
association, submits the following comments in response to the initial proposal by the District of
Columbia Air National Guard 113th Wing, the United States Air Force, and the National Guard Bureau to
expand, modify, and establish Special Use Airspace (SUA) over Northern Virginia and West Virginia.
We understand from our meetings with the military that the existing Evers MOA does not facilitate the
training space required for surrounding units, and that the surrounding SUA also does not meet mission
requirements. The military’s proposal would expand the area of the Evers MOA from 635 square miles to
a complex of adjoined MOAs that would be over 5,000 square miles in size —a 700% increase. We
support the military’s mission and their need to have airspace that meets their unique requirements;
however, we believe the proposed expansion of the Evers MOA will have an excessive impact on General
Aviation and on surrounding airports. The location of the SUA expansion is a highly trafficked area;
therefore, AOPA requests the military reduce the size of their requested SUA to efficiently accommodate
civil airspace users and to limit any economic impact, or to consider alternative SUA elsewhere.

New permanent airspace must be justified

As the Evers MOA expansion is still at an informal stage, we have yet to see documentation detailing
airspace utilization rates or the specific justifications for why other preexisting SUA could not be utilized
by military units. This information and justification is important, especially for an airspace proposal that
is requesting an area nearly eight times as large as what is charted today. Additionally, it is not clear if the
military aircraft that utilize the Evers MOA have changed or if their mission has changed such that it
necessitates a noticeably different sized SUA. Clarification on what has changed is also important given
the Evers MOA has been its current shape for many years.

Location of new airspace will have negative impact

The location of the proposed airspace expansion, although over primarily a rural area, is a highly
trafficked area by transient General Aviation. Most of these aircraft are flying through that airspace going
to and from the Washington, DC, area and north-south along the eastern United States. For example, the
expanded airspace would limit the utilization of V-37, the 64" busiest airway in the United States. This
airway alone was filed and flown thousands of times in 2015. We question why the military would
expand the Evers MOA versus look to less trafficked areas that would also offer accessibility to
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surrounding units. The military must note what alternative areas or preexisting SUA were also discussed
for either establishing new SUA or expanding other existing SUA.

The FAA’s guidance on SUA, Procedures for Handling Airspace Matters, JO 7400.2L, is specific on
avoiding establishment of SUA in congested areas. Per para. 21-1-7, Optimum Use of Airspace, it states,
“SUA should be located to impose minimum impact on nonparticipating aircraft and [air traffic control]
operations. This should be balanced with consideration of the proponent’s requirements. To the extent
practical, SUA should be located to avoid airways/jet routes, major terminal areas, and known high
volume VFR routes.” Evidence points to the Evers MOA area being one of the busier airspaces for
transient General Aviation and air traffic control. The burden is on the military to show why this SUA
will have a minimum impact on General Aviation.

Additionally, para. 25-1-5, Location, states “MOAs should be located to create minimum adverse impact
on nonparticipating aircraft operations...To the extent possible, locate MOAs...Within 100 miles of the
user’s base of flight origin...Outside terminal area airspace, Federal airways, charted terminal VFR
routes, and known high volume VFR flyways.” Joint Base Andrews (ADW), the home of the 113" Wing,
is over 100 NMs from the new SUA and other unit’s bases are even further. The rationale for not meeting
this documented standard should be addressed. There are many existing SUA areas within 100 NMs of
ADW that should be given preferential consideration and that could be shared with other military
branches.

As previously noted, there are several airways that transit the proposed Evers MOA complex. The Victor
Airways will be canceled as their governing VORs are decommissioned as part of the FAA’s VOR
Minimum Operational Network initiative. AOPA supports the VOR MON and agrees that most pilots are
flying point-to-point using GPS; however, at a December 2018 meeting at the Washington ARTCC to
analyze the impacts of these decommissioning’s, there was concurrence that there will be a need for T-
Routes to transit this area as it is designated as mountainous per 14 CFR 95 and icing is routine during
winter months. The working group identified several new T-Routes that would transit the proposed
airspace. These routes were drawn without consideration of the military’s proposal, which may adversely
affect the military’s proposal and the customer of the T-Routes: General Aviation. Mitigations to address
the impact of this SUA on the airways has not yet been identified. The military must be proactive and
collaborate with the FAA and civil users to identify T-Routes that will ensure efficient routing and
minimize the effects of any new SUA, regardless of whether it is in the Evers MOA area or somewhere
else.

Aircraft circumnavigating the increased size of the proposed Evers MOA complex will increase the cost
for pilots flying in this area. A flight may need to fly tens of nautical miles out of their way to avoid
active SUA. The cost per hour for operating a fighter jet is not insignificant, nor is the per hour cost of a
Cessna 208. We discussed this proposal with several of AOPA’s Airport Support Network volunteers that
are located in proximity to Evers MOA. The responses indicated concern for the large size of the SUA
and for it being at the altitudes many General Aviation aircraft normally cruise at. The military should
consider moving the eastern boundary of the Evers South, Evers Center, and Evers North MOA
boundaries to be in line with the western boundary of the Evers Low MOA. This reduction in size would
shave many miles off a reroute for civil aircraft and create a mitigation worth thousands of dollars.

AIRCRAFT OWNERS AND PILOTS ASSOCIATION
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Pilots need advanced notification of activation
We understand the proposal includes varying times of use:

The airspace will be charted sunrise-sunset, daily, other times by NOTAM. The military
anticipates 1-2 hours of activation per day. The units expect to conduct night flying by NOTAM
less than 10% of the time.

The proposal states activation of the MOAs could take place by NOTAM but fails to state how much
advance notice pilots would receive. Pilots cannot adequately flight plan should this airspace be activated
after they depart. Modern General Aviation aircraft can have over six hours of fuel endurance; however,
having to deal with a long reroute can lead to issues of the pilot not having enough fuel and thus being
forced to divert for fuel. At least four hours advanced notice is necessary to assist pilots with their flight
planning and to help them avoid costly reroutes or the need for fuel diversions. This amount of time is
included in many SUA legal descriptions. Furthermore, the FAA states in para. 21-2-4(b)(3)(e), “the
minimum advance notice should be at least 4 hours prior to the activation time.” Therefore, we believe
the times of use should be changed to “...other times by NOTAM at least 4 hours in advance.”

Any change in airspace configuration must coincide with the VFR charting cycles to ensure the flying
public is aware of the change. Safety could be significantly impacted should the airspace change be made
before the change is charted and widely disseminated to pilots. We appreciate the ANG’s long-standing
commitment to General Aviation to ensure these steps do take place.

Requirements for lights-out training

The Evers MOA is listed as approved for lights-out training per FAA exemption 79601, issued August 10,
2017. Lights-out training allows military aircraft to turn off their exterior lights. In this exemption the
FAA notes that the use of night vision goggles limits a pilot’s ability to perform see-and-avoid; therefore,
monitoring activities must be conducted to ensure participating aircraft are alerted to the presence of non-
participating aircraft.

AOPA considers lights-out training to be hazardous for non-participating aircraft. First, the mitigations in
place for non-participating VFR traffic are one sided. In other words, every strategy has been predicated
on the ability of the military pilots to see-and-avoid civilian traffic, and for controllers to de-conflict
traffic they may not be talking to. This seems to be the logical focus, as lights-out operations would make
it impossible for civilian pilots to meet their obligation to perform see-and-avoid. However, the inability
of the General Aviation pilot to protect himself or herself is the cornerstone of our objection. It is
concerning for a pilot to completely relinquish their responsibility for their safety, and the safety of their
passengers, to the pilot of another aircraft, especially one with whom they have no contact (visual or
otherwise).

As the Evers MOA would be increased significantly in size and would be used for lights-out training, the
military should identify how this monitoring activity will be performed to ensure no increase in risk to
General Aviation aircraft flying through the airspace VFR at night. A MOA floor of 1,000 feet AGL is
effectively a floor to the surface given this is mountainous terrain and for safety reasons, such as known
wind shear in the area, pilots will not be flying under the MOA — they will need to fly through it.
Additional justification is needed on why lights-out training could not be limited to a finite area of the
complex, such as the Evers Center MOA, instead of the entire complex. Limiting the area where this
activity takes place would reduce the extent of the hazard. Regardless, communicating the activities

AIRCRAFT OWNERS AND PILOTS ASSOCIATION
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taking place in MOAs, per FAA requirements, is important so that General Aviation pilots are aware of
any hazards.

Underlying airports affected by new airspace

In reviewing the airspace proposal, we note additional public-use and private airports would underlie the
SUA. In accordance with para. 25-1-4, MOA Floor, “if the MOA floor extends below 1,200 feet AGL
over a charted private airport, coordination should be effected with the airport operator to determine
whether there would be any conflict between the MOA activity and airport operations.” We believe it is a
responsibility for the military to coordinate their proposal with Singleton Airport (97VA) and we
encourage the military to engage with other private airports affected by this proposal. As a good neighbor,
communicating with those affected assists with understanding the proposal and why the military is
requesting the establishment of this airspace.

By increasing the dimensions of the SUA from 16 NMs by 30 NMs to 44 NMs by 80 NMs, several
additional public-use airports will have overlying SUA, including: Upshur County Regional (W22);
Elkins-Randolph County (EKN); Greenbrier Valley (LWB); and Ingalls Field (HSP). Although the MOA
may not affect instrument approaches at these airports or the ability to fly there VFR, charting SUA can
have the adverse effect of discouraging use of an airport as a fuel stop. There is documented evidence of
there being a negative economic impact from establishment of military airspace over civil airports. The
military should limit the size of SUA proposals to avoid overlying civil airports.

Airspace dynamic deactivation needs documentation

During preflight planning pilots can access SUA information via NOTAMs and schedule information via
SUA.FAA.gov. If a pilot sees the SUA along their route of flight is scheduled to be active, the pilot has
no choice but to amend their flight to fly through that area before the SUA’s activation or after it is
scheduled to be inactive. The General Aviation flying public does not have access to Letters of
Agreement or other information that states air traffic control will coordinate with the military to give way
to IFR General Aviation aircraft to allow them access during a SUA’s scheduled utilization. It is not
reasonable to think a pilot will expend the money and time to fly IFR under the possibility the scheduled
time in SUA.FAA.gov is incorrect. Pilots flying IFR are trained that they should plan to not have any
access to that airspace when the SUA is active, and they will delay their flight if their destination is
located below the SUA.

If there is to be “flexible use” or “dynamic deactivation” of the airspace formally documented with the
FAA, that arrangement should be publicly disseminated so pilots can be informed that they will be
provided access with minimal delay. Without clear communication of a mitigation to the pilot
community, it is effectively non-existent and ineffective. Any arrangement must be noted for each airport
in FAA publications utilized by pilots.

Conclusion

AOPA recognizes and fully supports the military’s need to train as they fight. We appreciate being
engaged early in the process and your willingness to enter into a dialogue about this new airspace. As we
have noted, we expect significant impacts from several aspects of the proposed SUA, but we offer our
ideas for mitigations and alternatives that we believe would still allow the military to conduct their
mission successfully and would alleviate our concerns. Unfortunately, due to the government shutdown,
we were unable to gather additional insight from the FAA so could not provide a complete assessment of
the proposal.

AIRCRAFT OWNERS AND PILOTS ASSOCIATION
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We look forward to future discussions and, should the proponent move forward with the proposal,
submitting formal comments on the environmental and aeronautical impacts of the SUA as viewed by our
many thousands of Virginia and West Virginia members. Thank you for reviewing our comment on this
important issue. Please feel free to contact me at 202-509-9515 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

[\~ ¢

Rune Duke
Senior Director, Airspace and Air Traffic

AIRCRAFT OWNERS AND PILOTS ASSOCIATION



Campo, Joe

From: Valley AeroSpace Team <valleyaerospace@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, July 8, 2019 2:17 PM

To: Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6 (USA)

Cc: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA); Campo, Joe
Subject: Re: Evers MOA expansion proposal - request for information

/\ CAUTION: This email originated from an external sender. Verify the source before opening links or attachments. /A\
Hello Jamie,

Thank you for your message! | did receive the letter from Mr. Ortiz and appreciate being included in the assessment
announcement. You will find my answers to your questions inline below in RED.

Let me know if you have any other questions or need anything else.
Thanks,

Chuck Neff

Valley AeroSpace Team (VAST) - President

On Tue, Jul 2, 2019 at 11:09 AM Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6 (USA) <jamie.a.flanders.civ@mail.mil> wrote:

Good morning, Mr. Neff,

Received your email and address from the FAA certificate of authorization for your rocket organization. You should
have received, or will soon receive, a letter announcing the Air National Guard’s intention to expand the Ever MOA in
West Virginia/Virginia. Your operations area currently touches but does not encroach upon the current military
airspace. Our expansion should not cross into your area as well — see attached picture.

We are in the process of completing an environmental assessment, and we welcome your consideration of this
project. We have identified your rocket club as a point of interest that we want to include in our assessment. | clicked
through your website (www.valleyaerospace.com) and would like to confirm some information.

- You normally conduct launches on the first weekend of every month unless there’s conflicts, do you only launch on
the weekends?

Yes, we normally (but not always) conduct our launches on the first weekend of the month and they are always on
weekends.

- Can you provide any information on the types of rockets launched, average estimate of the number of launches each
day, how long from first launch until last recovery, how high do to they go, how far laterally can they travel?



The smaller Class 1 rockets are typically made of a cardboard airframe with plastic or balsa wood fins and nose
cone. Class 2 rocket airframes typically made of cardboard, cardboard covered with fiberglass, phenolic
(cardboard/epoxy), fiberglass, or carbon fiber. The fins are typically plywood, fiberglass, or carbon fiber while
the nose cones are typically plastic, fiberglass, or carbon fiber.

We typically launch between 24-48 rockets per day depending upon the weather conditions, the time of year, and the
participation by our members. It can vary sometimes a little less or a little more. Summer launches are typically
more well attended so see the most launches. Winter launches are at the other end of the spectrum.

Due to the various rocket sizes and flight profiles, flights (launch to landing) can last anywhere from a few seconds to
over 3 minutes. During the summer hours on Saturdays, we usually start around 10:00 AM local and end our daytime
launch activities around 6:00 PM, break for supper, and then resume for nighttime launches until 9:30 PM-10:00

PM. Sunday's start around 10:00 AM but typically end by 3:00 PM local. Winter hours are typically 11:00 AM to 3:00
PM local both days.

Most of our flights are under 6,000' AGL (daytime) and 2,000' AGL (nighttime). The lateral distance is typically under
1,500'. Larger Class 2 rockets as well as those with an intended flight altitude of over 2,500' AGL require the use of
electronic dual-deployment. In this case, the electronics will deploy a drogue chute or other small recovery device at
apogee which allows the rocket to descend at a fast, but controlled, rate (~50-60 fps) which reduces the amount of
horizontal drift. Then, at a set altitude between 400' and 1,000' AGL (depends upon the electronics manufacturer as
well as site conditions), the electronics will deploy the main parachute so recovery the rocket safely for reuse. A flight
that travels more than 1,500' is typically due to the main accidentally being deployed at apogee and therefore
increasing the drift distance. We've never had a rocket travel more than 1 NM from the range area, which is well
within our approved 2 NM radius area.

- What's the difference in the types of launches you list on your calendar (sport, night, research, etc)

Sport Launches use only commercially available rocket motors and are typically conducted under the purview of the
National Association of Rocketry (NAR) Model and High Power Rocketry Safety Codes; Night Launches are the same as
Sport Launches except conducted during early evening hours (typically end by 10:00 PM local); Research Launches are
conducted under the purview of the Tripoli Rocketry Association (TRA) Research Safety Code. Research Launches are
to foster the research and development of payloads, electronics, recovery devices, air frame design, construction
materials and to provide members of TRA with a venue in which they can static test and use their own composite or
hybrid rocket motors.

- How long has this organization been around?
The Valley AeroSpace Team (VAST) was formed in early 2005. We started launching at our current launch site in 2010.

- What safety procedures are in place to ensure the rockets remain within height restrictions or within the lateral
dimensions of your approved COA?

We have the ability to run flight simulations using several different computer software programs. We don't typically
fly that close to Certificate of Waiver or Authorization issued to us by the FAA due to the weather conditions and
proximity of trees around our site. If someone would like to make a flight that could possibly come close to that limit,
our Board of Directors will scrutinize the simulation to determine whether the flyer has done their due diligence in
assuring their flight will not exceed the limit before approving it. Also, the maximum launch altitude for flights
containing research motors is 90% of the authorized altitude established by the FAA.

As for the lateral dimensions, all rockets are launched from launch pads comprised of a sturdy base and a rod/rail that
provides the initial stability until the rocket reaches the minimum speed required for stable flight. Launch angles
from vertical are also limited per our Safety Codes.



I'd also like to point out that all Class 2 flights as well as all research based flights are limited to high power certified
individuals (i.e. they have passed a certification flight and test in order to be able to participate in high power
rocketry.

- I see in the COA that you are required to contact the FAA, the Navy, and the Air National Guard at least one hour prior
to first launch of the day. Have you had any difficulty with those contacts?

The 113th Wing Scheduling Office sometimes does not answer (I assume it's because it's on a weekend), but | just
leave all my information about the launch as well as my contact information on the voicemail.

- Finally, do you see difficulties or conflicts between our proposed military airspace and your rocket operations?

| do not see any difficulties or conflicts based on our previous experiences. We appreciate to ability to fly our rockets
and hope we can continue to do so without any disruptions to the military airspace.

Any other information you can provide will be greatly appreciated. If you have any questions on our airspace proposal,
| would be happy to answer as well. Thank you for your time and consideration.

Our group has been looking at another site to the north of our existing site. It is a much larger site and would afford
our group more recovery area. We would like to hold a couple of launches there a year while still holding launches at
our current site at other times. The new site is located within the Evers East MOA (coordinates are 38.494614°, -

79.577846°). Would it be possible to get permission to fly within the MOA at this site? The scheduling would be the
same as our other launches (only on weekends).

Respectfully,

JAMIE A. FLANDERS, GS-13, DAF
Airspace Manager, NGB/A2/3/6/10TA
DSN 612-9253

Comm: 240-612-9253

Cell (Wed Only): 682-472-2185



Campo, Joe

From: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA) <ramon.e.ortiz2.civ@mail.mil>

Sent: Friday, October 4, 2019 7:56 AM

To: Campo, Joe; Sundy, Joseph T (Joe) Lt Col USAF NGB A4 (USA); Houghton, Bonnie L CTR
USAF NGB A4 (USA); Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6 (USA)

Cc: Frisch, Melanie A CIV USAF NGB A7 (USA); Scott, Georganne F CTR USAF NGB A4 (USA)

Subject: FW: [Non-DoD Source] RE: ANG Joint Base Andrews EA Airspace Modification

Attachments: Extract Region 8 NF.PDF

Signed By: ramon.ortiz.6@us.af.mil

Dr. Campo:

Email from Forest Service (Evers MOA) received while | was on leave.
RAMON E. ORTIZ, P.E., GS-14
Comm: 240-612-7042 | DSN: 612-7042 | Cell: 210-265-9449

From: Morris, Troy - FS <troy.morris@usda.gov>

Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2019 8:59 AM

To: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA) <ramon.e.ortiz2.civ@mail.mil>
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: ANG Joint Base Andrews EA Airspace Modification

All active links contained in this email were disabled. Please verify the identity of the sender, and confirm the
authenticity of all links contained within the message prior to copying and pasting the address to a Web
browser.

This is in reference to the attached letter that was sent to Beth LeMaster, Deputy Forest Supervisor of the George
Washington & Jefferson National Forests.

Thanks,

Troy W. Morris, CWB, RF
Integrated Resources Staff Officer

Forest Service

George Washington & Jefferson National Forests

p: 540-265-5170

c: 540-520-7203

f: 540-265-5145

troy.morris@usda.gov < Caution-mailto:troy.morris@usda.gov >

5162 Valleypoint Parkway

Roanoke, VA 24019

Caution-www.fs.fed.us < Caution-https://www.fs.fed.us/ >
- < Caution-https://usda.gov/ > W < caution-
https://twitter.com/forestservice > ¥ < caution-
https://www.facebook.com/pages/US-Forest-

Service/1431984283714112 >




Caring for the land and serving people

From: Morris, Troy - FS

Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2019 8:57 AM

To: ramon.e.ortiz2.civ@mail.mil

Subject: ANG Joint Base Andrews EA Airspace Modification

Ramon,

It was recently brought to my attention that the ANG Joint Base Andrews are proposing to modify airspace operations
that may overlap Federal lands managed by the US Forest Service on the George Washington & Jefferson National
Forests. After reading through this proposal, | submit the following comments for consideration in development of the
project:

(1) Consider potential noise issues that could impact Federally designated wilderness areas within the air
operations modifications zones, especially in the Low and East Zones where altitudes may be as low as 1000’
AGL. I'm not sure what the minimum acceptable distance would be regarding wilderness but ask that
considerations for noise impacts be considered for Federally designated wilderness.

(2) Consider potential conflicts with both wildland fire and prescribed fire operations within the air operations
modifications zones. Any air ops you plan may need to be coordinated with the Forest through the Virginia
interagency Coordination Center. We also use aircraft on fire suppression and prescribed fire treatments, so we
need to ensure coordination to de-conflict any airspace issues.

(3) We've provided the Regional Foresters sensitive Species (RFSS) and locally rare species list for the Forest to Mr.
Joe Campo. Consider any impacts regarding these species, especially avian and bat species. Also, consider any
potential impacts to migratory bird species and certain raptors that could be impacted with regard to the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act.

Thanks for the opportunity comment. Contact me if | can provide any further information.

Thanks,

Troy W. Morris, CWB, RF
Integrated Resources Staff Officer

Forest Service

George Washington & Jefferson National Forests

p: 540-265-5170

c: 540-520-7203

f: 540-265-5145

troy.morris@usda.gov < Caution-mailto:troy.morris@usda.gov >

5162 Valleypoint Parkway

Roanoke, VA 24019

Caution-www.fs.fed.us < Caution-https://www.fs.fed.us/ >
== < Caution-https://usda.gov/ > W < caution-
https://twitter.com/forestservice > ¥ < caution-
https://www.facebook.com/pages/US-Forest-
Service/1431984283714112 >

Caring for the land and serving people



US D United States Forest Monongahela National Forest 200 Sycamore Street
= ——— Department of Service Elkins, WV 26241
| Agriculture 304-636-1800

File Code:  1950; 6270
Date:  July 16, 2019

Ramon E. Ortiz, PE

Technical Lead Environmental Planner
3501 Fetchet Avenue

Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762-5157

Dear Mr. Ortiz:

The Monongahela National Forest (MNF) would like to offer some concerns we have identified
for consideration when preparing the Environmental Assessment (EA) for proposed Modification
and Addition of Airspace Utilization of Evers Military Operations Airspace (MOA). The MNF
encompasses more than 921,000 acres in federal ownership in 10 counties of the Potomac
Highlands in West Virginia. This is the largest expanse of public land in West Virginia and is
the fourth largest national forest in the 20 northeastern states. The majority of the MNF is within
the counties identified in the proposed Evers MOAs.

The MNF contains eight congressionally designated wildernesses. All or portions of these
wilderness may be within the proposed MOAs. They include: Big Draft, Cranberry, Dolly Sods,
Laure]l Fork North, Laurel Fork South, Otter Creek, Roaring Plains West, and Spice Run
Wilderness. Flights are discouraged within 2,000 feet of the ground surface, except in
emergencies or for essential military missions. However, specific legislative provisions regarding
overflight may pertain to certain wildernesses.

The MNF contains an estimated 52 percent of the publicly available recreation land in West
Virginia and draws users from across the state and surrounding states. The national importance
of the recreation resource has been recognized with Spruce Mountain-Seneca Rocks Recreation
Area; eight Wildernesses, three Scenic Areas, a National Scenic Highway, a National Recreation
Trail, and two visitor centers. Please consider addressing impacts to recreation users.

We are one of the most ecologically diverse forest in the National Forest System. The forest
contains the northern-most population of some southern species, and the southern-most species
populations of northern species. The forest provides habitat for 11 federally listed threatened,
endangered and proposed species; we expect these species will be addressed as part of the
Endangered Species Act requirements. The forest also provides habitat for 159 Regional Forester
Sensitive Species. Therefore, we ask you to consider disclosing impacts to these species.

The MNF conducts aerial controlled burn operations at various locations across the forest. We
issue NOTAMSs when conducting aircraft operations. Please consider additional coordination
and/or methods to ensure the air traffic controllers and/or pilots are aware of MNF aircraft
operations.

Thank you for providing an opportunity for the MNF to provide input for the proposed
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Ramon E. Ortiz, PE 2

modifications of the Evers MOA. Please contact Tami Conner, Ecosystem Staff Officer, if you

need additional information. She can be reached via email at tami.conner@usda.gov or phone at
304-635-4457.

Sincerely,
ﬁq é‘ //(——--—.._,_

SHAWN M. COCHRAN
Forest Supervisor

¢¢: Tami Conner, Karen Stevens



The Delaware Nation

Historic Preservation Department
31064 State Highway 281

Anadarko, OK 73005

Phone (405)247-2448

July 9, 2019
To Whom It May Concern:

The Delaware Nation Historic Preservation Department received correspondence regarding the following
referenced project(s).

Project: Modification and Addition of Airspace Utilization Evers Military Operations Airspace

Our office is committed to protecting tribal heritage, culture and religion with particular concern for
archaeological sites potentially containing burials and associated funerary objects.

The Lenape people occupied the area indicated in your letter during prior to European contact until their
eventual removal to our present locations. According to our files, the location of the proposed project does not
endanger cultural, or religious sites of interest to the Delaware Nation. Please continue with the project as
planned keeping in mind during construction should an archaeological site or artifacts inadvertently be
uncovered, all construction and ground disturbing activities should immediately be halted until the appropriate
state agencies, as well as this office, are notified (within 24 hours), and a proper archaeological assessment can
be made.

Please note the Delaware Nation, the Delaware Tribe of Indians, and the Stockbridge Munsee Band of Mohican
Indians are the only Federally Recognized Delaware/Lenape entities in the United States and consultation must
be made only with designated staff of these three tribes. We appreciate your cooperation in contacting the
Delaware Nation Cultural Preservation Office to conduct proper Section 106 consultation. Should you have any
questions, feel free to contact our offices at 405-247-2448 ext. 1403.

Erin Thompson

Director of Historic Preservation
Delaware Nation

31064 State Highway 281

Anadarko, OK 73005

Ph. 405-247-2448 ext. 1403
ethompson@delawarenation-nsn.gov
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that revealed cial distancing in place at Juno Beach, Florida. | business records list as be-
sthan $5 mil-  The final camryover gave Mcllroy and John- | longing to Crawford, The .
3. ' son $1.85 million for the American Nurses | Houston Chronicle reports.
. who had not Foundation. Fowler, who made seven birdies, Police spokeswoman Jodi:
'had a chance and Wolff made $1.15 million for the CDC " Silva told the paper that the
1 $1.1 million Foundation. boy was swimming inthe
in the Taylor-  “I’m proud to be part of an event to enter- pool when he began to have
.. Both missed tain people at home on a Sunday afternoon trouble breathing, and the’
7thforaclos- and to raise money for people who need it,” | woman jumped in to save i
Mcliroy said as he played the 18th hole. him. Both were unresponsive
ards, Matthew  Wolff, the 21-year-old Californian with | when police arrived and later
jole. His part- big game and plenty of swagger, earned | declared dead at a hospital,
reen. Johnson $450,000 toward relief funds by having the Silva said. ot
st shot, McIl- longest drives on two par 55 — 356 yards No further details were im-
left of the pin, on No. 2 and 368 yards on No. 14. | mediately available.

The Air National Guard is announcing the availability of and requesting
comments on the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) on the potential
impacts associated with the modification, expansion, and utilization of the
Evers Military Operations Area (MOA) in the airspace over portions of
Virginia and West Virginia to accommodate the training requirements of

the 113th Wing of the District of Columbia Air National Guard. The Draft
EA and Draft Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) are available for
30-day review and download at www.113wg.ang.af. mil/EversMOA or
www.wv.ng.mil/evers-moa and at the following libraries if they become
open to the public when closures related to COVID-19 are lifted: -

+ Elkins-Randolph County Library, Elkins, WV

« Highland County Public Library, Monterey, VA .
« Pocahontas County Library, Marlinton, WV

» Greenbrier County Public Library, Lewisburg, WV

To request an Evers MOA Draft EA/FONSI hard copy by mail or to submit
your written comments, please contact Ramon E. Ortiz, National Guard
Bureau, 3501 Fetchet Avenue, Joint Base Andrews MD 20762-5157 of . - ,
via email usaf joanafw.ngb-a4.mbx.ada-nepa-comments @ mail.mil. To be/
most useful, comments should be postmarked by June 10, 2020. :
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State of West Virginia, County of Randolph, ss.

I, Steve Herron, Publisher of THE INTER-MOUNTAIN, a
newspaper published at Elkins, in said county, do hereby certify
that the annexed advertisement was published on the following
dates:

S/ SHF

QO_Q@___W_,__, as required by law.

Given under my hh/{this f
= NOTARY PUBLIC OFFICIAL SEAL (/ -
) MARCIA D. MYERS /B

State of West Virginia
Comm. Expires Jun 18, 2020
fr 2 Box 283-2 Elking WV 26241
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Subscribed and sworn tobefore me this ______ day of __m_ 208D

=N

My Commission Expires the \8 day of __»
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Weekly SUDOKU

by Linda Thistle

5 9 4
7 3 9
8|1 5
[ 6 3
6|7 1
9 5 4
8 4 6
3 8 2
7 219

Place a number in the empty boxes in such a way
that each row across, each column down and
each small 9-box square contains all of the

DIFFICULTY THIS WEEK: ¢ ¢ ¢

4 Moderate 4 € Challenging

numbers from one to nine.

4 ¢ ¢ HOO BOY!

© 2020 King Features Synd., Inc.
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Dear Recycle Lady,

Dear Recycle Lady,

With every purchase I make, I re-
ceive a cash register-generated re-
ceipt. Can this paper be recycled?

Miss Shops-A-Lot

Dear Miss Shops-A-Lot,

No. Cash register-generated re-
ceipts should not ever be recycled.
Most of these receipts are thermal
paper receipts and are BPA coated.
According to https://wastelandrebel.
com, “Bisphenol A (BPA) is a plas-
tic component that has a similar ef-
fect on the body as estrogen and is
linked to cancer, pre-mature puberty,
obesity, type2 diabetes and more”
Worse yet, BPA can be absorbed by
merely touching a receipt for five sec-
onds. During this very short period
of time, a significant amount of BPA
is transferred to your fingers. So, be
sure to wash your hands after han-
dling one. An increasingly available
option to store sales receipts are the
digital receipts now offered by many
retail stores. Signing up is easy to do.
It is convenient and you never have
to worry about keeping the receipt
in case you want to return an item.
Composting or burning cash register
receipts is an even worse idea. Doing
so could release BPA into surface wa-
ters and air, thus increasing human
exposure to BPA.

Dear Recycle Lady,

It’s spring cleaning time and I have
been cleaning out closets. Is there
anything that can be done with old,

worn clothing and other items? I
don’t want to throw these clothes in
the trash, but fear donating them to
a charity like Goodwill would be in-
appropriate, since no one would want
threadbare T-shirts or torn jeans.

Cleaning Out Closets

Dear Cleaning Out Closets,

Here’s some good news for every-
one who is cleaning out closets or
have clothing they don't know what
to do with. Goodwill will accept all
kinds of clothing, including those
that you think are too worn or too
damaged to donate. Clothing with
stains, tears, missing buttons or holes
are accepted. Just be sure all items are
clean and don't smell. If you want a
tax deduction receipt, Goodwill will
give you one for all items in good
condition. The IRS will not accept
receipts for damaged clothing. Good-
will sorts all clothing donations.

All useable clothing is displayed for
sale. Cotton items, sometimes pur-
chased by quilters, crafters or used
for cleaning rags, are displayed else-
where. Items that do not sell are pur-
chased by a textile recycler who finds
a market for them. Much of the use-
able, and damaged clothing, goes to
developing countries where they are
repurposed to make clothing, crafts,
or other items.

A 2005 study by Oxfam, an inter-
national confederation of organiza-
tions that fight poverty, explored the
impacts of the secondhand clothing
industry on West African economies,

and among their findings was the fact
that the livelihoods of many people
depend on this industry. SMART
estimates that only 15% of all cloth
items are being recycled or reused,
which means a lot of old clothing
and cloth items - an estimated 11.1
million tons - end up in our landfills
every year. So, gather up all that old,
damaged, and out-of-date clothing
in your closets and drawers and take
it all to Goodwill donation receiving
center located in the Red Oaks Shop-
ping Center at the opposite end of the
shopping center from Kroger, off 219
South in Fairlea. Then, sit back and
enjoy a job well done and all those
organized closets and drawers.

Have questions about recycling,
or interesting information about re-
cycling? Send questions or requests
to recyclelady@greenbrier-swa.com.
Dear Recycle Lady is sponsored
jointly by the Greenbrier Recycling
Center and Greenworks Recycling.
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__\ e w i Unscramble the fetters within each rectangle to form four ordinary words. Then
‘g-J - ( I 3)?’1] rearrange the boxed letters to form the mystery word, which will compiete the gag!
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call 304 647 5724

PUZZLE ANSWERS LOCATED ON PAGE 8

or email
ads@mountainmessenger. com.

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY

The Air National Guard is announcing the availability of and requesting
comments on the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) on the potential
impacts associated with the modification, expansion, and utilization of
the Evers Military Operations Area (MOA) in the airspace over portions
of Virginia and West Virginia to accommodate the training requirements
of the 113th Wing of the District of Columbia Air National Guard. The
Draft EA and Draft Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) are available
for 30-day review and download at www.113wg.ang.af.mil/EversMOA or

www.wv.ng.mil/evers-moa; and at the following libraries if they become

open to the public when closures related to COVID-19 are lifted:

e Elkins-Randolph County Library, Elkins, WV
¢ Highland County Public Library, Monterey, VA
¢ Pocahontas County Library, Marlinton, WV
¢ Greenbrier County Public Library, Lewisburg, WV

To request an Evers MOA Draft EA/FONSI hard copy by mail or to submit
your written comments, please contact Ramon E. Ortiz, National Guard
Bureau, 3501 Fetchet Avenue, Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762-5157 or
via email jbanafw.ngb-a4.mbx.ad4a-nepa-comments@mail.mil. To be
most useful, comments should be postmarked by June 5, 2020.

TWO-CHANNEL
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findings? Croatia artfully 17 Emulate Tara 62 Singer 104 Subject to
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NEW RESIDENTS WANTED BY:

; . ;
If you have recently moved to this area,
please contact us for a free welcome visit.

We would be glad to share gifts and information about the area,
provided free by local businesses and professional services.

Barnwood Living « Cartier Raine Spa « Bella The Corner Gourmet
City National Bank « Cornerstone IGA-Philip Cutlip
Creative Kitchens « Edith’s Store « Fairlea Animal Hospital
The Ferrell Eye Clinic, P.C. « First Baptist Church, Fairlea
Grassroots Church « Greenbrier Bowling & Rec. Center
Greenbrier Valley Brewing Company « Greenbrier Chevrolet Buick
Greenbrier Chiropractic Center-Dr. Timothy Pence « Greenbrier Medical Arts Pharmacy
Greenbrier Valley Medical Center « Greenbrier Valley Theatre
Greenbrier Valley Veterinary Hospital « The Heart Center-Thomas W. vonDohlen, M.D.
Knight Henderson-American National Insurance « Lady Dye’'s Modern House Of Beauty
Lawrence J. Ickes, CPA, A.C. « Lewisburg United Methodist Church
Lewisburg Veterinary Hospital, Inc.-Dr. Mary Ann Mann
Mary Kay Cosmetics-Erica Buzzard « Mountain Messenger
Olive + Shea Natural Nail Studio s Post Net « Premier Bank « Robert C. Byrd Clinic
Sandy Epling-State Farm Insurance « Seneca Trail Animal Hospital
Shuck Memorial Baptist Church « S.]. Neathawk Lumber «
Spare Time Sports Bar & Grille « St. James Episcopal Church
St. Thomas Episcopal Church, WSS « State Farm Insurance-Chris Hall
Summit Community Bank « The West Virginia Daily News « True Value Home Center

Heather Blake, Owner 304-646-2624
Alice Hollingsworth 304-645-3788
greenbriergreeters@gmail.com

S
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FOR RENT

2BD/1.5BA APARTMENT.
Newly renovated. Available
in July. $750 plus utilities.
For pictures, visit website
wodderrentals.com/du-
plex/. For more information
call 304-661-1597 or 304-
646-4846.

WANTED

WASHERS, DRYERS,
ELECTRIC STOVES,
AND REFRIGERATORS.
Will haul. Within 40 miles
of Alderson. For more in-
formation call (304) 445-
7700.

PORTABLE SAW MILL
For more information call
(304) 640-3730.

VIDEO GAMES AND
CONSOLES. For more
information call (304) 445-
7700.

FOR SALE

TWO ANTIQUE NEEDLE
POINT CHAIRS. For
more info call 645-2659

1951 BUICK CAR. Two
door, straight 8 motor. Au-
tomatic for restoring or
parts. For more information
call (304) 872-8318.

USED 12FT. AND 10FT.
HEAVY STEEL FLAT
BEDS. For more informa-
tion call (304) 872-8318.

1983 MUSTANG BODY
COMPLETE. Good con-
dition with title. For more
information call (304) 872-
8318.

GOOD MOTORS 1998
ESCORT 4 cylinder with
good miles. For more in-
formation call (304) 618-
3085.

1982-1983 GM 6.2 DIE-
SEL MOTOR runs well.
For more information call
(304) 618-3085.

1990 F-150 FIE MOTOR
WITH GOOD MILES.
Good transmission for vari-
ous cars. For more infor-
mation call (304) 618-3085.

TRACTOR TIRE
26"X16.9"X26. Nylon TR
135 BKT 10ply rating for
$500. For more information
call (304) 497-9905

FOR RENT
NO WAITING LIST

One Bedroom, Section 8 Apts.
Elderly 62+
Handicapped or Disabled,
Regardless of Age.

All Utilities Included.

On Site Laundry Facilitates.
Apply At
Hinton House Apts.
495 Stokes Drive.
Office Hours M-F 8-4.
304-466-5299

2 &

=

' Double
YOUR IMPACT

"\ with Print
| &Online
nmmmslml

Find us on
Facebook

= CALLTODAY! 1-833-274-3943

Fourth Way Properties

Check out available properties at
4thwayproperties.com

FOR RENT

MONTHLY FURNISHED ROOMS
SUNSET TERRACE MOTEL
106 POMERY CIRCLE, LEWISBURG

Fumished room with small refrigerator, microwave,
TV, WiFi, and coin operated laundry room. All utilities
included, pet friendly. Quarter mile from
downtown Lewisburg, local shops and restaurants.

*700...,°350..,

124 FEAMSTER ROAD, APT. #6
LEWISBURG, WV

AVAILABLE JULY 1, 2020
One bedroom apartment in downtown Lewisburg.
Walking distance to the WVSOM, local shops and
restaurants. All utilities included. Pet friendly.

s 7 2 5 per month,

plus security deposit.

1640 WASHINGTON ST., EAST
APT. #4, LEWISBURG, WV

AVAILABLE JULY 1, 2020
Spacious two bedroom, one bath apartment
Located within walking distance to downtown
Lewisburg, local shops, restaurants, and WVSOM.
Pet friendly.

*750.....

plus utilities and deposit.

Call Terry or Isela @
(304) 647-8943

SE HABLA ESPANOL
Email us at FourthWayProperties@yahoo.com

Portable Oxygen For The Way You
Want to Live

Includes Everything You Need to Regain Your Freedom
At just 2.8" Ibs, the Inogen One G4is the ultralight portable oxygen
concentrator you have been waiting for. The Inogen One G4is
approximately half the size of the Inogen One G3.

Meets FAA Requirements for Travel P LA
Inogen
ot 5 X5,
N _— z =

Product not available n all states
compliete detals about this nsurance sofdtation This ealk offer is mlmﬂml in CONY call ¥+
‘gso’-?w"wq Certificate C250A (1D (250E PA C.

Dental Insurance

Get dental insurance from Physicians Mutual Insurance
Company to help cover the services you're most likely to use

WV cleanings Vxrays Lrilings crowns '/ Dentures
-
1-855-405-3412 -
Coll nont o b His PBREE Wermarkion KiH
dentalSOplus.com/press

ficate of thic Contact us for
799-4433 of respond
NY PEONY OK PIS00K TN

) Insumnce Policy P50 (GA P1S0GA

65540120

UMY CRSIMAL BUTopgy

LITY & VALUE== "

==QUA|

+4 MORE

THE BUTCHER’S BUNDLE RUBSERS EE!

4 (5 oz) Butcher’s Cut Fllet Mignons
4 (4 oz.) Boneless Pork Chops

4 (4 oz.) Omaha Steaks Burgers

4 (3 oz.) Gourmet Jumbo Franks

4 (2.8 oz) Potatoes au Gratin

GET IT ALL

4 (4 oz.) Caramel Apple Tartlets

Omaha Steaks Seasoning Packet ﬂ,o"g'.

$238.97 separately $ 99 ;ﬁwwwﬁn?@dgwiywe i;‘em
ase price. Limit ree must ship

COMBO PRICE 69 with #6Y086 Standard S&H wil be added.

Expres 53120, ©2020 Omaha Steaks, Inc.

ORDER NOW! 1.888.918.7207 ask for 61086SKK

www.OmahaSteaks.com/dinner540

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY

The Air National Guard is announcing the availability of and requesting
comments on the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) on the potential
impacts associated with the modification, expansion, and utilization of
the Evers Military Operations Area (MOA) in the airspace over portions
of Virginia and West Virginia to accommodate the training requirements
of the 113th Wing of the District of Columbia Air National Guard. The
Draft EA and Draft Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) are available
for 30-day review and download at www.113wg.ang.af.mil/EversMOA or
www.wv.ng.mil/evers-moa; and at the following libraries if they become

open to the public when closures related to COVID-19 are lifted:

¢ Elkins-Randolph County Library, Elkins, WV
¢ Highland County Public Library, Monterey, VA
¢ Pocahontas County Library, Marlinton, WV
¢ Greenbrier County Public Library, Lewisburg, WV

To request an Evers MOA Draft EA/FONSI hard copy by mail or to submit
your written comments, please contact Ramén E. Ortiz, National Guard
Bureau, 3501 Fetchet Avenue, Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762-5157 or
via email usaf.jbanafw.ngb-a4.mbx.ada-nepa-comments@mail.mil. To
be most useful, comments should be postmarked by June 10, 2020.

West Virginia Statewide Classified Network
Featured in WVPA Newspapers Across West Virginia

HEALTH/MEDICAL

UPTO $15,000.00 OF GUARANTEED
LIFE INSURANCE! NO MEDICAL
EXAM OR HEALTH QUESTIONS.
CASH TO HELP PAY FUNERAL AND
OTHER FINAL EXPENSES.CALL
PHYSICIANS LIFE INSURANCE
COMPANY- 888-217-5659 OR VISIT
WWW.LIFE5S5PLUS.INFOWV

ATTENTION MEDICARE CUSTOM-
ERS WITH DIABETES? You may
qualify to get a new CGM Monitoring
system at little to no cost you. Call for
24]7 FREE details. 855-544-5261

PORTABLE OXYGEN CONCENTRA-
TOR May Be Covered by Medicare!
Reclaim independence and mobility
with the compact design and long-last-
ing battery of Inogen One. Free infor-
mation kitl Call 833-274-3943

DENTAL INSURANCE from Physi-
cians Mutual Insurance Company.
Coverage for [350 ] procedures. Real
dental insurance ~i NOT just a dis-
count plan. [Don-it wait!] Call now! Get
your FREE Dental Information Kit with
all the details! 1-855-405-3412 www.
dental50plus.com/press #6258

SAVE ON MEDICARE SUPPLEMENT
INSURANCE! Get a FAST and FREE
Rate Quote from Medicare.com. No
Cost! No Obligation! Compare Quotes
from Major Insurance Cos. Operators
Standing By. CALL 1-866-242-1621

VIAGRA and CIALIS USERS! Cut
your drug costs! SAVE $$! 50 Pills for
$99.00. FREE Shipping! 100 Guaran-
teed and Discreet. CALL 1-844-295-
2904

MEDICAL-GRADE HEARING AIDS
for LESS THAN $200! FDA-Regis-
tered. Crisp, clear sound, state of-the-
art features & no audiologist needed.
Try it RISK FREE for 45 Days! CALL
1-888-701-4595

SAVE ON YOUR NEXT PRESCRIP-
TION! World Health Link. Price Match

Guarantee! Prescriptions Required.
CIPA Certified. Over 1500 medications
available. CALL Today For AFree Price
Quote. 1-866-701-7921 Call Now!

UNABLE TO WORK DUE TO INJU-
RY OR ILLNESS? Call Bill Gordon &
Assoc., Social Security Disability At-
torneys! FREE Evaluation. Local At-
torneys Nationwide 1-844-448-0317
[Mail: 2420 N St NW, Washington DC.
Office: Broward Co. FL (TX/NM Bar.)]

STAY IN YOUR HOME LONGER with
an American Standard Walk-In Bath-
tub. Receive up to $1,500 off, includ-
ing a free toilet, and a lifetime warranty
on the tub and installation! Call us at
1-844-331-8716 or visit www.walkin-
tubquote.com/press

INTERNET/TV

DIRECTV NOW. No Satellite Needed.
$40/month. 65 Channels. Stream
Breaking News, Live Events, Sports
& On Demand Titles. No Annual Con-
tract. No Commitment. CALL 1-855-
767-6026

HUGHESNET SATELLITE INTER-
NET - 25mbps starting at $49.99/mo!
Get More Data FREE Off-Peak Data.
FAST download speeds. WiFi built in!
FREE Standard Installation for lease
customers! Limited Time, Call 1-877-
567-2866

DISH Network. $59.99 for 190 Chan-
nels! Blazing Fast Internet, $19.99/
mo. (where available.) Switch & Get
a FREE $100 Visa Gift Card. FREE
Voice Remote. FREE HD DVR. FREE
Streaming on ALL Devices. Call today!
1-855-736-4350

AT&T INTERNET. Starting at $40/
month w/12-mo agmt. Includes 1 TB
of data per month. Get More For Your
High-Speed Internet Thing. Ask us
how to bundle and SAVE! Geo & svc
restrictions apply. Call us today 1-888-
920-3343 or visit www.moredyourth-
ing.com/VWW

EARTHLINK HIGH SPEED INTER-
NET. As Low As $14.95/month (for the
first 3 months.) Reliable High Speed
Fiber Optic Technology. Stream Vid-
eos, Music and More! Call Earthlink
Today 1-866-305-7264

SPECTRUM TRIPLE PLAY! TV, In-
ternet & Voice for $99.97/mo. Fastest
Internet. 100 MB per second speed.
Free Primetime on Demand. Unlimited
Voice. NO CONTRACTS. Call 1-855-
659-9619

MISCELLANEQUS

ENJOY 100% Perfectly Tender and
Guaranteed! 20 Main Courses PLUS
get 4 FREE Burgers Order The Butch-
er's Bundle - ONLY $69.99. Call 1-888-
918-7207 mention code:61086SKK or
visit www.omahasteaks.com/dinner540

GIVE THE GIFT OF DELICIOUS OR-
ANGES fresh from the grove! Four
unique varieties. Twenty delicious or-
anges. LIMITED TIME OFFER. Only
$19.99 ( $5.99 s/h per box). Call Hale
Groves  1-855-548-0380. Mention
item #487 and code HMVH-N203 or
visit www. halegroves.com/A12205

HANDS ON THE RIVER MASSAGE,
Geraldine Gardner, LMT, 3422 Penn-
sylvania Ave., Charleston, WV. Call
(304) 541-9139 for an appointment.

ELIMINATE GUTTER CLEANING
FOREVER! LeafFilter, the most ad-
vanced debris-blocking gutter protec-
tion. Schedule a FREE LeafFilter esti-
mate today. 15% off and 0% financing
for those who qualify. PLUS Senior
& Military Discounts. Call 1-844-295-
2840

INVENTORS - FREE INFORMATION
PACKAGE Have your product idea
developed affordably by the Research
& Development pros and presented to
manufacturers. Call 1-877-689-0664
for a Free Idea Starter Guide. Submit
your idea for a free consultation.

Place YOUR statewide ad today any of three easy ways:

Call classifieds at this Newspaper
Or WVPA at 1-800-235-6881 or Visit www.wvpress.org

ASSOCIATION « SERVICES « FOUNDATION

| like to

know
what’s

going

PUZZLE ANJWER/S

oD 3 H(3/4/3|S AHVITIO S/IF|IHAIL

vIiZ2[|S|8|6|L|C|€|9
Lnl}s115l0lvIgs alulvis Jaulololv d3divd3d
ssvilogaulaiuviusMsonvusl |8 €|9|2|V|G|6|F|L pIoj s,Appoy
-sadgtlﬂgdvsj?1vs?aw L1c|6]L]|9|€|8 V|G 21dsay ¢ ‘|e1od '€
sangdvalls) cuomlo nEos T ey Te e[, g2 ISpeAU| 7 BG4 "L
s anvsiaaevesvomm (€11 2(v|8lzls]ols uoin|os
1/O|W 3 viLIO|I | g SIFIN YV JIHIS'V
awoo ol ivislse glglz[e|1]|o]|r|s]e| | SHITHINVHIS
—'-h- Liv|L[9|2|6[E|5 |8 Fi d
ol v vk molslols N3 1T T e g [ 2 (2 o INA US N
S|OIN|O|N A/ ININ|V VININ|IV A vi3lg
cvnolovc ol FTsTs[e(2(v |95 | FAacebook




Page4 The Pocahontas Times—May 7, 2020

AN

Mlarlinton
Mapor’s Corner

By Sam Felton

t my first council
meeting as Mayor in
July 2015, T was

asked the question; “What
are you going to do about di-
lapidated buildings?”

Since then, I have been
asked that same question
more times than I can re-
member. The problem began
with the flood of 1985 and
has only grown worse since
the flood of 1996.

During the last 58 months
of meetings, vacant, aban-
doned and dilapidated prop-
erties have been on more
agendas than any other topic.
Councilmembers will share
complaints they have re-
ceived about trash in areas,
people staying in vacant
structures, or generators run-
ning all night. Pets are left
unattended, straight pipes are
supplying water, abandoned
vehicles are present and the
list goes on. The common
factor with most of these
complaints is a vacant, dilap-
idated or unsafe structure of
some kind.

Rentals have their issues,
but at least for a time they
provide a level of need.
Someone has a place to lie
down and someone is receiv-
ing dollars.

VAD properties are only a
nuisance that suck the value
out of every city block where
they are located.

We know what to do. Why

can’t we do it?

Since August 2015, I have
worked on critical compo-
nents to address the problem.
Meeting with Professor Jesse
Richardson of the WVU
Law Clinic was the begin-
ning of the comprehensive
plan. In April 2016, I at-
tended my first BAD pro-
gram. BAD is Brownfields,
Abandoned and Dilapi-
dated.

In August 2019, this pres-
ent council adopted what
may have been the 20th plan.

On pages 3-6 of the
Town’s Comprehensive
Plan, you will find a section
identified as Housing/Dilap-
idated Buildings. There it
states, “the town has identi-
fied a number of vacant and
dilapidated structures. These
structures are a safety hazard
as they are prone to partial or
complete collapse. Dilapi-
dated structures lower prop-
erty values and can stymie
reinvestment in the commu-
nity.”

The plan says the town of
Marlinton is committed to
addressing abandoned and
dilapidated structures to im-
prove the health, safety and
welfare of the community.

But, are we?

On pages 3-7 of the com-
prehensive plan, concepts to
address abandoned and di-
lapidated structures include
utilizing a statutory lien to

collect on costs for fire de-
bris removal. Utilizing this
statutory provision would
allow the town of Marlinton
to clean up a property that
has been declared a total loss
from a structure fire. If the
property owner is unwilling
to clean up the debris, the
town can place a lien to hold
a portion of the insurance
money.

Vacant properties, even if
not dilapidated, are likely to
become dilapidated if no one
cares for them. The town is
enabled to enact an ordi-
nance that will allow the
town to assess a fee on any
property that meets the statu-
tory definition of “vacant
property or structure.” This
fee is usually an annual fee
that increases each year on
the registry. If a property
owner does not want to pay
the fee, they must work on
the property to ensure it no
longer meets the definition
of being vacant.

You should ask your coun-
cil representative, “Why
won’t you enact such an or-
dinance?”

Pages 3-8, (in part), states:
“While addressing aban-
doned and dilapidated hous-
ing, officials should, at the
same time, try to understand
and analyze the future hous-
ing needs of the community
and plan accordingly.”

Citizens keep asking when
something is going to be
done.

Please don’t ask me any-
more.

Ask your council.

see Mayor pg 13

Peather

April

by Jason Bauserman

pril was cool, cloudy
and wet. The whole
month seemed extra

long with the Covid-19 stay
at home order.

The warm March temper-
atures continued through

month with 6.70 inches. That
is 3.07 inches above normal.
Year to date precipitation is
17.53 inches and that is 3.39
inches above average. Ac-
cording to my records that is
the fourth wettest April.

There was also 2 inches of
snow. Seasonal snowfall
ended wunder 26 inches
and, in my opinion, that
is the lowest ever recorded
for this region.

May is normally the
wettest month of the year av-

eraging just over five
inches.

The cool trend in April
should prevail in May.

P etters to the Editor

Dear Editor;

The term “Hero™ has lately
been thrown around pretty
indiscriminately by some,
too often being used to de-
scribe anyone in uniform.
“Thank you for your service”
is the catchword of the day,
whether that service be in the
heat of battle or at a desk in
the Pentagon.

Years back, the term was
reserved for those who
served heroically in combat,
especially those who gave,
as Abraham Lincoln put it,
“the last full measure of de-
votion.”

And there were so many
who gave their lives in serv-
ice to their country. The Poc-
ahontas Times has run a
weekly feature titled “75
Years Ago” which for the last
two years has been giving
the news week by week
since early 1944 and much
of that news has been about
those who left life and limb
on the battlefields of World
War II.

As we approach the 75th
anniversary of the day that
war ended in Europe V-E
DAY, May 8, 1945, let us re-
member what heroism really
is and resolve as a nation
that, unlike the period of the
last 30 years, we never again
sacrifice young lives in end-
less wars with no clear ob-
jective in sight.

Thanks to The Pocahontas
Times, and Preserving Poca-
hontas for the picture of
young men lined up in front
of the Pocahontas County
Courthouse ready to go to
war in 1942.
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Open letter
To: All Pocahontas County
Teachers

I want to take this oppor-
tunity to recognize, thank,
and show my deepest appre-
ciation to the teachers of
Pocahontas County on this
National Teacher Apprecia-
tion Day.

It has been a very unusual
and stressful time for all of
us, as [ know that you miss
your jobs, your kids, and
your fellow co-workers.
With the school year ending
so abruptly and unconven-
tionally, I know that the end
of the school year will be
anti-climactic and less grat-
ifying than usual. At this
time of year, we usually are
all very excited about the
school year ending and
summer vacations begin-
ning but not so much this
year.

There is so much uncer-
tainly, so much unknown.
Something is missing, and
one of those things missing
is proper closure. We are
left with a kind of empty
feeling.

The anticipation, the
countdown of days until the

end of school, the recogni-
tion ceremonies, the good-
byes, the hugs and the tears.
It is not normal for the year
to end this way.

We are all creatures of
“normal.” We all want to
know what is next. We don’t
like not knowing what is
next.

But with all of that said,
things will get better, and
we will all get back together
again soon with many of the
same issues, viewpoints and
opinions of how to make
things better for our kids.

But let us realize how for-
tunate we are as teachers in
wild and wonderful Poca-
hontas County.

So many of our fellow
citizens are out of work and
have uncertainty about their
future employment. We are
so blessed to know that
when things improve, we
will still have our jobs. We
still have our hope, and we
still have each other.

So, again, I want to thank
all of you for who you are
and what you do for our
kids. I look forward to see-
ing each of you soon.

With much gratitude,
Terrence C. Beam,
Superintendent

a call or a card

On May 14, Harold Crist’ :v
will be turning 96 | "
And since the virus.
won'’t let us mix

He’d love to receive

«
Then social distancing *
won’t seem so hard!
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304-456-4399

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY

The Air National Guard is announcing the availability of and
requesting comments on the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA)

on the potential impacts associated with the modification,
expansion, and utilization of the Evers Military Operations Area
(MOA) in the airspace over portions of Virginia and West Virginia
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high which pushed April
mean temperature to a win
with 436 and  March
mean to 43.3 degrees.

April’s highest tempera-
ture was only 68 degrees on
April 8 and 30. The lowest
temperature was a Kkilling
white frost of 24 degrees on
April 19.

April had seven days at 60
degrees or more.

March had 10 days at 60
degrees or above. March
28 had a record high of 81
degrees and a low at 14 de-
grees.

April was the fourth
coolest in my records.

April had very plentiful
rainfall ~ throughout the
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OUTPATIENT CLINICS

POCAHONTAS

MEMORIAL HOSPITAL

To request an Evers MOA Draft EA/FONSI hard copy by mail or to
submit your written comments, please contact Raman E. Ortiz,
National Guard Bureau, 3501 Fetchet Avenue, Joint Base Andrews
MD 20762-5157 or via email jhanafw.ngb-a4.mbx.a4a-nepa-
comments@mail.mil. To be most useful, comments should be
postmarked by June 5, 2020.

VETERINARY HOSPITAL

is pleased to announce the addition of

PAYTON MANN,; DVM

to our staff!
Dr. Mann is a Pocahontas County native,
a graduate of PCHS and Ohio State University
School of Veterinary Medicine.
She will be working at both locations.

MARLINTON OFFICE * 304-799~6181
410 Second Avenue, in Humane Society Building
Mon. 9 am.-4p.m.*Wed. 10 a.m. -3 p.m.
FRANKFORD OFFKE * 304-497-3409
21287 Seneca Trail North
Mon., Wed., Fri. 8 a.m. - 5:30 p.m.

Tues. and Thurs. 8 a.m. - 7:30 p.m.

CALL TODAY FOR AN APPOINTMENT!
JULIE GIBSON, DVM - STACY TAWNEY, DVM

Committed to excellence in community-based
healthcare, keeping YOU close to home.

Behavioral Health Clinic ® 304-799-1075
Monday - Friday 8 a.m. - 4:30 p.m. at Soriano Office Building

-

Tues. and Thurs. 9 a.m. - 3:30 p.m. at Cass Road
Providing physical, occupational and speech therapies, dry needling

. J Providing therapy, medication management and treatment for geriatrics
% Rehabilitation Services ® 304-799-1015
Home, Farm & Garden ||| ve- iy« o

Tap into a diverse market of
local readers when you and cardiac rehab services

advertise in this special Wound Care Clinic ® 304-799-7400

Every Wednesday at PMH
Providing chronic wound management, treatment for ulcers, burns,

supplement.

Promoting your products and services
alongside articles that address aspects skin lesions and more
of home improvement, farming and

gardening guarantees you the chance

Infusion Clinic ® 304-799-7400

Open daily at PMH
IV therapies, blood and medical transfusions, allergy i

to open your door to new business.
So, go ahead and place an ad that will
hammer home your valuable services

in the minds of potential customers.

Rural Heath Clinic
304-799-6200
Sunday - Friday 8:30 a.m. - 6:30 p.m

Emergency
Department

NEW Advertising deadline: Tuesday, May 12
NEW Publication Date: Thursday, May 21
Call Sunny Given today at 304-799-4973 to reserve your space!

Open 24 hours a day

A Special Supplement To The Pocahontas Times
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PMH to welcome new
pulmonologist/sleep physician

ocahontas Memorial
PHospital is pleased to

announce that Pul-
monary Specialist Richard
R. Durham, DO, FCCP, will
join the staff at PMH July 1.
Dr. Durham will lead the
brand new Pulmonary Clinic
to be constructed on the hos-
pital site.

Dr. Durham received his
medical degree from the
West Virginia School of Os-
teopathic Medicine in 1988.
He also completed an Inter-
nal Medicine Program at the
University of Virginia. He
has the distinction of being
the second Osteopathic
Physician to complete this
program and was the first
Osteopathic Physician to
complete a Fellowship in
Pulmonary Medicine, spon-
sored by UVA.

Dr. Durham is a native of
Hurricane; while his wife is
anative of Lewisburg. After
working several years in
Kinston, North Carolina;
Lewisburg; and Salem, Vir-
ginia; Dr. Durham retured
to Lewisburg to practice Pul-
monary and Sleep Medicine
there.

Dr. Durham looks forward
to starting his new practice at
Pocahontas Memorial Hos-
pital and sees it as a good fit.

“It comforts me to be able
to help patients with pul-
monary and sleep issues,” he
said. “PMH has in place the
basic tools that are needed to
care for the patients I typi-

cally see.”

Dr. Durham will diagnose
and provide treatment for pa-
tients with lung disease and
airway disorders such as
COPD, asthma, chronic lung
infections, respiratory failure
and lung cancer. In addition,
he will provide treatment for
patients with sleep disorders.

“We feel extremely fortu-
nate to have Dr. Durham join
our PMH family in July,”
PMH CEO Mary Beth Barr
said.  “Our Community
Health Needs Assessment
identified the need for access
to care for specialty clinics

like pulmonology. We are
excited to expand our out-pa-
tient pulmonology services
and meet the needs of our
residents in Pocahontas
County.”

For information or sched-
uling, please contact us at
304-799-7400  extension
1118. Pocahontas Memorial
Hospital is a Critical Access
Hospital located in Buckeye,
West Virginia, with a diverse
range of services including a
federally designated Rural
Health Clinic, Behavioral
Health Clinic and an off-site
Rehabilitation services.

Marlinton
Mapor’'s Corner

By Sam Felton

Talking trash  Take it or
leave it.

TRASH is always a prob-
lem.

Two weeks ago, I wrote
about vacant/abandoned/di-
lapidated properties which
really dealt with trash people
leave behind.

This week, I begin by
complaining about the trash
people try to get rid of.

Dumpsters are for house-
hold garbage only. Last
week, several dumpsters
were full of items that are not
allowed to be disposed of in
dumpsters.

Building materials, tires,
water tanks, appliances or
metals cannot be disposed of
in dumpsters.

When these items are
found in dumpsters, the crew

Extension Service

Pocahontas County

V\)%stVnrgimaUmvemgr.

Greg Hamons, Luci Mosesso, Connie Burns
You Can Count On Us! 304-799-4852 9@

WVU Extension Service
is seeking sponsors for ““4-
H Camp in a Box” T-shirts.
Interested in supporting this
project? Checks for $50,
made payable to Pocahontas
County 4-H Leaders Associ-
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ation, can be mailed to WVU
Extension, 900-E 10th Av-
enue, Marlinton, WV 25954
or put in the drop box at the
main entrance of the court-
house by Friday, May 22.

Wow Open!

Mon. - Fri. 9 am.-5 p.m.
Sat. 10 am. -2 p.m.
For everyone’s protection,
please wear a mask.

DebAun’s
Fabics

your sewing neeas/
ill Street, Hillsboro

has to remove them and do
what the owner should have
done. They place the items
beside the dumpsters and call
the town office and ask for a
special pickup for a nominal
fee.

As always, thanks for your
cooperation.

L etter to the Editor

Dear Editor;

Those in Pocahontas
County who remember me
might like to know that
when V-E Day happened, I
was the oldest child in the
village school in Somerset
[England]  where  my
mother, my sister and I
spent the last years of World
War II.

I was allowed to read the

Community

EVENTS

Opening Day for Poca-
hontas County Farmers
Markets Green Bank,
Wednesday, June 3, 3 to 6
p.m. at the Green Bank Sen-
ior Center parking lot; and
Linwood, Friday, June 5, 3 to
6 p.m. at the Linwood Alive
Pavilion. Marlinton market
will be open Saturdays from
8 a.m. to noon at the Marlin-
ton Mini-Park, First Avenue
opening date to be deter-
mined. Social distancing
rules will be observed at all
location sites.

MEETINGS

Pocahontas County Solid
Waste Authority, regular
meeting by teleconference,
Wednesday, May 27, 7 p.m.
Instructions for joining the
teleconference will be avail-
able May 27 by calling 304-
799-6262 before 4:30 p.m. or
on the PCSWA’s website at
pocahontascountyswa.yola-
site.com.

Allegheny Post 117, Tues-
day, June 2, 6 p.m. at the Ar-
bovale Community Building.
All members are encouraged
to attend.

Alcoholics Anonymous,
Marlinton Group, Open Big
Book/Step meeting, Sun-
days, 3 p.m. and Wednes-
days, 7:30 p.m. at Marlinton
Presbyterian Church ramp
entrance. Facility is handi-
capped accessible.

There will not be a
Memorial Day Service
at the
Beaver Creek Cemetery

Donations for the upkeep may be sent to:
Nancy Smithson
641 Violet Road
Marlinton, WV 24954

) FREE |
NEWSPRINT!.

The Pocahontas Times has old newsprint
for reuse - it is great for lots of things:
« Garden Mulching - Weed Control
» Cleaning Windows and Grills
« Shelf/Drawer Liner - Cat Litter Boxes
*Moving and Storage « Fire Starter

and more!

Call our office at 304-799-4973.
We’ll have it ready for pickup
at our back door.
Open Monday - Friday 9 a.m. - 5 p.m.

lesson for the Thanksgiving
Service.

Somerset has rolling hills
like Pocahontas County and
a village hall like the one in
Arbovale, so the county al-
ways reminded me of that
happy moment.

The Christmas parties
were like the ones at the
Methodist church in Arbo-
vale.

I hope Harold Crist has a
great 96th birthday, and I
am grateful to all the Amer-
ican servicemen who helped
keep me safe in World War
II.

I hope it was repaid by the
volunteer work I did when
my family lived in Pocahon-
tas County.

Rosemary Balister

Florence, South Carolina

Calendar

PUBLIC NOTICES
Town of Hillsboro Com-
munity Yard Sale scheduled
for June 6 has been canceled.
Cass Homecoming sche-
duled for June 19,20 and 21
has been canceled. The event
may be rescheduled later in
the year, as the COVID-19
situation changes.
Pocahontas Cooperative
Parish Food Panty, located
at 925 Tenth Avenue in Mar-
linton, is open first through
fourth Thursdays every
month from 9 a.m. to noon.
Donations are appreciated
and may be dropped off at
the pantry or mailed to Poca-
hontas Cooperative Parish
Food Pantry, PO Box 35,
Marlinton, WV 24954
Family Resource Net-
work, in cooperation with
the Pocahontas County
Commission, has launched a
Corona Virus Relief Fund
to help meet needs in the
community. Make checks
payable to the Pocahontas
County Family Resource
Network (PCFRN) and de-
posit at Pendleton Commu-
nity Bank or mail to PO Box
3, Marlinton, WV 24954.
Mountain Transit Au-

thority is offering grocery
drop off service for the dis-
abled and elderly. Contact
the store of your choice to
pre-arrange and pre-pay, then
call MTA and one of their
drivers will pick up and drop
off your groceries at your
front door. MTA will provide
this service throughout the
COVID-19 outbreak. Call
304-872- 5872 for more de-
tails.

CHURCH NOTICES

New Vision Praise and
Worship, Praise and Wor-
ship 10 a.m., Sunday School
11 a.m., Praise and Worship
6 p.m., Preaching 7 p.m.

Marlinton First Church
of the Nazarene, worship
service Sundays at 10:30
a.m.

New Hope Lutheran
Minnehaha Springs, Park-
ing Lot service Sunday at
4 p.m. and online at moun
tainlutheranparish.org.

Marlinton Presbyterian
Church morning worship
8:30 a.m. Sunday via confer-
ence call. To join in, email
heyoka24l @msn.com or
call 304-553-4969 for phone
number and access code.

GILARDI TAX SERVICES
1346 Thornwood Road, Bartow, WV 24920

304-456-4787 gilarditaxservices@live.com
Monday - Sunday by appointment only

Let your Tax Professional help! Choose
how to receive your refund - by direct
deposit, cashier’s check, Fast
Cash Advance or Walmart Money Card! UP FRONT
Monthly/Quarterly Reports Preparation
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New Accounts Welcome!

More than 30 years’ experience.
References available.

IN“

PAY s0

TAX PREP

| Akt e mrinrmaneas |

&

77} SOUTHERN STATES

Farmer owned since 1923

For the health
and safety of our
employees and

customers
Limit ONE person in the
greenhouse at a time.
Limit TWO people in our
showroom at a time. One
family member only,
please. Strictly enforced.
Thank you for your
cooperation!

CURBSIDE SERVICE IS
AVAILABLE

Call in your order to
304-799-6523 for

faster service!

¥ 304-653-4150

KEEP UP YOURIMMUNITY

Stay on the wellness track, naturally!
« Sambucol Elderberry Immune Defense
« Vitamin C « Zinc and more
Temporary hours: Noon - § p.m. | Seree
Closed Sunday and Thursday |

Curbside service! Order by phone or email: ‘
edithsstore@gmail.com
Call us with your special requests —
WE SHIP ANYWHERE!

Friendly, knowledgeable,
dependable service since 1986.

EDITH'S

HEALTH & SPECIALTY

STORE

7 4 EASY PARKING
1035 East Washington Street « Lewisburg 304-645-7998

Marlinton Co-op 719 Third Avenve
Marlinton, WV « 304-799-6523

Locally owned and operated
WWW.SOUTHERNSTATES.COM

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY

The Air National Guard is announcing the availability of and
requesting comments on the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA)
on the potential impacts associated with the modification,
expansion, and utilization of the Evers Military Operations Area
(MOA) in the airspace over portions of Virginia and West Virginia
to accommodate the training requirements of the 113th Wing of
the District of Columbia Air National Guard. The Draft EA and Draft
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) are available for 30-day
review and download at www.113wg.ang.af.mil/EversMOA
or www.wv.ng.mil/evers-moa; and at the following libraries if
they become open to the public when closures related to COVID-
19 are lifted:

» Elkins-Randolph County Library, Elkins, WV

+ Highland County Public Library, Monterey, VA

» McClintic Library, Marlinton, WV

» Greenbrier County Public Library, Lewisburg, WV

To request an Evers MOA Draft EA/FONSI hard copy by mail or to
submit your written comments, please contact Ramon E. Ortiz,
National Guard Bureau, 3501 Fetchet Avenue, Joint Base Andrews
MD 20762-5157 or via email usaf.jbanafw.ngb-a4.mbx.a4a-
nepa-comments@mail.mil. To be most useful, comments

should be postmarked by June 10, 2020.




sheriff’s report

Bath County

e April 26 — Deputy McRoberts as-
sisted a person with speaking to mag-
istrate.

* April 26 — Lt. Grimm responded to
a report of livestock in the roadway.

* April 27 — Capt. Weaver responded
to a report of an attempted breaking and
entering at a business.

e April 27 — Deputy Randozzo re-
sponded to a report of a suspicious person
in Millboro.

* April 28 — Sheriff Plecker respond-
ed to a report of a suspicious person in
Millboro.

* April 28 — Deputy Bryan responded
to conduct a well-being check in Hot
Springs.

* April 28 — Bryan and Deputy Altizer
responded to a report of an accident in-
volving a deer in Hot Springs.

e April 29 — Grimm and Deputy Al-
tizer conducted a traffic stop in Millboro.

e April 29 — Altizer arrested Vastal
Patel for driving under the influence and
he was transported to Alleghany Regional
Jail.

* April 29 — Sgt. Smith responded to
a report of a tree blocking the roadway
in Hot Springs.

e April 30 — Sgt. Knick responded to
a report of a tree blocking the roadway
in Millboro.

e April 30 — McRoberts responded
to a report of a dispute in Williamsville.

* April 30 — McRoberts responded to
a report of a larceny in Millboro.

*May 1 — Bryan and Altizer respond-
ed to a report of debris in the roadway
causing a traffic hazard in Hot Springs.

e May 1 — Bryan, Randozzo, and
Altizer responded to a report of a vehicle
crash involving a dog in Millboro.

*May 2 — Deputy D. Smith responded
to areport of a vehicle crash in Millboro.

e May 2 — Altizer spoke with an
individual in reference to a civil matter.

e May 2 — Bryan and Altizer re-
sponded to a report of a domestic dispute
in Millboro.

* May 2 — Bryan responded to a report
of a vehicle sitting in the roadway with an
unresponsive driver in Healing Springs.
Major Bryan and D. Smith assisted. Dep-
uty Bryan arrested Shane Lamar Coles
for driving under the influence of drugs,
possession of marijuana, possession of
schedule I or II drugs, and driving while
revoked. He was transported to Alleghany
Regional Jail.

Highland County

e April 28 — Officer responded to a
domestic situation, Mill Gap Road.

 April 29 — Officers responded to a
domestic situation, Airport Terrace Road.

* April 29 — Officer responded to
a report of a reckless driver, Potomac
River Road.

e April 29 — Officer took individual
into custody for assault.

e April 29 — Officer assisted an in-
dividual on a public relations call, Rich
Hills Road.

e April 30 — Officer responded to a
domestic animal complaint, Center Lane.

* May 1 — Officer responded to a
medical emergency, Jackson River Road.

e May 1 — Officer responded to a

security alarm, Bullpasture River Road.

e May 1 — Officer responded to a
disturbance, Riverbend Road.

e May 2 — Officer responded to prop-
erty dispute, Hevener Farm Drive.

e May 4 — Officer responded to a
domestic animal complaint, Myers-Moon
Road.

e May 4 — Officer responded to a
report of destruction of property, The
Pines Road.

e May 4 — Officer responded to a
disturbance, The Pines Road.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

PROPOSED REVISIONS TO THE
HIGHLAND COUNTY SOLID WASTE ORDINANCE

The Highland County Board of Supervisors will hold a Public Hearing for the
purpose of considering revisions to the Highland County Solid Waste Ordinance on
Wednesday, May 20, 2020 at 7:30 p.m. in the Highland Modular Conference Center
on Spruce Street, Monterey, Virginia.
The purpose of the proposed revisions is to remove Virginia Code Sections that have
been repealed and to update definitions and references for older and disabled persons.
A copy of the full text of the proposed revisions is on file and available from Roberta
A. Lambert, Highland County Administrator, in the Highland County Courthouse,
Main Street, Monterey, Virginia or by emailing hcboard@htcnet.org. The public
will be able to access the meeting electronically. Conference call and Google Meet
information will be provided prior to the meeting.

HIGHLAND COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

TRUSTEE’S SALE
OF RT. 42, BOX 41, MILLBORO, VA 24460

In execution of a Deed of Trust in the original principal amount of $30,000.00, with an
annual interest rate of 8.700000% dated June 14, 2007, recorded among the land records
of the Circuit Court for the County of Bath as Deed Instrument Number 070000554, the
undersigned appointed Substitute Trustee will offer for sale at public auction all that prop-

erty located in the County of Bath, on the courthouse steps at the front of the Circuit Court

building for the County of Bath located at Court House Hill, Warm Springs, Virginia on

June 1, 2020 at 3:00 PM, the property with improvements to wit: Tax Map No. 97-42 and
97-45 THIS COMMUNICATION IS FROM A DEBT COLLECTOR. TERMS OF SALE:
ALL CASH. A bidder’s deposit of 10% of the sale price, will be required in cash, certified or
cashier’s check. Settlement within fifteen (15) days of sale, otherwise Trustees may forfeit

deposit. Additional terms to be announced at sale. Loan type: Conventional. Reference
Number 20-287310. PROFESSIONAL FORECLOSURE CORPORATION OF VIRGIN-
IA, Substitute Trustees, C/O SHAPIRO & BROWN, LLP, 10021 Balls Ford Road, Suite 200,
Manassas, Virginia 20109 (703) 449-5800. Publication Dates: May 8 and 15, 2020

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY

The Air National Guard is announcing the availability of and requesting comments on the Draft
Environmental Assessment (EA) on the potential impacts associated with the modification,
expansion, and utilization of the Evers Military Operations Area (MOA) in the airspace over
portions of Virginia and West Virginia to accommodate the training requirements of the 113th
Wing of the District of Columbia Air National Guard. The Draft EA and Draft Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) are available for 30-day review and download at www.113wg.ang.
af.mil/EversMOA or www.wv.ng.mil/evers-moa; and at the following libraries if they become
open to the public when closures related to COVID- 19 are lifted:

+ Elkins-Randolph County Library, Elkins, WV

« Highland County Public Library, Monterey, VA

« Pocahontas County Library, Marlinton, WV

o Greenbrier County Public Library, Lewisburg, WV

To request an Evers MOA Draft EA/FONSI hard copy by mail or to submit your written
comments, please contact Ramon E. Ortiz, National Guard Bureau, 3501 Fetchet Avenue,
Joint Base Andrews MD 20762-5157 or via email jbanafw.ngb-a4.mbx.a4a-nepa-comments@
mail.mil. To be most useful, comments should be postmarked by June 5, 2020.

PUBLIC NOTICE

STATE WATER CONTROL BOARD

An enforcement action has been proposed for American Hardwood
Industries, LLC (AHI) for violations at the Warm Springs Mill and at
the Lexington Mill. The State Water Control Board proposes to issue
a consent order with penalty and injunctive relief to AHI to address
noncompliance with State Water Control Law. A description of the
proposed action is available at the DEQ office named below or on-
line at www.deq.virginia.gov. Eric Millard will accept comments by
e-mail (eric.millard@deq.virginia.gov), fax (540-574-7878) or postal
mail (DEQ, Valley Regional Office, 4411 Early Road, P.O. Box 3000,
Harrisonburg, Virginia, 22801) from May 11, 2020 to June 10, 2020.

PUBLIC NOTICE

The Bath County Board of Supervisors will meet on May 12, 2020 at 6:00 p.m., or soon there-
after, at the Bath County High School Auditorium located at 464 Charger Lane, Hot Springs,
VA 24445 to receive public input on, discuss, and consider amending Section 15 of the Bath
County Code.

The proposed amendment provides a procedure for refunding erroneously paid taxes. A
complete copy of proposed amendment is available on the Bath County website www.bath-
countyva.org.

Please address all correspondence to: Bath County Administration, PO Box 309, Warm
Springs, Virginia 24484. For more information, contact Bath County Administration by call-
ing (540) 839-7221, or toll free for residents outside the local calling area at (888) 823-1710.
Comments can also be submitted to publiccomment@bathcountyva.org.

Bath County intends to comply with the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act.
Should you need special assistance or accommodations in order to participate in the public hear-
ing, please contact County Administration at least two work days prior to the hearing.

The Recorder, Thursday, May 7, 2020 — page 29




Education work group to help guide process for reopening schools

RICHMOND — This week, Gov.
Ralph Northam announced a set of edu-
cation stakeholders participating in the
Commonwealth’s COVID-19 Education
Work Group to help chart a path forward
for determining how schools can safely
reopen later this year.

The group is comprised of representa-
tives from Virginia’s public and private
early childhood, K-12, and higher edu-
cation systems, and includes teachers,
superintendents, parents, college presi-
dents, state agency personnel, special
education advocates, museum directors,
and student perspectives.

This variety of education stakehold-
ers represents the whole of Virginia’s
education system and they come from
every region of the commonwealth.

Secretary of Education Atif Qarni
formed the work group and chaired its

first meeting on April 23. Since then,
the group has been focused on devel-
oping recommendations to align poli-
cies throughout the Commonwealth’s
preK-20 education system and ensure
continuity of learning.

“I am deeply grateful for Virginia’s
educators, administrators, school nutri-
tion workers, support staff, parents, and
students for the ways they have adapted
to new learning environments over the
past two months,” Northam said. “As
we make decisions about the path for-
ward, this panel will help ensure that
we are best supporting rural students,
English language learners, students of
color, and students with special needs.
School closures have been necessary to
protect health and safety, but lost class
time has a disproportionate impact on
Virginia’s most vulnerable and economi-

cally disadvantaged students. That’s
why equity will remain at the forefront
as we determine when and how we can
safely and responsibly return to in-
person learning.”

The group is chaired by Qarni, and
staffed by Deputy Secretary Education
Fran Bradford, State Council of Higher
Education Director Peter Blake, and
State Superintendent of Public Instruc-
tion Dr. James Lane. These four individ-
uals comprise the steering committee for
the COVID-19 Education Work Group.

“As we begin to think about how
Virginia’s education system can oper-
ate in the summer and fall, it is crucial
that we have the advice of a diverse,

thoughtful group of education leaders,”
said Qarni. “This group will use their
expertise to guide our approach and help
ensure that all voices are heard and all
recommendations are made through the
lens of equity.”

After guidance is developed, the
group will transition to focus on long-
term recovery plans to include address-
ing learning gaps and social emotional
needs of students resulting from school
closures.

In the coming weeks, Northam will
outline a roadmap for Virginia schools,
colleges, and universities to return to
in-person learning.

Falling icicles kill about 100 people per year in Russia.

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY

The Air National Guard is announcing the availability of and requesting comments on the Draft
Environmental Assessment (EA) on the potential impacts associated with the modification,
expansion, and utilization of the Evers Military Operations Area (MOA) in the airspace over
portions of Virginia and West Virginia to accommodate the training requirements of the 113th
Wing of the District of Columbia Air National Guard. The Draft EA and Draft Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) are available for 30-day review and download at www.113wg.ang.
af.mil/EversMOA or www.wv.ng.mil/evers-moa; and at the following libraries if they become
open to the public when closures related to COVID- 19 are lifted:

« Elkins-Randolph County Library, Elkins, WV

« Highland County Public Library, Monterey, VA

« Pocahontas County Library, Marlinton, WV

« Greenbrier County Public Library, Lewisburg, WV

To request an Evers MOA Draft EA/FONSI hard copy by mail or to submit your written
comments, please contact Ramoén E. Ortiz, National Guard Bureau, 3501 Fetchet Avenue, Joint
Base Andrews MD 20762-5157 or via email usaf.jbanafw.ngb-a4.mbx.a4a-nepa-comments@
mail.mil. To be most useful, comments should be postmarked by June 10, 2020.

Largest selection of
wood, gas, pellet stoves
and fireplaces
in Virginia. Over 100
models on display plus

all your accessory needs.

Stove and
Fireplace Center
Since 1977

FRESH

Open Monday - Saturday 9-5

Route 33 East, | block off [-81
1-800-205-9181
www.acmestoveco.com

Estates & Country Properties Inc.
12187 Sam Snead Highway, Warm Springs, Va 24484

245 W Main Street, Covington, Va 24426

(540) 839-3101 + Fax 997-1445 » fresh @cfiw com

TRUSTEE’S SALE

of RT. 42, BOX 41, MILLBORO, VA 24460

In execution of a Deed of Trust in the original principal amount of
$30,000.00, with an annual interest rate of 8.700000% dated June 14,
2007, recorded among the land records of the Circuit Court for the
County of Bath as Deed Instrument Number 070000554, the under-
signed appointed Substitute Trustee will offer for sale at public auction
all that property located in the County of Bath, on the courthouse
steps at the front of the Circuit Court building for the County of Bath
located at Court House Hill, Warm Springs, Virginia on June 22, 2020
at 3:00 PM, the property with improvements to wit:

Tax Map No. 97-42 and 97-45
THIS COMMUNICATION IS FROM A DEBT COLLECTOR.

TERMS OF SALE: ALL CASH. A bidder’s deposit of 10% of the sale
price, will be required in cash, certified or cashier’s check. Settlement
within fifteen (15) days of sale, otherwise Trustees may forfeit deposit.
Additional terms to be announced at sale. Loan type: Conventional.
Reference Number 20-287310.

PROFESSIONAL FORECLOSURE CORPORATION OF VIRGINIA,
Substitute Trustees, C/O SHAPIRO & BROWN, LLP, 10021 Balls Ford
Road, Suite 200, Manassas, Virginia 20109 (703) 449-5800.

LARRY FRESH, BROKER, (540) 997-5219, fresh@cfw.com
TERRY KERSHNER, ASSOCIATE BROKER, (540) 839-5191, kersh@tds net

Serving the Highlands since 1981 ... always available, always professional.

See our website for a complete listing of our Residential and Commercial Real Estate!

WWW.FRESHESTATES .COM

HAROLD HIGGINS, AGENT

(540) 962-8065, higginsh@ntelos.net
BARRY CALVERT, AGENT

(540) 969-9606, bgcalvert@ntelos.net

JIM GARCIA, AGENT

(540) 691-5812, standardp@aol.com
MAGGIE PERDUE, AGENT

(540) 968-3069, perduemagnolia@gmail com
TANNER SEAY, AGENT

(540) 968-3921, dtseay94(@gmail.com
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Public Comment Adjudication Matrix and Individual Comment Letters



Evers Draft EA Comments Received from the Notice of Availability Public Comment Period
Response Approach Provided for Discussion with ANG.

20-Jul-20
Comment No.]| Commenter Date Comment Response Response Approach NGB A3 response to TT NGB Ad response to TT
1[Athanason 5/17/2020| Opposes the proposed action over Highland County indluding the disruption of Please refer to Section 3.2 on the noise assessment and Section 1.5 on air quality. Refer to EA text on noise assessment | Concur with approach Concur
<unreadable script> in otherwise pristine land with no current air pollution. and air quality. Clarify that the
[The Proposed Action to conduct flights at 1 000 ft AGL floor over the north part of Highland County would be no change from|proposed action to conduct flights at
existing conditions that have been in operation for more than 20 years. The proposed Evers Low MOA would extend into [1 000 ft AGL floor over Highland
Hyland County along the western edge by another 0-15% of the county. County would be no change from
existing conditions that have been in
The proposed action would spread the noise effects from existing air operations in the north portion of the county to the |operation for more than 20 years.
[west and southwest portions of the county and the new area will only see new aircraft 1000 ft and above. Overall sound
levels from aircraft operations under the Proposed Action would ot exceed 65 dBA DNL and would be compatible with all  [The proposed action would
land uses. redistribute the existing air
operations in the NE portion of the
county - to the W and SW portions of
the county.
2[Vinson 6/2/2020[How does the proposed action protect the National Radio Quiet Zone? Please refer to Section 3.1.2.7 on the Green Bank Observatory and National Radio Quite Zone. Refer to EA text on GBO. Concur with approach Concur
3[Denver 6/9/2020[The Highland County Tourism Council is concerned about the impact of increased low |Please refer to Section 3.2 on the noise assessment. Refer to EA text on noise assessment. |Mostly concur with the approach. The current | Concur with A3, Address MTR issue.
level flights on the tourism business in the county. The serenity of the county attract Clarify that the proposed action to  [Evers MOA covers the north half of Hyland County.
visitors to get away from the noise hustle and bustle of the urban areas andto  |The Proposed Action to conduct flights at 1000 ft AGL floor over the north part of Highland County would be no change from|conduct flights at 1000 ft AGLfloor  |The proposed Evers Low will extend into Hyland
observe the wildiife in the area especially bird watching. We do welcome the existing conditions that have been in operation for more than 20 years. The proposed Evers Low MOA would extend into [over Highland County would be no |County along the western edge by about another
limiting of flights on nights and weekends we do not support an increase in flights  [Hyland County along the western edge by another 0-15% of the county. change from existing conditions. 10-15% of the county. Soyes there will be
during the day. additional areas in Hyland County that will see
The proposed action would spread the noise effects from existing air operations in the north portion of the county to the  |The overall sound levels would be  [Evers aircraft. The rest of the response approach is
[west and southwest portions of the county and the new area will only see new aircraft 1000 ft and above. Overall sound | we I below level that are completely [sound. The current portion of Hyland County under
levels from aircraft operations under the Proposed Action would not exceed 65 dBA DNL and would be compatible with all  [compatible with recreational land ~ |Evers MOA will see a reduction in aircraft
land uses. uses. On average individuals would [operations and the new area will only see new
be exposed to approximately one loudfaircraft 1 000 ft and above - "overall sound levels
overflight every ten days - which  [are compatible blah blah blah"
(would primarily occur M-F with none
between 10 pm and 7 am.
|English 6/9/2020[As a resident of Bath County | strongly oppose the proposed Evers military [There have been no recorded mishaps within the charted Evers MOA. There was one aircraft crash in 2014 but it was flying |Add text in mishaps section regarding|Concur. Point out that there have been no Concur with A3, Clarify occurrence
operations area expansion. The commenter referenced a fatal jet accident due to  [from one airport to another when the pilot suffered a medical condition (hypoxia) and crashed. It was not related toany  [the incident of a military aircraft in ~ |recorded mishaps within the charted Evers MOA.  [and use of MTRs
exercises (without further information). aircraft airspace training or low-level flight activity that currently occurs along the MTRs. transit between New Orleansand  |There was one aircraft crash in 2014 but it was
Boston when it crashed in the simply flying from one airport to another when the
Shenandoah Valley in 2014. pilot suffered a medical condition (hypoxia) and
crashed. It was not related at all to any aircraft
airspace training or low-level light activity that
currently occurs along the MTRs.
5[Henning 6/9/2020Concerned that a proposed industrial wind farm at 372 42' 23 N /792 43' 00 W poses a| Apex Clean Energy has coordinated with DoD to avoid potential impacts to airspace. The proposed wind farm has been [Add text and references to clarify  |Concur Concur and ADD to Cumulative
very real risk to military flights. Strongly suggest that all avenues possible be used ~|added to Section 4.0 Cumulative Effects. that coordination has been conducted| Effects Section
o stop the creation of the wind farm. with DD to avoid potential impacts
to airspace.
6[swecker 6/2/2020[The Highland County Chamber of Commerce continues to hold serious concerns for _|Please refer to Section 3.2 on the noise assessment. Refer to EA text on noise assessment. |Mostly concur with the approach. This one also
local businesses and individuals regarding an increase i low flying aircraft Clarify that the proposed action to  [focuses on existing low-level military flights. We
particularly regarding our agricultural sector. As stated before we have had reports [The Proposed Action to conduct flights at 1000 ft AGL floor over the north part of Highland County would be no change from| conduct flights at 1000 ft AGL floor ~ [need to spell out that there are existing MTRs in
of low-flying jets causing major disruption to horse cattle and poultry operations in [existing conditions that have been in operation for more than 20 years. The proposed Evers Low MOA would extend into  |over Highland County would be no  [Hyland County. Many of them have airspace floors
our county due to the sudden loud noise. The safety and well-being of our community [Hyland County along the western edge by another 0-15% of the county. change from existing conditions that [well below 1 000ft AGL - for example IR-714 is down
s of upmost importance to us. We are appreciative of your outlets for providing have been in operation for more than|to the surface through Hyland County. These MTRs
feedback about aircraft noise which we plan to share with our members and other  |The proposed action would spread the noise effects from existing air operations in the north portion of the county to the |20 years. belong to other units like the Navy base in NAS
areas of the public. In order to help the public prepare and be aware we welcome  [west and southwest portions of the county and the new area will only see new aircraft 1000 ft AGL and above. Overall Oceana VA. These MTRs are completely separate
any additional info about flight patterns and frequency in relation to Highland sound levels from aircraft operations under the Proposed Action would not exceed 65 dBA DNL and would be compatible  [Maybe add a quick assessment of the |from our airspace proposal and the people will
County. with all land uses. number of individual in each area of - [continue to see aircraft flying low-level along these
the county? MTRs. Our Evers MOA aircraft w Il remain 1000ft
There are existing MTRs in Hyland County with airspace floors below 1000 ft AGL Aircraft flying low-level training along and above.
these MTRs are conducted separately from this airspace proposal. Aircraft operating under the Proposed Action would
remain 1000 ft AGL and above.
7[king 6/3/2020[Requested that the number of fly overs not be increased. They have experienced Please refer to Section 3.1.2.3 Military Training Routes. The flyovers referenced in the comment are outside the proposed |Note that the commenter residence i Mostly concur with the approach. Want to ensure |NON-CONCUR - This is a MTR issue
[what seems like almost a daily fly over directly above their home & property in [airspace and are attributable to MTR activities that are conducted separately from this airspace proposal. Aircraft outside the proposed airspace and  [that they are aware that the response saying and should be acknowledged more
Burnsville VA since 2001. It's normally at least three jets that pass over sometimes [operating under the Proposed Action would remain 1000 ft AGL and above. the reference to flyovers may be  [aircraft in airspace per square mile will decrease is |clearly in the MTR section. Mishap
doing a roll as they go. The fly overs cause significant disruption. The commenter attributable to MTR operations. Add [only attributable to those operations within the  [addressed in the appropriate section.
referred to an unfortunate accident that claimed the life of one of the pilots. We saw [As outlined in Section 3.1.2.3 there is existing military air traffic on MTRs throughout the areas beneath the existing and  [text in mishaps section regarding the [existing Evers MOA space. All operations within
them fly over and heard the tremendous crash when it occurred. proposed Evers MOAs. These air operations are both lower to the ground more frequent and along designated routes.  [incident of a military aircraft in the MTRs will continue and are not considered nor
[These activities are not under the direct control of the NGB and would not change under the Proposed Action. transit between New Orleansand  |are a part of this activity.
Boston when it crashed in the
There have been no recorded mishaps within the charted Evers MOA. There was one aircraft crash in 2014 but it was flying |Shenandoah Valley in 2014.
rom one airport to another when the pilot suffered a medical condition (hypoia) and crashed. It was not related to any
aircraft airspace training or low-level flight activity that currently occurs along the MTRs. The time of aircraft in the airspace
per square mile would decrease from
23 minutes each year the existing
MOA to less than 5 minutes each
year over the proposed MOAs.
8[stonewall 6/5/2020|1 am in full support of expanding the Evers MOA boundary. Stated that the proposed |Apex Clean Energy has coordinated with DoD to avoid potential impacts to airspace. The proposed wind farm has been _[Add text and references to darify _|Concur Concur and ADD to Cumulative

[windturbine farm known as Rocky Forge poses risks to military personnel and
operations.

added to Section 4.0 Cumulative Effects.

that coordination has been conducted|
with DD to avoid potential impacts
to airspace.

Effects Section




oftrible 5/26/2020]] reside near Blue Grass Virginia. | am not opposed to the EVERS MOA or it's Please refer to Section 2.2 Proposed Action. The charted use of the proposed airspace would be sunrise to sunset and Refer to EA text on NOTAM. Clarify |Same as above. The reference to already seeing _|Concur with first paragraph. Non-
expansion as long as military operators do not loiter over a specific area for lengthy [othertimes by NOTAM. that the proposed action to conduct |low-level aircraft is attributable to MTRs and they |concur with 2nd paragraph. Address
periods do not descend below the floor of the MOA and military operators indicate fights at 1000 ft AGL floor over Blue |will continue to see those. MTR issue same as above.
[via NOTAM or other means when the MOA wi | be hot. There have been a few [The Proposed Action to conduct flights at 1000 ft AGL floor over Blue Grass VA would be no change from existing conditions |Grass VA would be no change from
occasions during the last 26 years when military aircraft have clearly flown below  [that have been in operation for more than 20 years. existing conditions that have been in
the floor of the MOA above my home. operation for more than 20 years.
Please refer to Section 3.1.2.3 Military Training Routes. The reference to low-level aircraft is attr butable to MTR activities
that are conducted separately from this airspace proposal. Aircraft operating under the Proposed Action would remain  |The time of aircraft in the airspace
1000 ft AGLand above. per square mile would decrease from
23 minutes each year the existing
[As outlined in Section 3.1.2.3 there s existing military air traffic on MTRs throughout the areas beneath the existing and | MOA to less than 5 minutes each
proposed Evers MOAs. These air operations are both lower to the ground more frequent and along designated routes.  [year over the proposed MOAS.
[These activities are not under the direct control of the NGB and would not change under the Proposed Action.
0| Witschey 6/9/2020|Loud and significant noise pollution when jets fly over quiet areas in Highland County |Please refer to Section 3.2 on the noise assessment. Clarify that the proposed action to | Mostly concur. We're not exactly "redistributing _|Concur with A3. Address MTR issue.
The economic impact is primarily to poultry growers. One solution would be to conduct flights at 1000 ft AGL floor  [from the NE portion of the county to the Wand |Update Livestock Noise section per
dentify those areas with poultry farms and mark them as areas to avoid. If you are ~[The Proposed Action to conduct flights at 1000 ft AGL floor over the north part of Highland County would be no change from|over Highland County would be no  [SW..." We're spreading out the noise. Reference DOD bulletin
willing to consider this option our Virginia and West Virginia counties would existing conditions that have been in operation for more than 20 years. The proposed Evers Low MOA would extend into  [change from existing conditions that |the comment about poultry. Recommend TetraTech)
undertake a project to provide mapping. Suggested that the training missions be  [Hyland County along the western edge by another 0-15% of the county. has been in operation for more than [review the DoD Noise Bulletin titled Effects of
limited to only once each month and the time flying over a particular area to ten 20 years. Aircraft Overflights on Domestic Fowl. Reference
minutes or less. The proposed action would spread the noise effects from existing air operations in the north portion of the county to the and pull the condlusions from that document.
west and southwest portions of the county and the new area will only see new aircraft 1000 ft AGL and above. Overall  [The proposed action would
sound levels from aircraft operations under the Proposed Action would not exceed 65 dBA DNL and would be compatible  [redistribute the existing air
with all land uses. operations in the NE portion of the
county - to the W and SW portions of
Please refer to Section 3.1.2.3 Military Training Routes. There are existing MTRs in Hyland County with airspace floors the county.
below 1000 ft AGL Aircraft flying low-level training along these MTRs are conducted separately from this airspace proposal
Aircraft operating under the Proposed Action would remain 1000 ft AGL and above. As outlined in Section 3.1.2.3 there is
existing military air traffic on MTRs throughout the areas beneath the existing and proposed Evers MOAs. These air
operations are both lower to the ground more frequent and along designated routes. These activities are not under the
direct control of the NGB and would not change under the Proposed Action.
[ Although some studies report that the effects of aircraft noise on domestic animals is inconclusive a majority of the
literature reviewed indicates that domestic animals exhibit some behavioral responses to military overflights but generally
seem to habituate to the disturbances over a period of time. Many studies on domestic animals suggest that some species
appear to acclimate to some forms of sound disturbance (Manci et al. 1988). The effects of noise on domestic animals have
been studied since the late 1950's and based on these studies the effects from conducting even very low-altitude flights
over agricultural areas would be small (USAF 1990).
1 Peuleche 6/2/2020|Comments from the point of view of a full time farmer in very rural southern Please refer to Section 3.1.2.3 Military Training Routes. The flyovers referenced in the comment are attributable to MTR | Note that commenter's address is in_|Concur Concur MTR clarification needed, as
Randolph County West Virginia to be affected by the Evers Low MOA. One of my activities that are conducted separately from this airspace proposal. Aircraft operating under the Proposed Action would ~ [the proposed Evers Low MOA well as Existing Evers 1000'
main concerns i that the flights may be going below 1000 feet. They certainly did  [remain 1000 ft AGLand above. airspace with 1000 ft AGL floor. The
about a year ago when | had to drop everything and put my hands over my ears. commenter's reference to flyovers
[As outlined in Section 3.1.2.3 there s existing military air traffic on MTRs throughout the areas beneath the existing and | may be related to MTR operations.
proposed Evers MOAs. These air operations are both lower to the ground more frequent and along designated routes.
[These activities are not under the direct control of the NGB and would not change under the Proposed Action.
Certain things do not seem very clearly stated: the existing number of flights the |Please refer to Section 2.0 and Table 2-3 on the proposed action specifying the fights and size of the airspace. Refer to EA text in the DOPAA on the | Concur Table 2.3 Air Operations
proposed number of lights per year and the % of increase that this represents proposed action specifying the flights
especially for the low level flights; the existing size of the MOA and the proposed size and size of the airspace.
and the % of increase.
| think that some sort of complaint hotline should be made easily available to those |113WG is willing to post a noise complaint line on their website Need ANG response approach. 113WG is willing to post a noise complaint line on _|Concur with A3, formulate generic
of us who have endured the noise that is clearly much more than 65dBA. I also feel their website sentence regarding the availability of
that some form of warning is essential the sudden surprise of painfully loud informationand complaint
screaming jets is what really makes the quiet lovers angry. [communication avenues for the
pub ic. Address MTR issue.
12[Bernier 6/2/2020|Objections to any increase in the number or frequency of aircraft fiights over my _|Please refer to Section 3.1.2.3 Military Training Routes. The flyovers referenced in the comment are attributable to MTR _|Note that commenter's address is in_|More MTR concerns. Concur with A3. Address MTR issue.
residence in Marlinton WV. Flights are often lower than 1000 ft AGL Noise levels [activities that are conducted separately from this airspace proposal. Aircraft operating under the Proposed Action would ~ [the proposed Evers Low MOA
are not simply annoying they are deafening. remain 1 000 ft AGL and above. airspace with 1000 ft AGL floor. The
commenter's reference to flyovers
[As outlined in Section 3.1.2.3 there s existing military air traffic on MTRs throughout the areas beneath the existing and | may be related to MTR operations.
proposed Evers MOAs. These air operations are both lower to the ground more frequent and along designated routes.
[These activities are not under the direct control of the NGB and would not change under the Proposed Action. Resident would likely see a decrease
in the amount of time in airspace.
13 [1ohnson no date|Resident of Pocahontas County West Virginia since 1975. My wife is an children's  |Please refer to Section 3.1.2.3 Military Training Routes. The flyovers referenced in the comment are attributable to MTR | Note that commenter's address is in |Concur Concur with A3. Address MTR issue.
| brarian in Mar inton WV . Often low lying jets will roar through the sky above the [activities that are conducted separately from this airspace proposal. Aircraft operating under the Proposed Action would ~ [the proposed Evers Low MOA
| brary in Marlinton WV as they follow the course of the Greenbrier River. The noise [remain 1000 ft AGL and above. airspace with 1000 ft AGL floor. The
distracts the students. Frequently the jets are at a low altitude dlearly well under ‘s reference to flyovers
000 feet. Believes some of these flyovers have been in the range of 500 feet above [As outlined in Section 3.1.2.3 there is existing military air traffic on MTRs throughout the areas beneath the existing and |may be related to MTR operations.
town. Recommended that altitudes must be checked after every flight to ensure that |proposed Evers MOAs. These air operations are both lower to the ground more frequent and along designated routes.
no jet has violated the 1000 feet directly above ground surface. [These activities are not under the direct control of the NGB and would not change under the Proposed Action.
| would appreciate an informed and dlear response to the points in my letter. [<same as above> Need ANG response approach.
1 Ball 6/1/2020|Resident of Lexington VA. Concerned that the proposed wind farm Rocky Forge |Apex Clean Energy has coordinated with DoD to avoid potential impacts to airspace. The proposed wind farm has been _[Add text and references to darify _|Concur Concur and ADD to Cumulative
could lead to a very dangerous situation for both the military personnel and civilians [added to Section 4.0 Cumulative Effects. that coordination has been conducted| Effects Section
in the area. with DD to avoid potential impacts
to airspace.
Feels that ANG should take into account the radical change to the terrainand how |Apex Clean Energy has coordinated with DoD to avoid potential impacts to airspace. The proposed wind farm has been  |Add text and references to darify |Concur Concur and ADD to Cumulative
the windmills w Il affect every aspect of flight and training safety. added to Section 4.0 Cumulative Effects. that coordination has been conducted| Effects Section
with DD to avoid potential impacts
to airspace.
15 EPA 6/10/2020| The proposal is a substantial expansion from the existing Evers MOA and appears to |Please refer to Section 2.0 on the proposed action specifying the flights and size of the airspace. The proposed expansion is _|Refer to EA text in the DOPAA on the |Concur Non-Concur - The real issue here is the|

exceed the 80 x 40 NM required. We recommend that the EA clearly describe the
proposed conditions indluding the area of the proposed MOA Complexin both NM
and square miles as well as the need for this extent.

80 x 40 NM. The purpose and need to expand the Evers MOA is presented in Section 1.3

proposed action specifying the size of
the airspace.

Airspace multiple segments being
ava lable to turn on-and-off per Air

Traffic Control requirements. That is
[why the Airspace exceeds the 80x40.




[To dlarify impacts we recommend that the narrative also explain proposed
conditions including: frequency and timing of sorties operations and events in days
per year and hours per day; increases in number and changes in types of aircraft; the
busiest months days of the week or times of day; MOAS or areas of MOAs that may
be more frequently used; and the expected frequency of potential operations at
night.

Please refer to Section 2.0 and Table 23 on the proposed action specifying the flights and size of the airspace. Weekend and
night time operations at all altitudes would be limited; that there would be no nighttime air operations between 10:00 p.m,
and 7:00 a.m..

Refer to EA text in the DOPAA on the
proposed action specifying the
operations. Add text to clarify as
necessary.

Recommend adding a list of statistics
as outlined in above comments.

Concur

Concur Clarify as needed. Table 23
Air Operations is Good

A narrative discussion would be helpful to explain the expected use of each MOA as it]
is undlear how the operations in Table 23 reflect

the Ready Aircrew Program(RAP) or other training requirements for the 113th WG as|
described in Section 1.3 and Appendix C (2 144 total training sorties; 968 or 1000
over land training sorties with 1440 weapons employment events.) It would also be
helpful to explain how the training needs of the “other users” are expected to be met
and whether other users are expected to increase with the expanded SUA.

Please refer to Section 2.0 and Table 23 on the proposed action specifying the flights and size of the airspace.

Refer to EA text in the DOPAA on the,
proposed action specifying the
operations. Add text to dlarify as
necessary. Need ANG response
approach to RAP and AP.

Concur

NGB recommend to address the
[comment by pointing to the current
paragraphs.

Socioeconomic impacts were not carried forward for detailed analysis. However we
recommend that this be further examined given potential impacts on recreational usel
and tourism.

Text has been added to the resources section not carried forward that most of the proposed airspace would have an 11000

[t MSL floor and the proposed expansion of the low airspace would mostly be same as the existing 1 000 ft AGL floor that has|
been in operation for more than 20 years. In addition expansion of the low airspace under the proposed action would spreac|
the existing operations over a larger area further reducing perceived effects to negligible level.

[Add text to resources section not
carried forward that most of the
proposed airspace would have an

11 000 ft MSL floor and the proposed
expansion of the low airspace would
be same as the existing 1 000 ft AGL
floor that has been in operation for
more than 20 years. In addition
expansion of the low airspace under
the proposed action would spread the|
existing operations over a larger
area further reducing perceived
effects to negligible level.

Concur

Concur

US Census block group level data were used to determine the population exposed to
aircraft noise; we recommend the use of block group data to identify EJ communities
instead of the coarser county-level data.

[The EA describes that a threshold of State Poverty level plus 20 percent was used to
identify a potential EJ community. This may not an appropriate methodology; instead|
we suggest addition of 20 percent of the State level adding 5.4 percent (to a level of
about 32.4%). We note that this may identify more communities of potential £J
concern but does not imply disproportionate impact.

To assess impacts we recommend comparing the percent low-income and minority
averages for the block groups in the Low MOA area to the other MOAs as well as
county averages.

Text has been added to the resources section not carried forward that most of the proposed airspace would have an 11000
[t MSL floor and the proposed expansion of the low airspace would be same as the existing 1000 ft AGL floor that has been
in operation for more than 20 years. In addition expansion of the low airspace under the proposed action would spread the
existing operations over a larger area further reducing perceived effects to negligible level.

Further analysis not warranted. Add
text to resources section not carried
forward that most of the proposed
airspace would have an 11 000 ft MS|
floor and the proposed expansion of
the low airspace would be same as
the existing 1 000 ft AGL floor that
has been in operation for more than
20 years. In addition expansion of thel
low airspace under the proposed
action would spread the existing
operations over a larger area further]
reducing perceived effects to
negligible level.

Concur toa point. We're at the 4-yard line with
this EA and the request to redo the analysis using a
different set of group data is not necessary to carry
this project over the goal line. However we need
to realize that this argument may not carry
forward for the Duke MOA EA.

Concur with A3. The altitude levels of|
Evers both the 11,000 proposed and
the 1000 existing are not directly
impacting the population. In
hindsight, we should have gotten a
better handle on MTR traffic and
affected individuals. 1 believe that
e can safely move forward with thi
EA as written population wise,
however it will not work for Duke
Low EA.

[The noise analysis would benefit from further discussion including:

- Expanding the discussion to address specific impacts to sensitive receptors such as
schools and churches; as well as impacts to children and learning.

- Clarifying the number of people impacted. If based on US Census data we assume
that the 6 540 individuals in the Low MOA are residents; if so we recommend
estimating the number of part-time residents and visitors impacted.

- Discussing the potential occurrence of nighttime operations which are likely to be
more disruptive.

- Discuss noise from all aircraft types. Noise impacts from F-22 A-10 F-15 and F-16
aircraft are discussed in Figure 3-12 and Table 3-13; however based on Table 2-3
seven di ferent types of aircraft may operate at low altitudes.

- Noise typically varies based on flight operations. We recommend discussing how
Fight activities or operations may influence noise.

- We recommend including potential impacts to livestock including potential injury to
or from livestock startled by the aircraft appearance and/or noise.

[There are numerous potentially sensitive receptors beneath the existing and proposed Evers MOA indluding residences
schools churches hospitals wilderness areas and recreational areas. In the Proposed Evers Low MOA there would be
periodic low overflights loud enough to cause brief interruptions in communication. These overflights would be brief
intermittent distributed though the newly proposed low MOA and would not normally occur repeatedly at any one
location. These overflights would be neither loud enough nor frequent enough  to be incompatible with any land uses or any|
noise sensitive activities. Noise from aircraft operations for all potential sensitive receptors and all areas under the
proposed MOAs would be well below 65 dBA DNL and would be compatible with all noise sensitive activities.

The census does not track part-time residents and visitors. There would be no nighttime air operations between 10:00 p.m.
and 7:00 a.m.

The primary and loudest jet aircraft are induded in the noise analysis.

[ Although some studies report that the effects of aircraft noise on domestic animals is inconclusive a majority of the
literature reviewed indicates that domestic animals exhibit some behavioral responses to military overflights but generally
seem to habituate to the disturbances over a period of time. Many studies on domestic animals suggest that some species
appear to acclimate to some forms of sound disturbance (Manci et al. 1988). The effects of noise on domestic animals have
been studied since the late 1950's and based on these studies the effects from conducting even very low-altitude flights
over agricultural areas would be small (USAF 1990).

[Add figure showing schools and
churches — Add a small section
indicating the average number of
overflights.

The census does not track part-time
residents and visitors.

Clarify that there would be no
nighttime air operations between
1000 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.

Should we add additional aircraft to
table and figure — and add to
consequences sections OR use the
analysis of the primary aircraft ?

[Add additional language to describe
the variety of air operations and
noise at different altitudes.

[Add text to dlarify the effects of
aircraft noise on livestock.

Concur

Concur with All. ADD clear distinction|
between MTRs and Proposed Action.

[We recommend that impacts of noise and the visual effects on recreational users or
visitors including those who are camping hunting hiking or generally experiencing
the wilderness be fully evaluated in the Study. We recommend a detailed analysis of
impacts and minimization measures and strongly recommend reaching out to
outitters recreational user groups and others who may be impacted particularly in
the designated Wilderness areas and the Low MOA area.

Please refer to Section 3.1.2.3 Military Training Routes. The reference to low-level aircraft is attr butable to MTR activities
that are conducted separately from this airspace proposal.

[As outlined in Section 3.1.2.3 there s existing military air traffic on MTRs throughout the areas beneath the existing and
proposed Evers MOAs. These air operations are both lower to the ground more frequent and along designated routes.
These activities are not under the direct control of the NGB and would not change under the Proposed Action.

<insert NGB dlarifying text> Cranberry Wilderness Needs Altitude Sensitive Area Zone of 2000 incorporated into the EA
and flight guidance. Add the avoidance area in the appropriate maps and text sections. Tim will send the NPS publication
and also incorporate the AFI

[Add text to dlarify the low frequency
of flyovers that could be experienced
by campers hikers and hunters.
Need ANG response approach to
outreach.

Recommend adding a list of statistics
as outlined in above comments.

Concur with the approach. Don't agree with
outreach to recreation outfitters user groups etc.
This EA was published and everyone has had a
chance to download and review.

Concur - MTR clarification again.
Cranberry Wilderness Needs Altitude
Sensitive Area Zone of 2000
incorporated into the EA and flight
guidance. No need for further consult
recreation outfitters.

[We recommend evaluating current literature to more effectively asses noise and
aircraft impacts on recreational users of wilderness areas.

[Add text to dlarify the effects of aircraft noise on recreational users of wilderness areas.

<insert NGB dlarifying text> Cranberry Wilderness Needs Altitude Sensitive Area Zone of 2000 incorporated into the EA
and flight guidance.

[Add text to dlarify the effects of
aircraft noise on recreational users of|
wilderness areas.

Recommend adding a list of statistics
as outlined in above comments.

Concur

Concur. Wilderness Noise publicatons
are available from the NPS. See note
above regarding altitude restriction.




[The EA states that avoidance of noise-sensitive areas “would be emphasized to all
fiying units where overflights at low altitudes should be avoided to the maximum
extent practicable.” Further we suggest consideration of spec fic avoidance measures
and practices over or adjacent to designated Wilderness areas to reduce impacts such)
as nodly zones banning night flights maintaining higher minimal altitudes time of
[year restrictions or other measures to protect the integrity of these areas. We
recommend working with the Forest Service (FS) to identify ways to avoid and
minimize impacts on these valuable public lands.

[<insert NGB dlarifying text> Cranberry Wilderness Needs Altitude Sensitive Area Zone of 2000' incorporated into the EA
and flight guidance. All other charted wilderness areas are underneath the proposed 11 000 ft MSL floor.

Need ANG response approach to
mitigation measures and FS
coordination.

113WG agrees to 2 000ft avoidance area around
Cranberry Wilderness. All other charted wilderness
areas are underneath the 11 000ft MSL floor

Concur - See above.

[We recommend a robust discussion of the potential impacts on wildife supported by
range of recent research to support the condlusions of the EA.

The EA states that low-level overflight avoidance of sensitive areas such as wildlife
management areas “would be emphasized in flight planning”. We recommend
identifying and avoiding sensitive habitat areas to minimize

potential impacts and fully consider comments from the relevant agencies indluding
US Fish and Wildiife Service and the FS. We also recommend including comments
received from the agencies in the EA.

[The 113 WG would coordinate with the appropriate regulatory agency subject matter experts to follow standard measures
for wildiife impact avoidance to the maximum extent practicable.

[Add research references on noise
effects to wildlife.

Need ANG response approach to
mitigation measures and FS
coordination. Note that no response
[ was received from VA USFWS and
WV USFWS response is in Appendix
A.

Concur toa point. We'll avoid the wilderness
areas. If there are specific other areas we are
willing to enter into discussions with the
appropriate USEPA/FWS SMESs after the EA is
signed and the airspace is charted.

Concur - Standard Wildlife Avoidance
if needed (ie. Eagle Nests)

[The FS provided a list of Threatened and Endangered Species and Regional Foresters
Sensitive Species (RFSS) in MNF potentially impacted by the proposed project
activities which was included in Appendix D.

[We concur that a literature review is needed to provide a full analysis of potential
impacts and recommend that time of year restrictions or buffers should be evaluated
to minimize potential disturbance. In addition the specific timing of operations would
be helpful in discussing the potential for collisions with bats.

Likewise we recommend that the EA address impacts to other RFSS mammals and
birds supported with a literature review as requested by the FS; this indudes
Neotoma magister the Allegheny Woodrat. We suggest that impacts on nesting
breeding and migrating birds consistent with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act should
be further discussed and time of year restrictions on activities considered.

Please refer to Section 2.0 and Table 23 on the proposed action specifying the flights and size of the airspace. Weekend and
night time operations at all altitudes would be limited; that there would be no nighttime air operations between 10:00 p.m,
and 7:00 a.m..

Most of the proposed airspace would have an 11 000 ft MSL floor and the proposed expansion of the low airspace would be
same as the existing 1 000 ft AGL floor that has been in operation for more than 20 years.

Please refer to Section 3.1.2.3 Military Training Routes. Low-level flight training on MTRs is conducted separately from this
airspace proposal. Aircraft operating under the Proposed Action would remain 1000 ft AGLand above.

Flight operations would be restricted based on BASH conditions which is consistent with migratory patterns.

[Add text in wildiife section to dlar fy
that nighttime operations would be a|
small part of the proposed action and
contact between bats and aircraft
[would be unlikely.

Do ot concur with assessment of
ground-dwelling animals because the|
proposed action would not cause any
[ground disturbance.

Need ANG response approach for any
consideration of time of year
restrictions.

Concur. No we w Il not mitigate by restricting
operations based on seasonality. We will restrict
fiight operations based on BASH conditions which is
also consistent with migratory patterns.

Concur with A3. MTRs again for low’
flyovers need to be acknowledged
and dlearly identified as separate
from our 11,000' actions.

[Asindicated the Green Bank Observatory (GBO) is located beneath the existing and
proposed Evers

IMOA. Included in the EA is a July 2 2019 letter from GBO outlining concerns
regarding impacts and potential damage related to noise and radio transmissions.
The EA would benefit from a brief discussion of any further discussion with GBO
including whether GBO is satisfied that the proposed measures are su ficiently
protective of its operations.

Please refer to Section 3.1.2.7 on the Green Bank Observatory and National Radio Quite Zone. Also please refer to Appendiy
A letter response from ANG to GBO.

Refer to Appendix A letter response
from ANG to GBO.

Concur

GBO and NRQZ Sections of the EA are
sufficient

[As previously indicated given the potential impact to recreational users particularly
in the Low MOA the EA would benefit from additional outreach to outfitters
campgrounds recreational user groups (trail clubs

hunting organization etc) that could be impacted. It may also be helpful to post
notices or hold meetings within the MNF.

It would also be informative for the EA to indicate how commenters’ concerns were
addressed or incorporated in the Study. For example the AOPA outlined a number of|
concerns in their January 2019 letter; it would be helpful to detail how these
concerns were addressed indluding the safety concern they expressed regarding
potential hazards to civ lian aircraft by lights-out training.

Please refer to Section 2.2.6 Air Operations on lights-out training. As authorized by FAA (Exemption No. 79601) night vision
[goggle lights-out training may be conducted in the Evers MOA. The FAA Eastern Service Center stated that the Evers MOA
modification does not create a unique situation that would increase the level of risk to flight safety beyond that which
already exists for every other MOA where lights out is approved. The ESC concurred with the USAF assessment of the risk
to be minimal as long as all requirements in the waiver are in place and complied with.

Need ANG response approach to
outreach.

Refer to EA text that lights-out
training MAY be conducted in the
existing Evers MOA that has been in
operation from more than 20 years.
Note that the proposed airspace has
been fully coordinated with FAA as a
cooperating agency in the
preparation of the EA.

(see Jamie's email 4/3/20) Note that
the Eastern Service Center stated
that the Evers MOA modification
does not create a unique situation
that would increase the level of risk
to flight safety beyond that which
already exists for every other MOA
where lights out is approved. The
ESC concurred with the USAF
assessment of the risk to be minimal
as long as all requirements in the
waiver are in place and complied
with.

Concur

Concur - Review EA language for
layperson dlarity, otherwise covered.

[We also request that you correct your contact information for EPA Region 3. The EPA
Region 3 office mailing address is: 1650 Arch Street Philadelphia PA 19103. We also
note that all NEPA reviews should be directed to the Office of Communities Tribes
and Environmental Assessment at EPA Region 3; Samantha Phillips Beers is the
Director of this Office. Carrie Traver is the staff contact for federal facilities.

[The IICEP list has been updated.

[The IICEP list has been updated.

6|

VA sHPO

6/23/2020]

[This project will affect historic resources. Based on the information provided the
effect will not be adverse.

[This is a SHPO consultation determination letter.

No action required.

This is a SHPO consultation
determination letter, incorporate intd|
the EA as appropriate.
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Campo, Joe

From: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS <usaf,jbanafw.ngb-
a4.mbx.ada-nepa-comments@mail.mil>

Sent: Tuesday, June 2, 2020 4:56 PM

To: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA); Campo, Joe

Cc: Houghton, Bonnie L CTR USAF NGB A4 (USA); Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6
(USA)

Subject: FW: [Non-DoD Source] Evers MOA expansion

/\ CAUTION: This email originated from an external sender. Verify the source before opening links or attachments. /\

From: Danny Vinson

Sent: Tuesday, June 02, 2020 1:14 PM

To: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Evers MOA expansion

How does the proposed Evers MOA expansion properly protect the National Radio Quiet Zone that supports the
Greenbank Observatory?
Fighter jets running through combat simulations aren’t likely to be considered radio-quiet objects.

Thank you,
-Dany Vinson



Campo, Joe

From: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS <usaf,jbanafw.ngb-
a4.mbx.ada-nepa-comments@mail.mil>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 3:34 PM

To: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA); Campo, Joe

Cc: Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6 (USA); Houghton, Bonnie L CTR USAF NGB A4
(USA)

Subject: FW: Evers MOA

/\ CAUTION: This email originated from an external sender. Verify the source before opening links or attachments. /\

From: Gene Deverw
Sent: Tuesday, June 09, :
To: USAF IB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS

Cc: Marty Leech; ginseng@htcnet.org; Patti Reum; Highland County Chamber of Commerce
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Evers MOA

Dear Mr. Ortiz

We want to thank you for providing information about changes in the use of the airspace above our county.

We, the Highland County Tourism Council, have concerns about the impact of increased low level flights on the tourism
business in our county. Highland County is a remote rural area; we have many visitors that come here for the serenity of
our county to get away from the noise, hustle and bustle of the urban areas. We also have many visitors that come here
to observe the wildlife in the area, especially bird watching. We do welcome the limiting of flights on nights and
weekends, we do not support an increase in flights during the day.

We would ask that you would take these concerns into consideration.

Sincerely,

Gene Dever
Chairman
Highland Tourism Council



Campo, Joe

From: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS <usaf,jbanafw.ngb-
a4.mbx.ada-nepa-comments@mail.mil>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 3:39 PM

To: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA); Campo, Joe

Cc: Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6 (USA); Houghton, Bonnie L CTR USAF NGB A4
(USA)

Subject: FW: [Non-DoD Source] Bath/Highland flyover comment

/\ CAUTION: This email originated from an external sender. Verify the source before opening links or attachments. /\

From: Jimmy English W

Sent: Friday, June 05, :

To: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Bath/Highland flyover comment

Attn:

Ramon E. Ortiz

National Guard Bureau

3501 Fetchet Avenue

Joint Base Andrews Md. 20762-5157

Dear Mr. Ortiz:

As a resident of Bath County | strongly oppose the proposed Evers military operations area
expansion.

Our county has a small population and is victimized because of anticipated weak opposition. We rely
on agriculture, retirement, and tourism to survive, and all will be crushed by the terrifying and invasive
disruptions of pain threshold noise from military exercises. There has already been one local fatal jet
accident due to exercises, and thankfully, there were no collateral deaths. Next time it could just as
easily be the high school or resort hotel in the fatal flight path.

There are plenty of unpopulated regions where your inexperienced weekend warriors can practice
Top Gun fantasies: how about the costal dismal swamp, the Atlantic Ocean, or the vast national
forest southwest of here? The whole concept of practicing flyovers on small towns to simulate actual
warfare conditions is doubtful, unless you are practicing to make war on the citizenry; even the
Pentagon asserts that it is unlikely that low level flight combat is paramount in the nature of
anticipated conflicts.

This seems to be much more about rationalizing budget expenditures that national security.
Regardless, we stand vehemently opposed to be unwitting victims of reckless target practice.

Best,
Jim English






Campo, Joe

From: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS <usaf,jbanafw.ngb-
a4.mbx.ada-nepa-comments@mail.mil>

Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2020 8:01 AM

To: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA); Campo, Joe

Cc: Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6 (USA); Houghton, Bonnie L CTR USAF NGB A4
(USA)

Subject: FW: [Non-DoD Source] Evers Military Operations Area (MOA) Expansion Draft EA

/\ CAUTION: This email originated from an external sender. Verify the source before opening links or attachments. /\

From: Traver, Carrie [Traver.Carrie@epa.gov]

Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 10:53 PM

To: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS

Cc: Rudnick, Barbara

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Evers Military Operations Area (MOA) Expansion Draft EA

All active links contained in this email were disabled. Please verify the identity of the sender, and confirm the
authenticity of all links contained within the message prior to copying and pasting the address to a Web
browser.

Dear Mr. Ortiz,

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) received the draft Environmental Assessment (EA or Study)
prepared by the Air National Guard (ANG) to consider the potential impacts associated with the modification,
expansion,and utilization of the Evers Military Operations Area (MOA) to accommodate the training requirements
of the 113th Wing (WG). The 113 WG, District of Columbia Air National Guard (DCANG) is located at Joint Base
Andrews, Maryland. The proposed Evers MOA Complexwould occur over portions of Harrison, Barbour, Tucker,
Pendleton, Lewis, Upshur, Randolph, Braxton, Webster, Pocahontas, Nicholas, and Greenbrier counties in West
Virginia and portions of Highland, Alleghany, Bath, and Botetourt counties in Virginia.

Thank you for providing the draft EA for our review. In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) of 1969, Section 309 of the Clean Air Act and the Council on Environmental Quality regulations
implementingNEPA (40 CFR 1500-1508), we have the following comments for your consideration in the final EA
and FONSI:

Background, Purpose and Need

The purpose of the action is to expand the Evers MOA laterally and vertically to train and prepare military pilots
and aircrews for current and future conflicts. The EA states that the existing Evers MOA is 16 x 30 nautical
miles(NM) and is located over an area of 635 square miles and discusses the inadequacies of that air space for
training.

The EA indicates that 80 x 40 NM represents the minimum lateral airspace required for the WG to effectively train.
As described, the Evers Center MOA dimensions would be 40 x 40 NM; the Evers Northand South MOAs are each 25
x40 NM, and the proposed Evers East MOA is “approximately half the size in lateral dimensions of the existing.”
The proposal is a substantial expansion from the existing Evers MOA and appears to exceed the 80 x 40 NM
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required. Werecommend that the EA clearly describe the proposed conditions, including the area of the proposed
MOA Complex in both NM and square miles as well as the need for this extent.

To clarify impacts, we recommend that the narrative also explain proposed conditions, including: frequency and
timing of sorties, operations, and events in days per year and hours per day; increases in number and changes
intypes of aircraft; the busiest months, days of the week, or times of day; MOAs or areas of MOAs that may be more
frequently used; and the expected frequency of potential operations at night.

Based on Table 2-3, it appears that there will be an increase in single aircraft sorties annually from 1,305 to 1,819,
an increase in time in Special Use Airspace (SUA) and number of training missions, and addition of C-17 andC-130
aircraft (which appear to be associated with the 167th and 130th Airlift Wing.) However, a narrative discussion
would be helpful to explain the expected use of each MOA as it is unclear how the operations in Table 2-3 reflect
the Ready Aircrew Program(RAP) or other training requirements for the 113« WG as described in Section 1.3 and
Appendix C (2,144 total training sorties; 968 or 1000 over land training sorties with 1440 weapons
employmentevents.) It would also be helpful to explain how the training needs of the “other users” are expected to
be met and whether other users are expected to increase with the expanded SUA.

Resources Not Carried Forward for Detailed Analysis

Socioeconomic impacts

Socioeconomic impacts were not carried forward for detailed analysis. However, we recommend that this be
further examined given potential impacts on recreational use and tourism. According to West Virginia Travel
Impacts 2000- 2018p (prepared by Dean Runyan Associates for the West Virginia Tourism Office) “West Virginia’s
$4.6 billion in travel-generated spending is a vital part of the state and local economies. In some areas of the state,
it is one of the primary sources of earningsand employment.” Vacation homes, camping, hunting and fishing,
hiking, and outdoor recreational experiences contribute substantially to the state and local economy. Impacts that
may adversely impact visitor experiences could potentially reduce tourism. Werecommend that these impacts be
fully evaluated.

For clarity, we also suggest that the economic impact of military airspace should also be further discussed. The
Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association (AOPA) indicated in their comments that there may be negative economic
impactsfrom establishment of military airspace over civil airports. This was not specifically addressed in the EA,
although Page 1-13 states that military airspace has not been shown to affect the economic values beneath it. It
would be helpful to assess potentialeconomic impacts further and include the references used for the evaluation.

Environmental Justice

EPA appreciates information provided in the EA regarding environmental justice (E]) communities and potential
disproportionate impacts from the proposed action. We do have several recommendations regarding this
assessment:

US Census block group level data were used to determine the population exposed to aircraft noise; we recommend
the use of block group data to identify E] communities instead of the coarser county-level data.

The EA describes that a threshold of State Poverty level plus 20 percent was used to identify a potential E]
community. This may not an appropriate methodology; instead we suggest addition of 20 percent of the State level],
adding5.4 percent (to a level of about 32.4%). We note that this may identify more communities of potential E]J
concern but does not imply disproportionate impact.

To assess impacts, we recommend comparing the percent low-income and minority averages for the block groups
in the Low MOA area to the other MOAs as well as county averages.

This information may assist in approaches to communities for appropriate outreach as well as evaluation and
context of impacts. We would be pleased to discuss methodology for identification of E] communities with you at
yourconvenience.



Noise

The noise analysis would benefit from further discussion, including:

Expanding the discussion to address specific impacts to sensitive receptors such as schools and churches; as well
as impacts to children and learning.

Clarifying the number of people impacted. If based on US Census data, we assume that the 6,540 individuals in the
Low MOA are residents; if so, we recommend estimating the number of part-time residents and visitors impacted.

Discussing the potential occurrence of nighttime operations, which are likely to be more disruptive.

It would be helpful to discuss noise from all aircraft types. Noise impacts from F-22, A-10, F-15, and F-16 aircraft
are discussed in Figure 3-12 and Table 3-13; however, based on Table 2-3, seven different types of aircraft
mayoperate at low altitudes.

Noise typically varies based on flight operations. We recommend discussing how flight activities or operations may
influence noise.

We recommend including potential impacts to livestock, including potential injury to or from livestock startled by
the aircraft appearance and/or noise.

Wilderness, Land Use, and Recreation

Most of the land beneath the proposed SUA Complex is rural or remote. Over 4.7 million acres of public lands were
identified under the proposed MOAs, including the Monongahela National Forest (MNF). MNF offers more than
halfof the publicly available recreation land in West Virginia, consisting of more than 921,000 acres. Additionally,
there are 5 designated Wilderness Areas located under the proposed MOAs, including the 47,815-acre Cranberry
Wilderness Area below the Evers LowMOA. Therefore, we recommend that impacts of noise and the visual effects
on recreational users or visitors, including those who are camping, hunting, hiking or generally experiencing the
wilderness be fully evaluated in the Study. We recommend a detailedanalysis of impacts and minimization
measures, and strongly recommend reaching out to outfitters, recreational user groups, and others who may be
impacted, particularly in the designated Wilderness areas and the Low MOA area.

The estimated increase in average noise level is 5.2 dBA DNL beneath the proposed Evers Low MOA. For the four
wilderness areas under the other MOAs, the noise level increase from the Proposed Action would be 0.9 to 1.0 dBA
DNLabove the estimated background rural “noise” level of 42 dBA DNL. Remote areas, as indicated by Table 3-11
in the EA average less than 42 dBA DNL, and this estimated noise level does not seem to take into account the
source of the sound. Noise is consideredunwanted sound; in a wilderness or remote area, the natural soundscape
is typically considered part of the experience whereas human-created noises will likely be perceived as disruptive.
Low-flying aircraft may also create visual intrusion. We recommend evaluatingcurrent literature to more
effectively asses noise and aircraft impacts on recreational users of wilderness areas.

The EA concludes that noise from aircraft operations under the Proposed Action would be less than significant and
compatible with all land uses because it would not exceed 65 dBA DNL. However, as discussed, DNL is the
averagesound energy in a 24-hour period (with a nighttime penalty.) DNL is a way to estimate impact on
communities but does not measure the impact of a sudden, loud artificial noise in a rural or remote area:. As
described, areas beneath the proposed Evers Low MOA would intermittently experience aircraft overflights that
would range from loud to very loud (>75 dBA Lmax) on the ground; this noise would interfere with communication
indoors within approximately 1-3miles of the aircraft's flight. Although these events may be infrequent and
relatively short duration, this could have a substantial impact on those who are outdoors, seeking a rural or
wilderness experience.

The EA states that avoidance of noise-sensitive areas “would be emphasized to all flying units where overflights at
low altitudes should be avoided to the maximum extent practicable.” Further, we suggest consideration of
specificavoidance measures and practices over or adjacent to designated Wilderness areas to reduce impacts such
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as no-fly zones, banning night flights, maintaining higher minimal altitudes, time of year restrictions, or other
measures to protect the integrity of theseareas. We recommend working with the Forest Service (FS) to identify
ways to avoid and minimize impacts on these valuable public lands.

Wildlife

We recommend a robust discussion of the potential impacts on wildlife supported by range of recent research to
support the conclusions of the EA. A single source was cited (Dufour 1980); however, a number of studies have
beenpublished since 1980 regarding noise impacts on wildlife (both generally and from aircraft.)

The EA states that low-level overflight avoidance of sensitive areas such as wildlife management areas “would be
emphasized in flight planning”. We recommend identifying and avoiding sensitive habitat areas to minimize
potentialimpacts and fully consider comments from the relevant agencies, including US Fish and Wildlife Service
and the FS. We also recommend including comments received from the agencies in the EA.

Eastern Region Forester Sensitive Species

The FS provided a list of Threatened and Endangered Species and Regional Foresters Sensitive Species (RFSS) in
MNF potentially impacted by the proposed project activities, which was included in Appendix D.

The RFSS list indicated that bat species potentially impacted by project activities include Myotis leibii (Eastern
Small-footed Myotis), Myotis lucifugus (Little Brown Myotis), Perimyotis subflavus (Tri-coloredBat), Myotis sodalist
(Indiana Bat), Corynorhinus townsendii virginianus (Virginia Big-eared Bat) and Myotis septentrionalis (Northern
Long-eared Bat). Myotis sodalist and Corynorhinus townsendii virginianusare listed as Endangered and Myotis
septentrionalis is Threatened. The RFSS list indicated that potential impacts to these species could occur from
disruption of communication, damage to sensory cells of the inner ear, and interference with abilityto forage. The
FS also noted that the noise and vibration could disturb vulnerable and critical stages in these species’ life cycles.
We concur that a literature review is needed to provide a full analysis of these impacts and recommend that time of
year restrictionsor buffers should be evaluated to minimize potential disturbance. In addition, the specific timing
of operations would be helpful in discussing the potential for collisions with bats.

Likewise, we recommend that the EA address impacts to other RFSS mammals and birds supported with a
literature review as requested by the FS; this includes Neotoma magister, the Allegheny Woodrat. We suggest that
impactson nesting, breeding, and migrating birds consistent with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act should be further
discussed and time of year restrictions on activities considered.

Green Bank Observatory

As indicated, the Green Bank Observatory (GBO) is located beneath the existing and proposed Evers

MOA. Included in the EA is a July 2, 2019 letter from GBO outlining concerns regarding impacts and potential
damage related tonoise and radio transmissions. The letter included a request for a “no-fly” zone at a distance of 3
miles from the center of the Robert C. Byrd Green Bank Telescope to protect the operation of the GBO and its
employees. Minimization measures in the EA werelisted to reduce potential impacts, including a chart modification
to establish a no-fly zone around the GBO facility with a radius of 2.5 statute miles and a ceiling of 2,500 ft

AGL. The EA would benefit from a brief discussion of any further discussion withGBO, including whether GBO is
satisfied that the proposed measures are sufficiently protective of its operations.

Outreach

As previously indicated, given the potential impact to recreational users, particularly in the Low MOA, the EA
would benefit from additional outreach to outfitters, campgrounds, recreational user groups (trail clubs,
huntingorganization, etc.) that could be impacted. It may also be helpful to post notices or hold meetings within the
MNF.

It would also be informative for the EA to indicate how commenters’ concerns were addressed or incorporated in
the Study. For example, the AOPA outlined a number of concerns in their January 2019 letter; it would be helpfulto
would detail how these concerns were addressed, including the safety concern they expressed regarding potential
hazards to civilian aircraft by lights-out training.



We also request that you correct your contact information for EPA Region 3. The EPA Region 3 office mailing
address is: 1650 Arch Street, Philadelphia, PA 19103. We also note that all NEPA reviews should be directed to the
Officeof Communities, Tribes, and Environmental Assessment at EPA Region 3; Samantha Phillips Beers is the
Director of this Office. I am the staff contact for federal facilities.

Thank you for notifying us of the availability of the EA. We ask that you consider our comments in the EA and
FONSI. We would welcome the opportunity to discuss any of these comments. Please feel free to contact me at 215-
814-27720r traver.carrie@epa.gov < Caution-mailto:traver.carrie@epa.gov > .

Sincerely,
Carrie Traver

1As stated in Technology for a Quieter America (National Academy of Engineering 2010): "Neither day-night average
sound level nor percent highly annoyedis an appropriate metric for measuring noise in naturally quiet areas. Because
of the logarithmic nature of the decibel, short-duration sounds of high amplitude compared with background noise
can significantly increase the day-night level, even though the soundremains at the background level most of the time.
As for percent highly annoyed, this is hardly the best measure of satisfaction for areas where quiet and solitude are
valued.”

Carrie Traver

Life Scientist

Office of Communities, Tribes, & Environmental Assessment

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 3

1650 Arch Street — 3RA10

Philadelphia, PA 19103

215-814-2772

traver.carrie@epa.gov < Caution-mailto:traver.carrie@epa.gov >




Campo, Joe

From: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS <usaf,jbanafw.ngb-
a4.mbx.ada-nepa-comments@mail.mil>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 3:32 PM

To: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA); Campo, Joe

Cc: Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6 (USA); Houghton, Bonnie L CTR USAF NGB A4
(USA)

Subject: FW: [Non-DoD Source] Public comment Evers MOA

/\ CAUTION: This email originated from an external sender. Verify the source before opening links or attachments. /\

From: michael henningW
Sent: Tuesday, June 09, :

To: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public comment Evers MOA

To whom it may concern,
This is a public comment as it relates to the expansion of the Evers MOA.

First, a little history, we are the Henning's, Michael and Barkley and we reside at 37° 43' 59.02' N / 79°
37'12.11” W, at 1702 feet. | have been very fortunate in life and have had the opportunity to experience many
things. As luck would have it, my ex father-in-law was a civilian contractor based out of Warner Robbins. He
was the crew chief for a group that traveled world wide applying PTF's and complete upgrades to avionics
packages in the fighters of the day. In the mid to late 80's | was fortunate enough to be able to visit him on two
of his TDY assignments, once at Tyndall AFB and once at Holloman AFB. On both occasions | was allowed to
sit in the cockpit of aircraft that they were installing avionics packages in. It was a thrill and | never even left
the ground. My one other tie to military aviation was while in college. | was regularly on base at NAS
Pensacola Corey Station. The lady who typed all of my papers was the base commander's secretary. | swear that
lady got me through college, my spelling and punctuation was, and still is, atrocious. During that period in
history getting on a base was no big deal and | used to sit there, sometimes for hours and watch the jets come
and go.

Well about 15 years ago we built our house on the hill. As soon as we put that big shiny metal roof up, |
think we became a way point for military flights in our area. Seems like some days, we have our own private air
show and we love it. Our English Setter Ruger, has taken to patrolling our airspace and anything large that flies,
crows, buzzards, and yes even the occasional Hornet ( F-16) or the more common Falcon (F-18) get chased out.
Not to worry, if Ruger ever meets one of your pilots he is really friendly, just give him a pet on the head. Now if
he were to get a hold of one of your air frames, all bets are off.

| tell you all of this to convey my deep respect and admiration for our military, especially our aviators.
With that said, | am concerned about a proposed industrial wind farm at 37° 42' 23 N /79° .43' 00 W, at a height
of 3290 feet with wind turbines of 680 feet having grown from the previous height of 550 feet. At an overall
altitude of 3970" they pose a very real risk to our military flights. After researching I can assure you, based on
wind data captured every twenty minutes at nearby Hot Springs airport, there is not enough wind to justify the
wind turbines' existence. | would strongly suggest that all avenues possible be used to stop the creation of the
wind farm. It will put in place potentially dangerous obstacles for your air crews, especially with proposed
expansion, and hopefully increased traffic, of the Evers MOA.

The training and safety of our military has got to take precedence over a few windmills that won't even provide
enough power for a microwave.



Sincerely,
Michael Henning



Campo, Joe

From: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS <usaf,jbanafw.ngb-
a4.mbx.ada-nepa-comments@mail.mil>

Sent: Tuesday, June 2, 2020 4:55 PM

To: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA); Campo, Joe

Cc: Houghton, Bonnie L CTR USAF NGB A4 (USA); Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6
(USA)

Subject: FW: [Non-DoD Source] Evers Draft EA and Draft FONSI Comment from HCCC

/\ CAUTION: This email originated from an external sender. Verify the source before opening links or attachments. /\

From: Chris Swecker [director@highlandcounty.org]

Sent: Tuesday, June 02, 2020 10:38 AM

To: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Evers Draft EA and Draft FONSI Comment from HCCC

All active links contained in this email were disabled. Please verify the identity of the sender, and confirm the
authenticity of all links contained within the message prior to copying and pasting the address to a Web
browser.

Dear Mr. Ortiz

Thank you for the chance to provide feedback on the Evers Draft EA and Draft FONSI. We appreciate the thorough
review and explanations.

The Highland County Chamber of Commerce continues to hold serious concerns for local businesses and individuals
regarding an increase in low flying aircraft, particularly regarding our agricultural sector. As stated before, we have had
reports of low-flying jets causing major disruption to horse, cattle, and poultry operations in our county due to the
sudden loud noise. The safety and well-being of our community is of upmost importance to us. We are appreciative of
your outlets for providing feedback about aircraft noise, which we plan to share with our members and other areas of
the public.

In order to help the public prepare and be aware, we welcome any additional info about flight patterns and frequency in
relation to Highland County.

Thank you, and take care.

Chris Swecker

Executive Director

Highland County Chamber of Commerce

P.O. Box 223

Monterey VA 24465

540-468-2550

director@highlandcounty.org < Caution-mailto:findyourescape@highlandcounty.org >
Caution-www.highlandcounty.org < Caution-http://www.highlandcounty.org/ >



Campo, Joe

From: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS <usaf,jbanafw.ngb-
a4.mbx.ada-nepa-comments@mail.mil>

Sent: Thursday, June 4, 2020 3:50 PM

To: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA); Campo, Joe

Cc: Houghton, Bonnie L CTR USAF NGB A4 (USA); Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6
(USA)

Subject: FW: [Non-DoD Source] Air National Guard Fly-over Input from a Resident

/\ CAUTION: This email originated from an external sender. Verify the source before opening links or attachments. /\

From: lesliejking@mgwnet.com F

Sent: Wednesday, June 03, 2020 1:

To: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Air National Guard Fly-over Input from a Resident

| need to state that we appreciate all that the Air National Guard does for the safety of our country. We have lived with
what seems like almost a daily fly over, although | realize is less often in reality, directly above our home & property,
7304 Dry Run Rd, Burnsville, VA since we bought our home in 2001. It’s normally at least three jets that pass over
sometimes doing a roll as they go. We were here when the unfortunate accident claimed the life of one of the

pilots. We saw them fly over and heard the tremendous crash when it occurred. It was a tragic loss of life. Some of our
volunteer fire dept members and EMT’s were among those who responded to the crash site. We are both members of
the fire dept and my husband is also an EMT.

That said, to state that the fly overs don’t cause significant disruption is a bit of an understatement. When we had
horses, they would bolt and run wildly in the field until the noise had passed. Our house dogs would and still bark
constantly, running around the house frightened and for a while after the jets had passed. Their hearing is far superior
to ours and it since it hurts my ears when it occurs and all conversation has to stop as a result of the sound level
generated by the jets, | have to feel it is extremely uncomfortable for them. They have not become accustomed to the
noise at all. ‘Existing conditions’ here does not include this type noise nor the levels. We'll hear owls screech, coyotes
howling, piliated woodpeckers tapping away, etc and those are normal existing conditions for this area. Do you getto a
point where you realize it is going to happen as a person, yes. Do you enjoy it, no. Itis a disruption and takes away from
the enjoyment and peaceful nature of our area which thrives mainly on tourism and those seeking the peaceful
outdoors.

| kindly request that the number of fly overs not be increased.
Sincerely,

Leslie J. King




June 2,2020

Ramon E. Ortiz, P.E.

Technical Lead Environmental Planner
3501 Fetchet Avenue

Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762-5157
Re: Draft Environmental Assessment for Modification and Addition of Evers Military Operations Area

Dear Mr. Ortiz

Thank you for the opportunity to review this draft document and provide comments from the point of
view of a full time farmer in very rural southern Randolph County, West Virginia to be affected by the
Evers Low MOA.

One of my main concerns is that the flights may be going below 1000 feet. They certainly did about a
year ago when | had to drop everything and put my hands over my ears. It was so without warning and
so loud and frightening that | spent the whole afternoon on the phone to try to get to the right person
to whom | could complain. My farm animals, including a mule and numerous goats went completely
haywire! | don’t believe the document ever mentions consideration for farm animals, but it should. The
document infers that there are cases when lower than 1000 foot flights may occur and | feel that there
should be some warning to the residents to be impacted; if you know ahead of time we should too.

Certain things do not seem very clearly stated: the existing number of flights, the proposed number of
flights per year and the % of increase that this represents especially for the low level flights; the existing
size of the MOA and the proposed size and the % of increase.

I would like to emphasize that we both want to be in a sparsely populated place, | chose to live here
because of the quiet and you want to make lots of noise here because the area is sparsely populated.
These two facts are just not compatible. The ANG will doubtless get its way, but | think that some sort of
complaint hotline should be made easily available to those of us who have endured the noise that is
clearly much more than 65dBA. | also feel that some form of warning is essential, the sudden surprise of
painfully loud screaming jets is what really makes the quiet lovers angry.

| appreciate the chance to have input and hope my comments are taken seriously.
Sincerely,

Vol s ;)-%wlc ¢ )mi,

Tolly Peuleche
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Ramon E. Ortiz,

National Guard Bureau
3501 Fetchet Avenue
Joint Base
Andrews Md. 20762-5157

Re: Evers MOA Draft Environmental Assessment airspace over WV and VA
Dear Mr. Ortiz,

I am responding to the public invitation to respond to the proposed use and increased use of airspace
over parts of West Virginia and Virginia for the stated purpose of training for the 113" Wing of the
District of Columbia National Guard.

My wife and | have lived in Pocahontas County, West Virginia since 1975. We raised our four sons to
adulthood. Our employment has included professional jobs. We also raise some small livestock.

Here is my concern. My wife is an children’s librarian in Marlinton, WV (Pocahontas County seat). She
teaches a lesson to each school class weekly. Often low flying jets will roar through the sky above as
they follow the course of the Greenbrier River. Often there are two or more jets in tandem. The noise of
course distracts the students from their lesson, essentially taking a couple minutes of instructional time
for the class to refocus. No doubt the same effect is occurring in the other classes at the school.

I have been outdoors on numerous occasions watching the jets fly over Marlinton. Frequently the jets
are at a low altitude, clearly well under 1000 feet!. Although | cannot accurately gauge the exact altitude
when very-low flying jets pass over, | can readily estimate their altitude by comparing the jets against
the background of the surrounding mountains. Marlinton is approximately 2100 feet above sea level.
The highest mountain visible background is about 3400 feet above sea level. | have observed some jets
that | estimate (conservatively) are well under half way up the mountain backdrop. In other words, |
believe some of these flyovers have been in the range of 500 feet above town.

Are these low flights legal? | doubt it. For me, the plausible reason is that the pilots are “hotdogging.”
Swooping low over a small town nestled along a river flanked by mountains is a thrill.

Personally | do not like my area used for practice bombing (without the bombs). This proposal is just
another exploitation of rural areas. This would not happen in densely populated urban areas.

RECOMMENDATION: | presume that all jet flights are electronically logged, which would include
altitudes over landscape. These altitudes must be checked after every flight to ensure that no jet has
violated the 1000 feet directly above ground surface. Violators must be reprimanded and grounded if
repeated or flagrant. In addition, perhaps, to hold the National Guard accountable, perhaps small towns
such as Marlinton could have access to technology that ascertains flyover altitude.

The noise even at 1000 feet is loud. Planes flying considerably lower are startling and offensive.

| would appreciate an inforrfﬂed,and clear response to the points in my letter. Thank you.

78

" iE =

Allen Johnson (

7S Nahond Goand. Yov oo

fe (/(%JZQMJ Ve n i ata il s
M__( S




ﬁom /) 220

Dearn My, @wf,‘,), -

T wand o reg stve  Iny 0O afoud
e /Wa/ws.e/ Euvers MO A #fpansicn s
Jight o floe windmell @ b e el 17
o Kocky Foige on Botitaw Co., Virgrnia,

It w5 mey sndon S dnden s fhal™ jfhe
e an /m/wﬂa(n Arece nal fale inte
Qons de z77 0w e ATv.eme c/émzj,e 7
iy vonmend  tp  be C aaed '9‘7 Flrcac
i moua wind mlls.

This poedd Jead s g4 pey Aangerocs.
A Pvalion /M boTt.  Fe ;m‘//‘fw/ /,Z/?-S&z-omf
snd V[ ans an The zica #

Syveley, Fhes iy pansion hecte lo le
ne - epefyated —an ﬂ‘7éf 7 Fle  1eeny peead
/L/ﬁmﬂ Hlewe 50 - 5&7 SHcetrres  wilf
-/m;w,mf

Al so %&wz £ V;sz-w/f@f ,a‘mzfcua//#
study will feeed f  Couside Flc



A Shv eet?s o Vé i lA //][( el /Ku/ = 27 = ﬁu .
[and tiich Pl Kook 7 y=s e Arved. 220 "
will  0acae,
_‘__7— (,/Z( J/L(?A ’W(/( /,z/e;é’{// 2 ;/Z/ /é/ i {'-,;/, /(7 . / C’Z;

M% 7 /Q '&(6"{? &2’/1’1'((;. Vo e~ H %Z-zlé V4 _S #&C'C'/I 232 m/z—l

AL 7&1/?% te Qhec Jodderd s y AN e ﬁ’ % *‘/J

74

Vhg S 00 2 Z@? L2 An Ve ad  re 5. Z ,Wc‘by OLA 627

St 550 e M&‘{ L) J’A }a eSS Ure 'f/;af ,1/7 <

/7‘)/’&‘ '76&4 72 c/ :
'/—/Lac../) t/ , /< 4’/(/ '7 /&/5144 &ﬂaz‘/ /43/ %({ /ce P :71%0
| J

atceany  Fhew aldsczl  Oan 5o b Jhe

%/V?/L é&éﬂl Q/VU‘(’ /Lﬂ‘L(/ )Z{Le /¢ lzé(, V’l(’//’)' /«7/.//
ﬂﬁ'f]’ LALE .//7 ézzzﬁccf % //&7‘4/7/ 4 A
74/114‘47 /1 j 7’ 4/( ? .

Keopeetfudly

Kath)len DY

v

/



Campo, Joe

From: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS <usaf,jbanafw.ngb-
a4.mbx.ada-nepa-comments@mail.mil>

Sent: Monday, June 8, 2020 9:26 AM

To: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA); Campo, Joe

Cc: Houghton, Bonnie L CTR USAF NGB A4 (USA); Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6
(USA)

Subject: FW: [Non-DoD Source] EVERS MOA

/\ CAUTION: This email originated from an external sender. Verify the source before opening links or attachments. /\

From: stowel4ser’ [N
Sent: Friday, June 05, :

To: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] EVERS MOA

All active links contained in this email were disabled. Please verify the identity of the sender, and confirm the
authenticity of all links contained within the message prior to copying and pasting the address to a Web
browser.

To Whom it may concern,

My Name is WilliamStowell, | am a USAF Security Forces veteran and candidate forSheriff of Botetourt
county, just south of the proposed MOA boundary. I am writing today with information that may seriously
affectoperational security and mission readiness of the ANG.

I’d like to beginby saying that I am in full support of expanding the Evers MOAboundary and this letter is not
an attempt to oppose or dissuade youfrom the expansion. Rather | wish to inform you of a proposed windturbine
farm, known as Rocky Forge, championed by Apex Clean Energy.

There are manycomponents to this wind farm so for the sake of brevity I willhighlight the main points.

1) The proposedturbines will be within approximately 7 miles of the southeast borderof the proposed MOA
reaching an altitude of 3,945 feet. This willlimit airspace in this area which may be required for various
reasonsat various times.

2) The wind farmproject will require mountain top removal (explosive demolition)which will drastically
restructure the current ecosystem. This inturn will nullify any work that has been done in regards to thecurrent
Environmental Assessment that your team has worked so hard toproduce.

3) An onshore,mountain top wind farm of this size does not exist anywhere else inthe world and is therefore
untested. Experts who have examined thisproposed farm have called it irresponsible and dangerous.



4) The presence ofthese windmills will pose an unmitigated fire risk for the entirevalley. Wind farms such as
this are well known for bursting intoflame, as well as throwing blades miles away, due to the momentum ofthe
turbine. Disasters such as this do not respect man madeboundaries and will certainly encroach into the MOA.

5) Apart from thephysical dangers there are electromagnetic and RF dangers that, I amtold, will interfere with
radar and navigation equipment that themilitary relies upon.

| am grateful thatyou have taken the time to read and consider these points. As you mayknow the Security
Forces creed is Defensor Fortis- Defender of theForce, something | take very seriously, even as a civilian. This
windfarm is not inevitable and should not obtain FAA approval as theproject poses risks to military personnel
and operations.

I hope you will usethe experts at your disposal to look further into this matter and donot hesitate to reach out to
me if | can be of service.

Thank you for yourdevotion to our country and the work you do to keep our military thebest in the world.

Sincerely,
-William Stowell



Campo, Joe

From: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS <usaf,jbanafw.ngb-
a4.mbx.ada-nepa-comments@mail.mil>

Sent: Wednesday, May 27, 2020 11:21 AM

To: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA); Campo, Joe

Cc: Houghton, Bonnie L CTR USAF NGB A4 (USA); Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6
(USA)

Subject: FW: [Non-DoD Source] EVERS MOA Expansion

/\ CAUTION: This email originated from an external sender. Verify the source before opening links or attachments. /\

From: Paul Trible

Sent: Tuesday, May 26, 2020 4:54 PM

To: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] EVERS MOA Expansion

Dear Sirs:

I’m a Captain for a major US airline and have over four decades of aviation experience. | reside near Blue Grass, Virginia
and also own property near Hightown, VA (the crossroads of US 250 and the Blue Grass Valley Road).

For many years | flew from W99 to DCA/IAD/BWI for work. Just recently I've been in discussions to build a hangar and
base a private aircraft @ Hannah Field, near Monterey, VA (7VA9). | am not opposed to the EVERS MOA or it’s
expansion, however | feel it is vitally important operators within the MOA clearly understand several items.

First, almost everyone who lives here likes solitude. One of the most significant selling points for property in our area is
peace and quiet. Obviously, military aircraft disrupt peace and quiet. That’s fine as long as military operators do not
loiter over a specific area for lengthy periods AND do not descend below the floor of the MOA.

Second, while not many people reside here, those who choose to live here...

especially those who moved to the area...do so because they want it quiet. Numerous individuals, like myself, made
tremendous sacrifices to live in a peaceful area. Personally | drive over three hours one way to work, and have done so
almost every week for over 26 years.

Third, there is going to be an increase in GA activity from 7VA9. Military pilots need to be briefed on GA aircraft in the
area and military operators must religiously indicate via NOTAM or other means when the MOA will be hot.

Fourth, raising livestock is the primary means of income for many local residents. That often includes being in close
proximity to large farm animals. Military operators need to grasp their presence is not always welcome.

Finally, there have been a few occasions during the last 26 years when military aircraft have clearly flown below the
floor of the MOA above my home. This is unsafe and unprofessional, yet trying to find the unit responsible was a
significant undertaking for someone with an aviation background. | understand being 25 and having an F-22 strapped to
your buttocks...I really do get it! However, those who bust the floor of the MOA need to be held accountable. It is my
view there needs to be an easy, readily available contact for reporting perceived inappropriate flying outside the
boundaries of the MOA.



Please brief pilots and keep the above in mind when operating in the EVERS MOA.

Sincerely,

Paul S. Trible



Matt Strickler

Secretary of Natural Resources

DATE: 23 June 2020
TO: Mr. Ramon E. Ortiz
NGB .
FROM:
ffice of Review and Compliance
PROJECT:

COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

Department of Historic Resources
2801 Kensington Avenue, Richmond, Virginia 23221

-

MEMORANDUM

Virginia

DHR File # 2019-0428

arc E. Holma, Architectural Historian (804) 482-6090

Julie V. Langan
Director

Tel: (804) 367-2323
Fax: (804) 367-2391
www.dhr.virginia.gov

Draft EA and FONSI for expansion of Evers Military Operations Area in West

X__ This project will have an effect on historic resources. Based on the information provided,

the effect will not be adverse.

This project will have an adverse effect on historic properties. Further consultation with
DHR is needed under Section 106 of the NHPA.

Additional information is needed before we will be able to determine the effect of the
project on historic resources. Please see below.

No further identification efforts are warranted. No historic properties will be affected by the
project. Should unidentified historic properties be discovered during implementation of the

project, please notify DHR.

We have previously reviewed this project. Attached is a copy of our correspondence.

Other (Please see comments below)

COMMENTS:
Admunistrative Services Eastern Region Office
10 Courthouse Ave, 2801 Kensington Avenue
Petersburg. VA 23803 Richmond. VA 23221
Tel: (804) 862-6408 Tel: (804) 367-2323
Fax: (804) 862-6196 Fax: (804) 367-2391

Western Region Office
962 Kime Lane
Salem, VA 24153
Tel: (540) 387-5443
Fax: (540) 387-5446

Northern Region Office
5357 Main Street
PO Box 519
Stephens City, VA 22655
Tel: (540) 868-7029
Fax: (540) 868-7033



Campo, Joe

From: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS <usaf,jbanafw.ngb-
a4.mbx.ada-nepa-comments@mail.mil>

Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 11:38 AM

To: Ortiz, Ramon E CIV USAF NGB A4 (USA); Campo, Joe

Cc: Flanders, Jamie A CIV USAF NGB A2/3/6 (USA); Houghton, Bonnie L CTR USAF NGB A4
(USA)

Subject: FW: Flying Over Virginia and West Virginia for Training

/\ CAUTION: This email originated from an external sender. Verify the source before opening links or attachments. /\

From: Nancy Witschey [highlandedawitschey@htcnet.org]

Sent: Tuesday, June 09, 2020 4:52 PM

To: USAF JB A-NAFW NGB A4 Mailbox A4A NEPA COMMENTS

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Flying Over Virginia and West Virginia for Training

Dear Sir or Madam:

There is loud and significant noise pollution when jets fly over our quiet areas. The economic impact
is primarily to poultry growers. Contrary to your findings, these farmers lose a high percentage of
animals when frightened. For the rest of the environment, the impact is a disruption to quiet solitude.

The military does need to train.

One solution would be to identify those areas with poultry farms and mark them as areas to avoid. If
you are willing to consider this option, our Virginia and West Virginia counties would undertake a
project to provide mapping.

While not a solution to loss of product, it would be helpful if the training missions were limited to only
once each month, and the time flying over a particular area to ten minutes or less.

Yours truly,
Nancy Witschey
Highland County Economic Development Authority



Final EA for Airspace Modification and Addition of Evers MOA

Appendix B Record of Non-Applicability

RECORD OF NON-APPLICABILITY
In Accordance with the Clean Air Act - General Conformity Rule for the
Proposed Environmental Assessment for Modification and/or Addition of
Airspace Utilization of the Evers Military Operating Airspace

2 April 2020

This Record of Non-Applicability supports ANG’s Environmental Assessment for Modification
and/or Addition of Airspace Utilization of the Evers Military Operating Airspace. The proposed
airspace would replace the existing Evers MOA and creates four MOAs (Evers North, Evers
Central, Evers South [11,000ft MSL to 18,000ft MSL], and Evers Low [1,000ft AGL to 11,000ft
MSL]) and three Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspaces (ATCAA) [Diesel North, Diesel Central,
and Diesel South [FL180 to FL230]). ATCAA boundaries are coincidental with the proposed
boundaries of Evers North, Central, and South.

General conformity under the Clean Air Act, Section 176 has been evaluated according to the
requirements of 40 CFR 893, Subpart B. The requirements of this rule are not applicable to the
Proposed Action because:

Activities would occur within areas designated full attainment for the National Ambient
Air Quality Standards, and partially include emissions that were clearly de minimis, such
as emissions from aircraft operations above the mixing height of 3,000 ft AGL (i.e. the
height above which air emissions do not directly affect individuals on the ground.) (40 CFR
§93.153 (c) (xxii)).

Supported documentation and emission estimates:

() Are Attached
() Appear in the NEPA Documentation
(X) Other (Not Necessary)



Final EA for Airspace Modification and Addition of Evers MOA

Appendix C Aeronautical Proposal



FAAO 7400.2J Section 3. SUA PROPOSALS
21-3-3. PROPOSAL CONTENT
a. Proponent’s Transmittal Letter. See proceeding.

b. Area Description.

Evers MOA, WV - Rescind

Evers Low MOA, WV

Boundaries. Beginning

Altitudes.

Times of use.

Expected usage.

Controlling agency.

Using agency.

Evers East MOA. WV

Boundaries. Beginning

Altitudes.

Times of use.

at lat. 38°38'51"N, long. 79°34'41"W;
to lat. 38°24'00"N, long. 79°38'44"W;
to lat. 38°08'13"N, long. 79°43'13"W;
to lat. 38°10'49”N, long. 80°25’30"W;
to lat. 38°38'51"N, long. 80°00°00"W;
to the point of beginning.

1,000 feet AGL up to but not including
11,000 feet MSL

Sunrise to Sunset, Daily; other times by
NOTAM

2 hours per day; 260 days per year

FAA, Washington, D.C. ARTCC

D.C. Air National Guard, 113" Wing,
JB Andrews, MD

at lat. 38°38'51"N, long. 79°34'41"W;
to lat. 38°38'51"N, long. 79°19'49"W;
to lat. 38°24'00"N, long. 79°19'49"W;
to lat. 38°24'00"N, long. 79°38'44"W;
to the point of beginning.

1,000 feet AGL up to but not including
FL180

Sunrise to Sunset, Daily; other times by
NOTAM



Expected usage.

Controlling agency.

Using agency.

Evers North MOA, WV

Boundaries. Beginning

Altitudes.

Times of use.

Expected usage.
Controlling agency.

Using agency.

Ever nter MOA, WV

Boundaries.

Beginning

Altitudes.

Times of use.

Expected usage.

2 hours per day; 260 days per year

FAA, Washington, D.C. ARTCC

D.C. Air National Guard, 113" Wing,
JB Andrews, MD

at lat. 38°08'13"N, long. 79°43'13"W;
to lat. 37°46'49"N, long. 79°49'14"W;

to lat. 37°49'51°N,  long.
80°44°02"W;
to lat. 38°11'36"N,  long.
80°38'15"W;

to the point of beginning.

11,000 feet MSL up to but not
including FL180

Sunrise to Sunset, Daily; other times by
NOTAM

2 hours per day; 260 days per year
FAA, Washington, D.C. ARTCC

D.C. Air National Guard, 113" Wing,
JB Andrews, MD

at lat. 38°45'14"N, long. 79°32'49"W;
to lat. 38°08'13"N, long. 79°43'13"W;
to lat. 38°11°'36”N, long. 80°38’15"W;
to lat. 38°47°14”N, long. 80°28'50"W;
to the point of beginning.

11,000 feet MSL up to but not
including FL180.

Sunrise to Sunset, Daily; other times by
NOTAM

2 hours per day; 260 days per year



Controlling agency. FAA, Washington, D.C. ARTCC

D.C. Air National Guard, 113" Wing,
JB Andrews, MD

Using agency.

Evers South MOA. WV

Boundaries. Beginning at lat. 39°05’'19"N, long. 79°27°09"W;
to lat. 38°45'14"N, long. 79°32'49"W,
to lat. 38°47'14”N, long. 80°28’50"W;
to lat. 39°07°'42"N, long. 80°23'25"W;
to the point of beginning.

Altitudes. 11,000 feet MSL up to but not

including FL180

Times of use.

Expected usage.
Controlling agency.

Using agency.

Sunrise to Sunset, Daily; other times by
NOTAM

2 hours per day; 260 days per year
FAA, Washington, D.C. ARTCC

D.C. Air National Guard, 113" Wing,

JB Andrews, MD

c. Airspace Statement of Need and Justification.
1. Describe the purpose and need for the proposed airspace.

Modify the existing Evers MOA by expanding laterally to the North, South, and West,
in addition to creating three Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspaces (ATCAAS) to meet
military training needs and maximize efficient use of the airspace structure. This
proposed action would provide a marked improvement by increasing the size of the
training airspace necessary to meet the changing needs and evolutionary
requirements of air-to-air combat, air-to-ground combat, and platform technology.

The primary drivers of airspace shape, size, and feature requirements are the F-16C
Block 30 Ready Aircrew Program (RAP) Tasking Memorandum, in conjunction with
AFI 11-2F-16V1 that outlines the continuing training program for ACC units. These
requirements define the minimum number and type of annual sorties, simulator
missions and specific training events specialized aircrews must accomplish to sustain
Combat Mission Readiness (CMR). Per AFI 11-2F-16V1, an effective RAP mission
requires accomplishment of a complete tactical scenario or a basic skills mission.



The 113 WG maintains 30 CMR F-16C pilots, requiring a combined 1,000 overland
sorties to meet annual RAP requirements. The training environment must enable
effective and accurate simulation several F-16C mission sets, to include Defensive
Counter Air (DCA), Offensive Counter Air — Attack Operations (OCA-AO) Combat
Search and Rescue (CSAR), Close Air Support (CAS), Forward Air Control (FAC-A),
and Air Interdiction (Al). Considering a notional air-to-air intercept timeline of the F-
16C and realistic surface attack/close air support scenario, 80 nautical mile (NM) x 40
NM represents the minimum lateral airspace required to effectively train for Basic
Fighter Maneuvering (BFM), Aerospace Control Alert (ACA), Tactical Intercepts (TI),
and Air Combat Maneuvering (ACM). This is over twice the lateral area of the current
Evers MOA, which is 30 NM x 16 NM. Moreover, due to the F-16C’s air-to-ground
utility, low altitude (LOWAT) airspace is essential for maintaining currency and
proficiency to execute safe and effective combat operations, including OCA-AQO, Basic
Surface Attack (BSA), CAS, FAC/A. These surface attack missions represent 45% of
all 113th Wing RAP sorties.

113" Wing RAP reporting from CY2017 demonstrates the negative impacts of “over
land” training airspace non-availability and its weakening effect on pilot combat
mission readiness. This report details that over 70% of aircrew assigned (21 of 30
pilots) were unable to meet the RAP required training for OCA-AO due to local
airspace availability. The impact of this RAP deficiency was determined to be
SEVERE and directly impacting the 113" Wing’s ability to deploy and attack the
enemy in a near peer engagement. Equally troubling was the Inertial Aided Munitions
/ Laser Guided Bomb Delivery (IAMS/LGB) events, with 0% of required training
accomplished due to lack of available “over land” airspace.

Additionally, the current configuration of the Evers MOA is too small for air-to-air
refueling (AAR) operations. Regular and predictable AAR operations has become a
critical training multiplier as the F-16C fleet grows older and less healthy. The Evers
MOA expansion conceives an organic ARCT track that would effectively double the
training opportunities of every fighter in the MOA.

The creation of three ATCAAs over the proposed MOA expansion would provide a
vertical airspace that creates opportunities for full-spectrum, doctrinally driven, tactical
training. The 113 WG requires access to airspace that provides a spatially viable
combat training environment to qualify and maintain aircrew capabilities, preserve
readiness, and ultimately achieve our national objectives. Failure to create the
minimum lateral airspace for 113th WG missions will result in training shortfalls and
negatively impact combat readiness and pilot safety.

PROPOSED ACTION

Laterally and vertically expand the existing Evers MOA, and segregate it into Evers
Low, Evers East, Evers North, Evers Center, and Evers South MOAs. Additionally,
create three ATCAAs directly over the Evers North, Center, and South MOAs, and



name these ATCAAs Diesel North, Diesel Center, and Diesel South.

Aeronautical impact: Participation with Washington, D.C. ARTCC was instrumental
in designing the proposed changes to Evers MOA. The MOA was de-conflicted with
Standard Terminal Arrivals (STARS), Victor Routes, and approach corridors for
underlying airports. Additionally, all proposed airspace falls within the scope of a
single Washington, D.C. ARTCC sector, enabling single frequency communications.
In the event that the EVERS MOA airspace will be needed by ARTCC, a Letter of
Agreement with Washington, D.C. ARTCC will specify options the controllers can use
to curtail military operations in order to allow joint use of the airspace.

2. Joint use. The Airspace will be available for joint use. The FAA joint-use
policy per FAAO 7400.2J para 21-1-8 will be recognized. A Letter of Agreement with
Washington, D.C. ARTCC will outline procedures for scheduling, activating, and de-
activating the airspace.

d. Air Traffic Control Assigned Airspace (ATCAA). Yes, the proposal includes
expanding the airspace to include 3 ATCAAs.

Diesel North ATCAA. WV

Boundaries. Beginning at lat. 38°08'13"N, long. 79°43'13"W;
to lat. 37°46'49"N, long.
79°49'14"W; to lat. 37°49'51"N,
long. 80°44°02"W;
to lat. 38°11'36”N, long.
80°38'15"W; to the point of
beginning.



Altitudes.

Times of use.

Expected usage.
Controlling agency.

Using agency.

Di | nter ATCAA. WV
Boundaries. Beginning
Altitudes.

Times of use.

Expected usage.
Controlling agency.

Using agency.

Diesel South ATCAA, WV

Boundaries. Beginning

Altitudes.

Times of use.

Expected usage.

FL180 to FL230

Sunrise to Sunset, Daily; other times by
NOTAM

2 hours per day; 260 days per year
FAA, Washington, D.C. ARTCC

D.C. Air National Guard, 113" Wing,
JB Andrews, MD

at lat. 38°45'14"N, long. 79°32'49"W;
to lat. 38°08'13"N, long. 79°43'13"W;
to lat. 38°11°'36”N, long. 80°38’15"W;
to lat. 38°47°14”N, long. 80°28'50"W;
to the point of beginning.

FL180 to FL230

Sunrise to Sunset, Daily; other times by
NOTAM

2 hours per day; 260 days per year
FAA, Washington, D.C. ARTCC

D.C. Air National Guard, 113" Wing,
JB Andrews, MD

at lat. 39°05'19"N, long. 79°27°09"W;
to lat. 38°45'14"N, long. 79°32’49"W;
to lat. 38°47'14”N, long. 80°28'50"W;
to lat. 39°07°'42"N, long. 80°23'25"W;
to the point of beginning.

FL180 to FL230

Sunrise to Sunset, Daily; other times by
NOTAM

2 hours per day; 260 days per year



Controlling agency. FAA, Washington, D.C. ARTCC

Using agency. D.C. Air National Guard, 113" Wing,
JB Andrews, MD

e. Activities.

1. For areas that will contain aircraft operations.

(a) Average number and types of aircraft that will use the area.

F-16C: 3 aircraft, 2 sorties per day, 10 days per
month

A-10C: 2 aircraft, 1 sortie per day, 3 days per month
F-22: 3 aircraft, 1 sortie per day, 10 days per month
T-38A: 3 aircraft, 1 sortie per day, 5 days per month
F-15E: 4 aircraft, 2 sorties per day, 12 days per month
C-17: 1 aircraft, 1 sortie per day, 2 days per month
C-130: 2 aircraft, 1 sortie per day, 4 days per month
KC-135: 1 aircraft, 1 sortie per day, 4 days per month

(b) Specific Activities and the maximum altitudes required for
each type of activity planned.

Tactical combat maneuvering by fighter and transport category fixed wing
aircraft involving abrupt, unpredictable changes in altitude, attitude, and
direction of flight. Maximum altitude FL230.

Tactical Intercepts (TIl). Maximum altitude FL230

Air Combat Maneuvering (ACM). Maximum altitude
FL230

Basic Surface Attack (BSA). Maxinum altitude FL230
Offensive Counter Air (OCA-AO). Maximum altitude
FL230

Air Combat Tactics (ACT). Maximum altitude FL230
Non-standard formation flights. Maximum altitude FL230
Close Air Support (CAS). Maximum altitude FL230
Surface Attack Tactics (SAT). Maximum altitude FL230

Forward Airstrike Control — Airborne (FAC-A). Maximum altitude FL230
Combat Search and Rescue (CSAR). Maximum altitude FL230

Air Interdiction (Al). Maximum altitude FL230

Opposed Surface Attack Tactics (OPSAT). Maximum altitude FL230
Defensive Counter Air (DCA). Maximum altitude FL230



Large Force Employment (LFE) combat training. Maximum altitude
FL230 Basic Fighter Maneuvering (BFM). Maximum altitude FL230
Air-to-air Refueling. Maximum altitude FL230

(c) Supersonic Flight. N/A. Supersonic flight operations will
be prohibited in the proposed airspace.

(d) Firing, Ordnance Delivery Runs, and Weapons Impact
areas. N/A. Weapons, Chaff, Flairs and Ordnance will not be
used in EVERS MOA or DIESEL ATCAA.

2. Surface-to-surface or surface-to-air weapons firing. N/A.

f. Environmental and land use information.

1. Mr. Ben Mains
113th Environmental Protection Specialist

benjamin.r.mains.nfg@mail.mil
(240) 857-0434

2. 113th Wing agrees to provide reasonable and timely aerial access to
the underlying public and private land. This access will be coordinated via a
proposed direct communication line with the 113th Wing Airfield Management
Office.

3. Not applicable.
g. Communications and Radar.

1. Ground based radar and radio communications will be used by
Washington, D.C. ARTCC to monitor the airspace.

2. N/A.

h. Safety considerations.

1. Activity will be contained within the MOA using geographic references,
inertial navigation, global positioning systems and TACAN radial/DME
references. In addition, the 113th Wing uses a Situational Awareness DATA
Link (SADL) display in which airspace boundaries are depicted and area
borders easily defined.

2. Malfunctions will be handled in accordance with aircraft technical
orders, Service Directives, and FARs.

3. The employment of ordnance, flares, and chaff will not be authorized.



4. Eye-safe laser operations will be conducted within boundaries of the
EVERS MOAs. The training laser beam does not actually emit energy and
will not penetrate outside approved DoD boundaries.

i. Coordination summary.

National Guard Bureau/A3/3/6/10TA, Mr. Jamie Flanders, Airspace
Manager

Washington, D.C. ARTCC, Mr. Thomas Hall, Air Traffic Control
Washington, D.C. ARTCC, Mr. Dan Glancey, Airspace & Procedures
JB Andrews, MSgt Sheila King, Airspace Manager

AFREP, Lt Col Vilachack Ladara

ATREP, Mr. Derreck Boring

J. Area Chart

k. Environmental Documents. All applicable environmental documents will
be provided separately.

I. Graphic Notice Information. N/A

m. Other
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

AGL above ground level

AFI Air Force Instruction

ANG Air National Guard

dB decibels

dBA A-weighted decibels

DNL day-night sound level

DOD Department of Defense

EA environmental assessment

FAA Federal Aviation Administration

ft feet

FL flight level

IFR instrument flight rule
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Ldnmr onset-adjusted monthly DNL
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L max maximum sound level

MSL mean sea level
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NGB National Guard Bureau

NAS national airspace system

NM nautical miles

NOTAM notice to airmen

OSHA Occupational Safety & Health Administration
SEL sound exposure level
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USAF United States Air Force
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This Noise Assessment Report is in support of the Environmental Assessment (EA) for the
Modification and Addition of Evers Military Operations Airspace. Specifically, this study includes
noise modeling to identify the noise exposure and associated effects from the operations conducted
in the SUA complex. This report includes modeling aircraft-generated noise under the proposed
SUAs with and without the Proposed Action. It provides existing and future overall noise levels,
as well as noise levels for individual overflights.

1.1  LOCATION AND BACKGROUND

The 113th Wing, District of Columbia Air National Guard is located at Joint Base Andrews,
Maryland. The 113 WG is the air component of the District of Columbia National Guard and is
the only federal National Guard unit. The 113 WG’s mission is to maintain a well-trained and well-
equipped F-16C squadron available for prompt mobilization during war and to aid Allies during
emergencies. The federal mission during peacetime has the combat-ready unit assigned to the Air
Combat Command (ACC) to carry out missions compatible with training, mobilization readiness,
humanitarian and contingency operations such as Operation Enduring Freedom and Inherent
Resolve. The state mission includes defending the National Capital Region, providing support to
the District of Columbia and local communities, providing emergency relief support, and
providing support for other contingency operations.

The existing Evers MOA is above West Virginia and Virginia (Figure 1-1). Approximately half of
the MOA is above Highland County, Virginia and the remainder of the MOA is in Pocahontas and
Randolph counties, West Virginia. The airspace begins at 1,000 feet (ft) above ground level (AGL)
and continues to 17,999 ft above mean sea level (MSL). The proposed Evers MOA complex would
be an expansion and modification of the existing airspace and is described in detail on Chapter 2.
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES

This chapter presents a detailed description of the Proposed Action, including the requirement to
provide an integrated, year-round, realistic training environment in accordance with F-16C RAP
and AFI 11-2F-16V1 training requirements. The details of the Proposed Action form the basis for
the analyses of potential environmental effects presented in Chapter 3 of the EA. This chapter
includes a discussion of alternatives considered but dismissed from further analysis, as well as the
No Action Alternative. No viable alternatives to the Proposed Action were identified.

2.1 SELECTION CRITERIA

The current airspace limitations of the Evers MOA impede efficient military aircraft exercises. To
allow for the required exercises, the proposed airspace must be of sufficient, contiguous size and
altitude to train and prepare military aircrews for current and future conflicts in a realistic training
environment. In addition, the airspace must be and within F-16C average sortie duration range to
accomplish 113 WG training requirements. The selection criteria are summarized below.

e Must be within a reasonable distance (200 miles) of the primary end-user

e Must provide an adequate size and shape for both air-to-air and air-to-ground training (i.e.
40 x 80 NM)

e Must have adequate availability to the primary end-user

e Must be controlled by a single ARTCC

Without airspace that meets these selection criteria, exercising units would be severely constrained
while trying to achieve their required training goals. Failure to create airspace of suitable
dimensions will result in training shortfalls and negatively impact combat readiness and pilot
safety.

2.2 PROPOSED ACTION

The proposed Evers MOA expansion and modification is in West Virginia and Virginia (Figures
2-1 and 2-2). The Proposed Action would expand beyond the lateral footprint of the current Evers
MOA, subdivide this new airspace volume into five portions that increase Washington ARTCC's
ability to accommodate civil operations, and establish three ATCAAs above the MOAs (Figure 2-
2). The components of the Proposed Action include:

e Delineate new airspace
o Evers North, Center and South MOAs (11,000 ft — 17,999 ft above MSL)
o Evers Low MOA (1,000 ft AGL — 10,999 ft above MSL)
o Evers East MOA (1,000 ft AGL to 17,999 ft above MSL)
o Create three ATCAAS
o Diesel North, Center and South ATCAA (Flight Level [FL]180 — FL230 MSL)
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The proposed Evers MOA complex would occur over all or parts of the following West Virginia
counties: Harrison, Barbour, Tucker, Pendleton, Lewis, Upshur, Randolph, Braxton, Webster,
Pocahontas, Nicholas, and Greenbrier. In addition, parts of the following Virginia counties would
underlie the proposed expansion and modification: Highland, Alleghany, Bath, and Botetourt. The
landscape of West Virginia is rugged, as the Appalachian Mountain system passes from north to
south through the state. The elevation within the proposed Evers MOA complex is approximately
2,100 ft above MSL in the lowest valleys to the highest point (Spruce Knob in Pendleton County)
in West Virginia at 4,863 ft above MSL. Therefore, the proposed low airspace would rise and fall
according to surface elevation to remain at least 1,000 ft AGL (i.e., approximately 3,100 ft above
MSL at the lowest point).

The proposed SUA complex is 80 NM north-south and 40 NM east west. The lowest portions of
the proposed SUA complex would begin at 1,000 ft AGL and continue to 17,999 ft above MSL.
The proposed SUA complex would include three ATCAAS above the proposed MOAs extending
up to FL 230 (23,000 ft AGL) (Figure 2-3).

Under the Proposed Action, there would be no infrastructure changes, no ground-disturbing
activities, no supersonic flight activities, no release of chaff and flares, no weapons firing, and no
ordnance deployment within the proposed airspace.

The proposed expansion and modification of the Evers MOA would create for USAF aircraft a
tactically diverse and valuable “over land” training environment on the eastern seaboard. The
proposed shape and depth would allow fighter and cargo units to simulate weapons and stores
delivery at both low and medium altitudes while targeting and being targeted, at a realistic range,
from surface and air threats. The proposed expansion was conceived and built in coordination with
FAA representatives to minimize civilian air traffic encroachment and conflict while maintaining
the boundaries within a single air traffic controlling center. Through coordination with the
Washington ARTCC, the subsections of the proposed MOAs and ATCAAs could be activated or
deactivated as needed and distinguishable for aircrew adherence.
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Table 2-1 provides the vertical limits and the charted times of use of the proposed SUA

components. Table 2-2 outlines the lateral coordinates of the proposed airspace.

Table 2-1. Vertical Limits and Charted Times of Use of Proposed Airspace

Airspace

Low-Level Mid-Level ATCAA Level
1,000 AGL - 11,000’ —
( 1'§ 999' MSL) (FL180-FL230)
10,999’ MSL) ’

Charted Use

Evers North MOA
Evers Center MOA
Evers South MOA
Evers Low MOA
Evers East MOA
Diesel North ATCAA
Diesel Center ATCAA
Diesel South ATCAA

Sunrise to Sunset
Daily

Other times by
NOTAM

Table 2-2. Coordinates of the Proposed Airspace

Evers North MOA
N39°05'00" W80°18'00"
N39°04'00" W79°26'00"
N38°44'27" W79°31'43"
N38°45'29" W80°23'31"
Evers Center MOA
N38°45'29" W80°23'31"
N38°44'27" W79°31'43"
N38°05'31" W79°43'15"
N38°06'27" W80°34'28"

Diesel North ATCAA

N39°05'00" W80°18'00"
N39°04'00" W79°26'00"
N38°44'27" W79°31'43"
N38°45'29" W80°23'31"
Diesel Center ATCAA
N38°45'29" W80°23'31"
N38°44'27" W79°31'43"
N38°05'31" W79°43'15"
N38°06'27" W80°34'28"

Evers South MOA
N38°06'27" W80°34'28"
N38°05'31" W79°43'15"
N37°46'00" W79°49'00"
N37°47'00" W80°40'00"
Evers Low MOA
N38°36'06"W80°12'04"
N38°38'34"W79°59'29"
N38°38'43"W79°33'25"
N38°05'31"W79°43'15"
N38°06'10"W80°21'49"

Diesel South ATCAA
N38°06'27" W80°34'28"
N38°05'31" W79°43'15"
N37°46'00" W79°49'00"
N37°47'00" W80°40'00"
Evers East MOA
N38°38'43"W79°33'25"
N38°38'48"W79°19'57"
N38°23'58"W79°19'50"
N38°23'34"W79°37'54"
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2.2.1 Evers North MOA and Evers South MOA

Evers North and South MOAs are 25 x 40 NM areas on either side of Evers Center MOA. Each
area can be combined with Evers Center to enable a 55 NM intercept range for air-to-air training
or used individually as a 25 NM holding/marshalling area (Figure 2-1). The Evers North and South
MOAs would begin at 11,000 ft above MSL and extend to 17,999 ft above MSL. The proposed
North and South MOAs are deconflicted with the FAA air traffic control routes in a northeasterly-
southeasterly direction with 20 NM length x 40 NM width dimensions. The proposed vertical
limits, times-of-use, and charted coordinates of the Evers North and Evers South MOA are
provided in Tables 2-1 and 2-2.

2.2.2 Evers Center MOA

The Evers Center MOA would have the same northeasterly-southeasterly orientation as the Evers
North and South MOAs for contiguous airspace and have the same vertical limits of 11,000 ft
above MSL to 17,999 ft above MSL (Figure 2-1). The dimensions would be 40 x 40 NM. The
proposed vertical limits, times-of-use, and charted coordinates of the Evers North and Evers Center
MOA are provided in Tables 2-1 and 2-2.

2.2.3 Evers Low MOA

The proposed Evers Low MOA would be under the proposed Evers Center MOA, but with reduced
north and west boundaries such that north-south and east-west transit corridors remain and allow
traffic flow departing or recovering from civilian airfields (Figure 2-1). The Evers Low MOA
would be geographically relocated to isolate low altitude training over sparsely populated areas
and offset from civilian air traffic. The northern boundary and northeast corner of the proposed
Evers Low MOA would be relocated to provide a 3-mile buffer from the southern boundary of the
Clarksburg Airport Radar Approach Control area. The buffer would eliminate the need for
redundant control coordination between Washington ARTCC and Clarksburg Airport. The
proposed vertical limits, times-of-use, and charted coordinates of the Evers Low MOA are
provided in Tables 2-1 and 2-2.

2.2.4 Evers East MOA

The proposed Evers East MOA would be approximately half the size in lateral dimensions of the
existing Evers MOA (Figure 2-1). Establishment of the Evers East MOA would not in-and-of-
itself constitute a change to the vertical or lateral boundaries when compared to the existing Evers
MOA. The proposed vertical limits, times-of-use, and charted coordinates of the Evers East MOA
are provided in Tables 2-1 and 2-2.

2.2.5 Diesel ATCAAs (North, Center and South)

The proposed Diesel North, Center, and South ATCAAs would overlay the lateral boundaries of
the Evers North, Center, and South MOAs (Figure 2-1), beginning at 18,000 ft above MSL and
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extending to 23,000 ft above MSL. According to FAA coordination, the proposed ATCAAs would
be altitude de-conflicted with terminal arrivals while providing maximum weapon simulations at
the designated altitudes. The proposed vertical limits, times-of-use, and charted coordinates of the
Diesel ATCAAs are provided in Tables 2-1 and 2-2.

2.2.6 Aircraft Operations

The 121st Fighter Squadron (FS) operates the F-16C which is a multi-role fighter platform
currently in service worldwide. The F-16C is responsible for Defensive Counter Air (DCA),
Offensive Counter Air — Attack Operations (OCA-AQ), Combat Search and Rescue (CSAR),
Close Air Support (CAS), Forward Air Control (FAC-A), and Air Interdiction (Al). Operational
activities would consist of typical MOA flight operations to include tactical combat maneuvering
with abrupt, unpredictable changes in altitude and direction of flight.

2.2.6.1 Other Expected Users

Other expected users of the Evers MOA complex include 104 FS (A-10C), 27 FS (F-22), 71st
Fighter Training Squadron (T-38A), 333 FS (F-15E), 167th Airlift Wing (AW, C-17), and 130
AW (C-130). Military (Navy) users would conduct exercises with F-16, A-10C, F-22, T-38A, F-
15E, C-17, and C-130 aircraft. Other users may conduct exercises with FA-18 aircraft.

The 104 FS’s state mission is to maintain a well-trained and well-equipped A-10C squadron
available for prompt mobilization during war and also provide assistance to Allies during
emergencies; its federal mission is during peacetime has the combat-ready unit assigned to ACC.
The 27 FS’s mission is to rapidly deploy combat ready F-22 aircraft and airmen to perform air
dominance and air defense missions worldwide in support of all United States operations. The 71st
Fighter Training Squadron's mission is to provide professional adversary air (T-38A) support to
enhance the 1st Fighter Wing's F-22 combat capability. The 333 FS is one of six F-15E squadrons
in the U.S. Air Force, its mission is to be prepared to deploy anywhere in the world on short notice
and deliver an array of air-to-ground weapons. The 167 AW operates C-17 Globemaster |11 aircraft
to deliver people and equipment to locations around the globe. The 130 AW’s mission is to deploy
a force capable of conducting effective and sustained C-130 combat airlift operations in support
in support of the United States Air Force and the State of West Virginia.

2.2.6.2 Air Operations

The overall aircraft utilization within the proposed airspace is presented in Table 2-3. The data are
grouped into low level (below 11,000 ft above MSL) and mid-level (11,000 to 17,999 ft above
MSL) to represent the limits of the MOA. High-level (above 17,999 ft MSL) represents ATCAA
use. The Proposed Action would (1) be within 200 miles of the primary end-user, (2) establish a
40 x 80 NM airspace, (3) provide adequate availability to the primary end-user, and (4) be
controlled by a single ARTCC. The Proposed Action fully meets the purpose and need; therefore,
it has been carried forward for detailed analysis in the EA.
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Table 2-3. Air Operations - Existing and Proposed Action

Annual Usage Individual Mission Parameters
Average Time at Altitude
Timein Numberof Single Percentage of Number of (minutes/sortie)
SUA Training Aircraft  Operations in  Aircraft Per Low- Mid- High-
Aircraft (hours) Missions Sorties  Busiest Month Mission Altitude  Altitude  Altitude
Existing Operations
F-16 109 194 485 20% 25 16.9 16.9 -
A-10C 40 52 192 37% 2.0 15.0 15.0 -
F-22 40 119 357 20% 3.0 3.0 17.0 -
T-38A 36 63 189 20% 3.0 5.1 28.9 -
F-15E 21 41 82 15% 4.0 15.0 5.0 -
Total/Average 245 469 1,305 2.5 11.0 16.6 -
Proposed Operations
F-16 136 243 606 20% 25 10.1 10.1 13.5
A-10C 21 41 82 37% 2.0 11.3 9.4 9.4
F-22 40 119 357 20% 3.0 3.0 12.0 5.0
T-38A 36 63 189 20% 3.0 5.1 204 8.5
F-15E 44 120 480 15% 4.0 13.2 13.2 17.6
C17 25 25 25 8% 1.0 15.0 15.0 30.0
C-130 20 40 80 15% 2.0 225 6.0 15
Total/Average 365 651 1,819 2.5 11.4 12.3 12.2

Low Altitude = 1,000' AGL — 10,999 MSL. Mid-Altitude = 11,000" — 17,999' MSL. High Altitude = FL180 — FL230.
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3.0 NOISE MODELING
3.1 NOISE OVERVIEW

Sound is a physical phenomenon consisting of vibrations that travel through a medium, such as
air, and are sensed by the human ear. Noise is defined as any sound that is undesirable because it
interferes with communication, is intense enough to damage hearing, or is otherwise intrusive.
Human response to noise varies depending on the type and characteristics of the noise, distance
between the noise source and the receptor, receptor sensitivity, and time of day. Noise is often
generated by activities essential to a community’s quality of life, such as aircraft operations,
construction, or vehicular traffic.

Sound varies by both intensity and frequency. Sound pressure level, described in decibels (dB), is
used to quantify sound intensity. The dB is a logarithmic unit that expresses the ratio of a sound
pressure level to a standard reference level. Hertz are used to quantify sound frequency. The human
ear responds differently to different frequencies. “A-weighing”, measured in A-weighted decibels
(dBA), approximates a frequency response expressing the perception of sound by humans. The
sound pressure level noise metric describes steady noise levels, although few noises are, in fact,
constant; therefore, additional noise metrics have been developed to describe noise including:

e Maximum Sound Level (Lmax) — Lmax iS the maximum sound level of an acoustic event in
decibels (e.g. when an aircraft is directly overhead).

e Equivalent Sound Level (Leg) - Legis the average sound level in decibels.

e Sound Exposure Level (SEL) — SEL is a measure of the total energy of an acoustic
event. It represents the level of a one-second long constant sound that would generate the
same energy as the actual time-varying noise event such as an aircraft overflight. SEL
provides a measure of the net effect of a single acoustic event, but it does not directly
represent the sound level at any given time.

e Day-night Sound Level (DNL) — DNL is the average sound energy in a 24-hour period
with penalty added to the nighttime levels. Because of the potential to be particularly
intrusive, noise events occurring between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. are assessed a 10 dB
penalty when calculating DNL. DNL is a useful descriptor for aircraft noise because: (1) it
averages ongoing yet intermittent noise, and (2) it measures total sound energy over a 24-
hour period. DNL provides a measure of the overall acoustical environment, but as with
SEL, it does not directly represent the sound level at any given time.

e Onset-Adjusted Monthly DNL (Ldnmr) is the average sound energy in a 24-hour period with
a 10 dB penalty added to the nighttime levels, and up-to an additional 11 dB penalty for
acoustical events with onset rates greater than 15 dB per second, such as high-speed jets
operating near the ground. Ldnmr iS assessed for the month with the highest number of
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events, and as with DNL and SEL, it does not directly represent the sound level at any
given time. Because of the penalties for rapid onset, Lanme 1s always equal to or greater than
DNL.

Percent Highly Annoyed (%HA). The concept of long-term annoyance is used to account
for all negative aspects of noise, including activity interference, including speech
mterference and sleep disturbance for nighttime activities, and is the basis for determining
impacts due to aircraft noise associated with military and civilian aircraft operations. DNL
or Lanmr are highly correlated with and used to determine the %HA (Table 3-1). It is not
possible to accurately predict the exact annoyance responses to aircraft noise exposure in
any specific community and %HA 1s not designed to be used to determine exactly how
many or which individuals may be annoyed by aircraft noise. Annoyance is reported as the
change in the percent of population expected to be highly annoyed, and individuals or
populations outlined as highly annoy within this EA are for reference purposes and to
determine the potential for effects.

Table 3-1. Relationship Between Annoyance and DNL

DNL/Ldnmr (dBA) % Highly Annoyed
35 0.2% - 60%
40 0.4% 2 50% /
45 0.8% 2 0% /
50 1.7% < 30% /
55 3.3% Z 20% /
60 6.5% £ 10% //
65 12.3% X 0%
70 22.1% 35 45 55 65 75
75 36.5% DNL (dBA)
80 53.7%

Source: USAF 2016

METHODOLOGY

Baseline data for the Ever SUA Complex was collected during a site visit and personnel interviews
in 2018. Air operational data for the proposed SUA Complex was provided by ANG operational
personnel and checked for consistency with the traditional use of the existing airspace. The primary
users of the proposed Evers SUA Complex would conduct exercises with F-15, A-10, F-16, C-17,
C-130 and F-22 aircraft.

This noise analysis uses the MR_NMAP (v3.0) as part of the NoiseMAP computer suite to predict
noise levels (DNL) associated with aircraft operations beneath the proposed Bison SUA Complex
(USAF 2016a). The parameters considered in the modeling included aircraft type, airspeed, power
settings, aircraft operations, vertical training profiles, and the time spent within each airspace
block. Notably, MR NMAP is the FAA- and DoD-Approved noise model for aircraft operations
beneath special use airspace (USAF 2016b and FAA 2015).
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Lanmr iS the accepted noise metric for the ANG when determining noise levels from aircraft
operations within SUA; however, DNL is the accepted noise metric for the FAA when determining
noise levels from aircraft operations within SUA. MR_NMAP was used to model the overall sound
levels with both Lanmr and DNL and both have been carried forwarded for use in this analysis to
meet the requirements for both agencies. Lanmr based on average busiest month aircraft operations
with rapid onset penalty, whereas DNL is based on actual air operations without rapid onset
penalty. Due to the onset penalty and the use of busiest month operations, Ldnmr always equals or
exceeds DNL.

As the action encompassed an area that is larger than the immediate vicinity of an airport and
includes actions above 3,000 feet AGL, the noise analysis includes a discussion on a change-in
exposure and examines the change in noise levels as compared to population and demographic
information from the U.S. Census blocks. The assessment includes depictions of (1) the population
within areas exposed at or above DNL 65 dB, at or above DNL 60 but less than DNL 65 dB, and
at or above DNL 45 dB but less than DNL 60 dB has been included in the discussion (FAA 2015)

Since the study encompasses a large geographical area, the effects are of medium intensity over a
large area, as opposed to high intensity over a smaller area (e.g., noise near an air installation),
change-of-exposure tables were developed to identify where noise will change by 1.5, 3, and 5
dBA (FAA 2015 FAA Order 1050.1F defines the thresholds for “significant” noise impacts and
the thresholds for “reportable” noise impacts. To make certain the ANG is meeting FAA
requirements, during the release and transmittal of the Draft EA, the ANG will "report™ the greater
than 5 dBA day-night Sound Level (DNL) increase to interested parties. In addition, the ANG will
include a brief discussion to outline that, as described above, changes in overall noise levels would
only introduce a minute incremental changes in the percent highly annoyed for areas under the
proposed Evers Low MOA, as the noise in such areas would not normally solicit complaints and
noise would be "essentially the least important of various factors™ in these areas. In addition, the
ANG will outline that the change in noise under the Proposed Action would decrease noise levels
by 2.6 to 7.8 dBA DNL throughout 634 square miles (SM) and for individuals beneath the existing
Evers MOA.

Supplemental Metrics. Both the USAF and the FAA encourage the inclusion of supplemental
noise metrics in the assessment of noise from airspace actions (USAF 2016b and FAA 2015). It
is understood that the sole use of DNL and land-use compatibility cannot accurately describe the
nature and effects from aircraft noise. This is particularly true for airspace actions which have
effects of medium intensity over large geographical areas, as opposed to high-intensity effects over
a smaller area (e.g., noise near an airport or air installation). MR_NMAP was used to determine
the %HA for each SUA to account for all negative aspects of noise, including activity interference,
including speech interference, and was used as an additional basis for determining impacts due to
aircraft noise associated with the action. MR_NMAP was also used to calculate Lmaxand SEL for
individual overflights, and Lanmr levels and the average daily number of events that would exceed
75 dBA (Lmax) beneath the proposed Bison SUA Complex. These metrics were used to assess the
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potential for disturbance to speech and sleep, to determine if individual acoustic events would be
loud enough to damage hearing or structures, and to provide the public with a better understanding
of the specific effects. (USAF 2016b and FAA 2015)

3.3 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT
3.3.1 Population

U.S. Census block data was used to determine the population exposed to aircraft noise. Other than
visual counts, this is the narrowest available geo-referenced data set available. The SUA complex
1s vast, covering 4,827 square miles, and the census block data was appropriate for this scale
activity. Table 3-2 and Figure 3-1 outline the population under the proposed Evers SUA Complex.
There are approximately 130,000 individuals and 72,000 households beneath the proposed SUA
complex.

Table 3-2. Estimated Population Beneath the Proposed Evers SUA Complex

Area
(square
Airspace Population Households miles)
Existing
Evers Existing 6,990 5,214 634
Proposed
Evers Low MOA 9,186 9,742 1,270
Evers Center MOA? 18,802 10,168 858
Evers South MOA 33,941 18,604 1,260
Evers North MOA 64,180 30,550 1,178
Evers East MOA 3,775 2,549 261
Total® 129,884 71,613 4,827

2 Does not include population or area included under the Evers Low MOA.
® Does not include the population or area no longer under any MOA.
Source: U.S. Census 2018.

3.3.2 Background Noise Levels

Background noise levels (Leq and DNL) were estimated for the areas below the proposed SUA
complex using the techniques specified in the American National Standard Institute - Quantities
and Procedures for Description and Measurement of Environmental Sound Part 3: Short-term
measurements with an observer present (ANSI 2013). Table 3-3 outlines the overall sound levels
(1.e. DNL) beneath the proposed Evers SUA Complex without any aircraft activities. Most of the
land beneath the proposed SUA Complex is rural; however, there are several small towns and
villages. These towns would be relatively quiet, and background sound levels without aircraft
would not normally exceed 52 dBA Leq in the daytime, or 44 dBA Leq at night. Background levels
would be less than this in rural areas, and appreciably less in remote areas.

18



Evers North
Population
| —~—-64,180

g
/

{

-

Evers Cent'er'
: Pogulation 18,802 -

f e ) * k| feuy
‘*f i ' L
EversLow - | | .~

Population 9,186, , =~ = _ 4

‘z Evers East
I Population 3,775

’

{
#

{
.
3

. . ~“Evers South - |
- + Population 33,941 /

o £

Population Density

< 25 peole per square mile

25 - 50 peole per square mile
- 50 - 75 peole per square mile { N
- > 75 peole per square mile ' A
'L-.-.' Existing Evers MOA | T 5 36 18

|
Figure 3-1. Population Density

19



Table 3-3. Estimated Background Sound Levels

Leq[dBA]
Land Use Category DNL [dBA] Daytime Nighttime
Normal suburban residential 52 50 44
Quiet suburban residential 47 45 39
Rural residential 42 40 34
Rural/Remote <42 <40 <34

Source: ANSI 2013.

3.3.3 Existing Overall Aircraft Noise

Table 3-4 outlines the existing overall sound levels (i.e. DNL/Lgnmr) beneath the Evers SUA
Complex without the Proposed Action. Figure 3-2 outlines the overall sound levels (i.e. Lanmr)
beneath the existing Evers MOA with aircraft activities and the remainder of the proposed SUA
Complex without any aircraft activities. The estimated DNL ranges from less than 42.0 dBA DNL
in rural areas beyond the boundaries of the existing MOA to 49.8 dBA DNL in areas beneath the
existing Evers MOA. The estimated Ldnmr ranges from less than 42.0 dBA DNL in rural areas
beyond the boundaries of the existing MOA to 54.2 dBA DNL in areas beneath the existing Evers
MOA. The overall noise from aircraft operations is distinctly higher than background levels
beneath the existing Evers MOA .

Table 3-4. Overall Sound Levels and Percent Highly Annoyed - Existing Conditions

Airspace Population DNL (dBA) Ldnmr (dBA) %Highly Annoyed

Evers MOA 6,990 49.8 54.2 2.9%
Source: USAF 2016a and U.S. Census 2018.
2 DNL based on actual air operations without rapid onset penalty.
® Lsnmr based on average busiest month aircraft operations with rapid onset penalty.

Noise from existing aircraft operations does not exceed 65 dBA DNL, and is fully compatible with
all land uses. In general, the aircraft operations are spread out throughout the 634 square miles
beneath the existing Evers MOA. Although, the overall noise from aircraft is fully compatible with
all land uses, an estimated 2.9% of the population are highly annoyed by the existing aircraft noise
under the Evers MOA. Generally speaking, 0.6% of individuals are highly annoyed by other
sources of noise in rural and remote areas that are void of aircraft operations. These sources are
primarily vehicle traffic, but also include industrial sources, construction activities, and lawn
equipment.
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3.3.4 Existing Individual Overflight Noise

Although operational noise levels are too low to result in incompatibility with existing land uses,
noise from individual overflights generate distinct acoustical events. Table 3-5 outlines the Lmax
and SEL for individual aircraft overflights for the primary users of the existing Evers MOA. Mid-
to low-altitude overflights are similar to, but substantially louder than high altitude commercial
aircraft overflights. Overflights conducted in the mid-level airspaces are clearly audible,
sometimes loud, to individuals who are outdoors, and clearly perceptible inside nearby buildings.
Effects from mid-level overflights are distributed throughout areas below and adjacent to the
existing MOA.. Overflights conducted in the low-level airspaces are loud, sometimes very loud, to
individuals who are outdoors, and clearly audible, sometimes loud inside nearby buildings. These
overflights are brief, intermittent, distributed though the MOA, and normally do not occur
repeatedly at any one location. Individual overflights would be neither loud enough or frequent
enough to highly annoy appreciable percentage of the population or to generate areas of
mcompatible land-use underneath the existing Evers MOA.

Table 3-5. Estimated Sound Levels for Individual Overflights

Altitude Lmax (dBA)? SEL (dBA)P
(ft AGL) A-10¢ F-154 F-16¢ F-22f A-10¢ F-154 F-16° F-22f
1,000 94.8 96.7 1004 1124 98.4 103.5 104.9 118.7
5,000 75.6 77.7 80.3 93.0 83.4 88.7 89.0 103.5
10,000 63.9 67.6 69.8 82.9 73.5 80.4 80.3 95.2
20,000 492 55.5 57.6 70.9 60.6 70.1 69.8 85.0
Source: USAF 2016A.
Notes:

2 Lmax is the maximum sound level during an individual overflight.

b SEL is the sound level if the entire overflight was compressed into one second and does not represent the actual
noise at any given time.

¢ A-10A operating at 97% Engine Core RPM (NC) at 350 knots.

9 F-15E operating at 85%NC at 300 knots.

¢ F-16C operating at 90% NC at 450 knots.

f F-22 operating at 100% Engine Thrust Ratio (ETR) at 300 knots.

Speech Interference. In general, low- to mid-altitude aircraft overflights can interfere with
communication on the ground, and in homes, schools or other buildings directly under their flight
path. The disruption of routine activities in the home, such as radio or television listening,
telephone use, or family conversation, can give rise to frustration and irritation. The quality of
speech communication is also important in classrooms, offices, and industrial settings and can
cause fatigue and vocal strain in those who attempt to communicate over the noise. The threshold
at which aircraft noise may begin to interfere with speech and communication is 75 dBA (DNWG
2009). This level i1s consistent with, and more conservative than, the thresholds outlined in the
American National Standards Institute's Acoustical Performance Criteria, Design Requirements,
and Guidelines for Schools (ANSI 2010).

Figure 3-3 depicts the Lmax for individual aircraft overflights for the primary users of the existing
Evers MOA.. Lpax for at 1,000 ft AGL are 94.8 dBA for an A-10, 96.7 dBA for an F-15, 100.4 dBA
for an F-16, and 118.7 for an F-22 (Table 3-5). These sound levels are appreciably louder than the
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threshold for speech interference, and single A-10, F-15, F-16 or F-22 aircraft operating in the
low-level MOAs would interfere with communication for individuals on the ground under their
flight path. Lmax for at 10,000 ft AGL are 63.9 dBA for an A-10, 67.6 dBA for an F-15, 69.8 dBA
for an F-16, and 82.9 for an F-22 (Table 3-5), and only F-22 overflights would the threshold for
speech interference when operating in the midlevel MOAs. These effects are distributed
throughout areas below and adjacent to the areas under the existing Evers MOA.

Table 3-6 outlines the estimated critical distance required for an individual aircraft to interfere with
speech, and the lateral distance on the ground from flight track where aircraft interfere with speech.
An F-22 operating in the mid- or low-altitude portions of the existing Evers MOA interferes with
speech for all individuals within approximately 3.0 miles of the flight track directly below the
aircraft. An F-16 operating in the low-altitude portion of the existing Evers MOA interferes with
speech for all individuals within approximately 0.9 to 1.3 miles of the flight track directly below
the aircraft. An F-15 operating in the low-altitude portion of the existing Evers MOA interferes
with speech for all individuals within approximately 0.7 to 1.2 miles of the flight track directly
below the aircraft. An A-10 operating in the low-altitude portion of the existing Evers MOA
interferes with speech for all individuals within approximately 0.7 to 0.9 miles of the flight track
directly below the aircraft. It is possible that some locations experience these events more often
others; however, louder events at these locations are offset with a one-to-one reduction in
overflights at other locations.

130.0 F-22 Lmax
1200 s F-16 Lmax
110.0
e [-15 Lmax
< 100.0
g A-10 Lmax
E 90.0
q, L
; 80.0 ATCAA Floor
5
S 700 Mid-Level MOA Floor
60.0 Low-Level MOA Floor
50.0
s Speech Interference Threshold
40.0 (Windows Open)
0 5,000 10,000 15,000 20,000 === Speech Interference Threshold

Altitude (feet AGL) (Windows Closed)

Source: USAF 2016a and DNWG 2009.
Notes: Lnax is the maximum sound level during the overflight.

Figure 3-3. Estimated Lmax for Individual Overflights
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Table 3-6. Lateral Distance from Flight Track for Speech Interference

Slant Distance (ft) to Overflight Altitude (ft AGL)
Aircraf  Speech Interference 500 1,000 3,600 5,000
t Threshold Lateral Distance from Flight Track for Speech Interference [ft (miles)]
F-22 16,000 15,992 (3.0) 15,969 (3.0) 15,590 (3.0) 15,199 (2.9)
F-16 7,000 6,982 (1.3) 6,928 (1.3) 6,003 (1.1) 4,899 (0.9)
F-15 6,300 6,280 (1.2) 6,220 (1.2) 5,170 (1.0) 3,833 (0.7)
A-10 5,000 4,975 (0.9) 4,899 (0.9) 3,470 (0.7)

Source: USAF 2016a.

Damage to Hearing. Noise-related hearing loss due to long-term exposure (many years) to
continuous noise in the work place has been studied extensively, but there has been little research
on the potential for noise induced hearing loss on members of the community from exposure to
aircraft noise. Unlike workplace noise, community exposure to aircraft overflights is not
continuous, but consists of individual events where the sound level exceeds the background level
for a limited time. Over 40 years, an individual would need to be exposed to average sound level
of 75 dBA, 8 hours per day for 40 years to experience hearing loss (USEPA 1974 and CHABA
1977), as such Occupational Safety & Health Administration (OSHA) and the NGB have adopted
a threshold of 80 dBA for 8 hours per day as the threshold for hearing protection (USAF 2013).
As aircraft overflights are intermittent and not continuous, no individuals are exposed to sound
levels exceeding 75 dBA for 8 hours per day beneath the Evers MOA. In addition, OSHA and the
NGB have adopted a threshold of 140 dB instantaneous noise level as a threshold for short-term
exposure that may induce hearing loss. As individual aircraft overflights within the Evers MOA
are not supersonic, and do not generate sonic booms above 140 dB, no individuals beneath the
SUA complex are exposed to instantaneous sound levels exceeding 140 dB.

Damage to Structures. Noise from low-level aircraft overflights can cause buildings under their
flight path to vibrate, which the occupants experience as shaking of the structure and rattling of
the windows. However, based on experimental data and models, noise and vibrations from
subsonic aircraft overflights do not cause structural damage to buildings. An impact noise (i.e.,
blast noise or sonic boom) above 140 dB is required to generate sufficient energy to damage
structures (USAF 2016b, Siskind 1989, and Bureau of Mines 1980). Individual overflights within
the Evers MOA are not supersonic, and do not generate sonic booms above 140 dB; therefore,
there is no potential for damage to structures.

3.4  SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLD

Effects to noise would be less than significant unless the Proposed Action would (1) increase noise
levels by more than 1.5 dBA DNL in a noise sensitive area exposed to noise above 65 dBA DNL;
(2) increase noise levels by greater than 5 dBA DNL over large geographic areas or populations
and 1s determined to be environmentally controversial; or (3) generate individual acoustic events
loud enough to damage hearing or structures.

3.5 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROPOSED ACTION
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The Proposed Action would have the potential for long-term minor adverse effects on the noise
environment. Effects would be due to noise from the introduction of low- to mid-altitude military
overflights in areas beneath the proposed Evers Low MOA. The Proposed Action would not
increase noise levels by more than 1.5 dBA DNL in a noise sensitive area that is exposed to noise
above 65 dBA DNL, or generate individual acoustic events loud enough to damage hearing or
structures. The Proposed Action would increase noise levels by 5.2 dBA DNL and percent highly
annoyed by 0.8% beneath the proposed Evers Low MOA 1n areas not currently within the existing
Evers MOA. There would be appreciable decreases (4.3 to 10.8 dBA DNL) in noise and
corresponding decrease in the percent highly annoyed under the existing Evers MOA. Regardless
of any decreases in noise in the existing MOA, individuals experiencing a higher noise levels
within the proposed low would still be affected by the Proposed Action.

3.5.1 Overall Aircraft Noise

Table 3-7, Figures 3-4, and Figure 3-5 summarize the overall noise levels (i.e. DNL) beneath the
Evers SUA Complex with the implementation of the Proposed Action and their change when
compared to existing conditions. To meet both ANG and FAA criteria, noise modeling was
performed to determine both Lasmr and DNL. The estimated DNL (I.e., average annual noise)
would range from 42.9 dBA in areas beneath mid-altitude MOAs to 47.2 dBA n the low-altitude
training areas. The estimated Ldnmr (i.e., busiest month noise) would range from 43.8 dBA in
areas beneath mid-altitude MOAs to 49.6 dBA in the low-altitude training areas. The overall noise
environment would be similar to but slightly greater than background levels in most areas beneath
the existing and proposed SUAs.

Table 3-7. Overall Sound Levels and Percent Highly Annoyed - Proposed Action

Existing Proposed Change from Existing
%Highly DNL %Highly
DNL Lanmr  %Highly DNL Lanmr  Annoye | (dBA Lanmr  Annoye
Airspace (dBA) (dBA) Annoyed | (dBA) (dBA) d ) (dBA) d
Evers Low MOA
(under existing MOA) 49.8 54.2 2.9% 47.2 49.5 1.4% -2.6 -4.6 -1.5%
Evers Low MOA
(not under existing
MOA) 42.0 42.0 0.6% 47.2 49.5 1.4% 5.2 7.5 0.8%
Evers Center MOA
(under existing MOA) 49.8 54.2 2.9% 429 43.8 0.6% -6.9 -10.4 -2.3%
Evers Center MOA
(not under existing
MOA) 42.0 42.0 0.6% 429 43.8 0.6% 0.9 1.8 0.0%
Evers South MOA 42.0 42.0 0.6% 43.0 43.9 0.6% 1.0 1.9 0.0%
Evers North MOA 42.0 42.0 0.6% 43.0 43.9 0.6% 1.0 1.9 0.0%
47.2 49.6 1.6% -26 -4.6 -1.3%
Evers East MOA 498 542 2.9%
Areas no longer under
MOA 49.8 54.2 2.9% 42.0 42.0 0.6% -7.8 -12.2 -2.3%
Total 1.1% Total 0.7% Total -0.4%

Source: US Census 2018 and USAF 2016a.
2 DNL based on actual aircraft operations without rapid onset penalty.
® Lsnme Dased on average busiest month aircraft operations with rapid onset penalty.
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Land Use Compatibility. Noise from aircraft operations under the Proposed Action would not
exceed 65 dBA DNL, and would be fully compatible with all land uses. These effects would be
less than significant (USAF 2016b and FAA 2015). This includes being compatible with all
wilderness areas, residential areas, churches, schools, recreational areas underneath the proposed
airspace. Detailed guidelines for the compatibility of various land uses with noise exposure levels
are included in Appendix B. These effects would be less than significant.

Change in Overall Noise. The overall noise from aircraft operations would (1) blend naturally
with background levels beneath the proposed Evers South, Evers Center, and Evers North MOAs;
(2) would be lower than existing levels in areas beneath the existing Evers MOA; and (3) be higher
than existing levels in areas beneath the proposed Evers Low MOA in areas not currently within
the existing Evers MOA. The Proposed Action would increase noise levels by 5.2 dBA DNL
throughout 943 square miles and for 6,540 individuals beneath the proposed Evers Low MOA in
areas not currently within the existing Evers MOA. The Proposed Action would decrease noise
levels by 4.6 to 12.2 dBA DNL throughout 634 square miles and for 6,990 individuals beneath the
existing Evers MOA.

Effects of Noise on Individuals. Although, the overall noise from aircraft is fully compatible
with all land uses, the %HA under the Proposed Action would range from 0.6% to 1.4% for areas
beneath the proposed MOAs. Due to the redistribution of aircraft operations, there would be a
slight reduction (0.4% reduction) in the overall %HA of for all areas under the Evers SUA
Complex when compared to existing conditions. Generally speaking, 0.6% of individuals are
highly annoyed by other sources of noise in rural and remote areas that are void of aircraft
operations.

The %HA, when compared to existing conditions would range from a decrease of 1.5 to 2.5 percent
beneath the existing Evers MOA to an increase of 0.8% in areas beneath the proposed Evers Low
MOA in areas that are not currently within the existing Evers MOA. This minute level of increase
is expected, as at levels below 55 dBA, it takes very large changes in overall noise levels to annoy
additional individuals. This is consistent with the 1974 EPA's Information on Levels of
Environmental Noise Requisite to Protect Public Health and Welfare with and Adequate Margin
of Safety (i.e., The Levels Document) which outlines that community response to changes in noise
below 55 dBA would be marginal at best, as the noise in such areas would not normally solicit
complaints and noise would be "essentially the least important of various factors" (USEPA 1974).
These effects would be less than significant.

Since the study encompasses a large geographical area, the effects are of medium intensity over a
large area, as opposed to high intensity over a smaller area (e.g., noise near an air installation),
change-of-exposure tables were developed to identify where noise will change by 1.5, 3, and 5
dBA (FAA 2015 FAA Order 1050.1F defines the thresholds for “significant” noise impacts
(Exhibit 4-1) and the thresholds for “reportable” noise impacts. To make certain the ANG is
meeting FAA requirements, during the release and transmittal of the Draft EA, the ANG will
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"report™ the greater than 5 dBA day-night Sound Level (DNL) increase to interested parties. In
addition, the ANG will include a brief discussion to outline that, as described above, changes in
overall noise levels would only introduce a minute incremental changes in the percent highly
annoyed for areas under the proposed Evers Low MOA, as the noise in such areas would not
normally solicit complaints and noise would be "essentially the least important of various factors"
in these areas. In addition, the ANG will outline that the change in noise under the Proposed Action
would decrease noise levels by 2.6 to 7.8 dBA DNL throughout 634 square miles (SM) and for
individuals beneath the existing Evers MOA.

The nature and overall levels of noise from individual overflights would be similar to existing
conditions. However, under the Proposed Action these effects would extend to all newly proposed
SUAs, including the Evers North, Evers Center, Evers Low, Evers South, and Evers East. Areas
beneath the Evers Low MOA would intermittently experience aircraft overflights that would range
from loud to very loud exceeding 75 dBA Lmax at any given point on the ground (Table 3-5 and
Figures 3-3). Overflights aircraft within the proposed low-level MOAs would interfere with
communication for individuals within approximately one to three miles of the aircraft's flight path.
These overflights would be brief, intermittent, distributed though the MOA, and normally would
not occur repeatedly at any one location. In general, individual overflights would be neither loud
enough nor frequent enough to highly annoy an appreciable amount of individuals underneath the
existing or proposed MOAs. Some locations would experience these events more often; however,
events would be offset with a one-to-one reduction in overflights at other locations.

Damage to Hearing or Structures. As with existing conditions, and for similar reasons, aircraft
overflights would not generate individual acoustic events loud enough to damage hearing or
structures. These effects would be less than significant.
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**x%x MOA RANGE NOISEMAP *****
Version 3.0
Release Date  2/7/2013

CASE INFORMATION
Case Name:Evers SUA Complex 2019 - Existing - LDNMR Scenario
Site Name:Evers

SETUP PARAMETERS
Number of MOAs and Ranges = 9 Number of tracks = 0
Lower Left Corner of Grid in feet (X Y pair) = -372500., -372500.
Upper Right Corner of Grid in feet (X Y pair) = 372500., 372500.
Grid spacing = 5000. feet  Number of events above an SEL of 75.0 dB
Temperature = 59 F  Humidity = 70  Flying days per month = 30

MOA SPECIFICATIONS

MOA name DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
Lat  Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.19320 -80.63750
38.78720 -80.48041
38.75401 -79.54699
38.13700 -79.72040
38.19320 -80.63750
Floor = 15000 feet AGL Ceiling = 20000 feet AGL

MOA name DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
Lat  Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.78720 -80.48041
39.12821 -80.39030
39.08871 -79.45249
38.75401 -79.54699
38.78720 -80.48041
Floor = 15000 feet AGL Ceiling = 20000 feet AGL

MOA name DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.13700 -79.72040
37.78029 -79.82050
37.83079 -80.73381
38.19320 -80.63750
38.13700 -79.72040
Floor = 15000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 20000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS CENTER MOA
Lat  Long
(deg)  (deg)

38.19320 -80.63750

38.78720 -80.48041

38.75401 -79.54699



38.13700 -79.72040
38.19320 -80.63750
Floor = 8000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS EAST MOA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.64750 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.64570
38.64750 -79.57169
38.64750 -79.33029
Floor = 1000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS EXISTING
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.66690 -79.96640
38.66690 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.96640
38.66690 -79.96640
Floor = 1000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS LOW MOA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.64750 -79.57809
38.13700 -79.72040
38.18020 -80.42490
38.58360 -80.30110
38.64750 -80.00000
38.64750 -79.57169
38.64750 -79.57809
Floor = 1000 feet AGL Ceiling = 8000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS NORTH MOA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.78720 -80.48041
39.12821 -80.39030
39.08871 -79.45249
38.75401 -79.54699
38.78720 -80.48041
Floor = 8000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS SOUTH MOA
Lat  Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.13700 -79.72040
37.78029 -79.82050
37.83079 -80.73381
38.19320 -80.63750
38.13700 -79.72040
Floor = 8000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL



SPECIFIC POINT SPECIFICATION

Number of Specific points = 6

Latitude Longitude  Name

38.55200 -79.47399 EVERS EAST
38.52000 -79.66900 EVERS EXISTING
38.42500 -80.01200 EVERS LOW

38.68800 -80.38600 EVERS-DIESEL CENTER
38.92901 -79.98800 EVERS-DIESEL NORTH
37.98100 -80.23300 EVERS-DIESEL SOUTH

MISSION DATA
Mission name = E-A-10-E
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 300 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 50.0
8000 15000 50.0

Mission name = E-F-15-E
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 75.0
8000 15000 25.0

Mission name = E-F-16-E
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 50.0
8000 15000 50.0

Mission name = E-F-22-E
Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 15.0
8000 15000 85.0

Mission name = E-T-38-E
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 15.0
8000 15000 85.0

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

85.0

90.0

90.0

92.0

85.0



MOA OPERATION DATA
MOA name = EVERS EXISTING

Daily Monthly Yearly

Mission Day Night Day  Night Day  Night

Name OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS
E-A-10-E 1.000 0.000 30.00 0.00 360. 0.
E-F-15-E 0.961 0.000 28.83 0.00 346. 0.
E-F-16-E 8.333 0.000 250.00 0.00 3000. 0.
E-F-22-E 1.786 0.000 5358 0.00 643. 0.
E-T-38-E 0.944 0.000 2833 0.00 340. 0.

Warning: Grid points spaced greater than 1000 feet
apart may not provide the necessary grid resolution,
in some cases, to compute noise contours with

high accuracy. For low-altitude track operations,
the recommended grid spacing is less than 1000 feet.
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*HxxE MOA RANGE NOISEMAP *****
RESULTS

The noise metric is Ldnmr.

MOA RESULTS
Uniform Number of
MOA MOA Distributed Daily Events Above
Name Area  Sound Level SEL of 75.0 dB
(sq statute miles) (dB)

DIESEL CENTER ATCAA 2123.1  No operations on this MOA!
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA 1187.1  No operations on this MOA!
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA 1258.7  No operations on this MOA!
EVERS CENTER MOA 2123.1  No operations on this MOA!
EVERS EAST MOA 257.5  No operations on this MOA!
EVERS EXISTING 634.4 53.9 0.0
EVERS LOW MOA 1265.6  No operations on this MOA!
EVERS NORTH MOA 1187.1  No operations on this MOA!
EVERS SOUTH MOA 1258.7  No operations on this MOA!

wxxx MOA RANGE NOISEMAP *#s
RESULTS

Time On Range
(minutes)
30.
20.
34.
20.
34.



SPECIFIC POINT RESULTS

Specific Point: EVERS EAST
Top 20 contributors to this level:

Sound Level
< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB)  HA(%)
EVERS EXISTING E-F-16-E F-16C 51.7 2.1
EVERS EXISTING E-F-22-E F-22 47.4 1.2
EVERS EXISTING E-F-15-E F-15E 46.5 1.0
EVERS EXISTING E-A-10-E A-10A <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-T-38-E T-38A <35.0
Total Level ........ 53.9 29
Specific Point: EVERS EXISTING
Top 20 contributors to this level:
Sound Level
< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB) HA(%)
EVERS EXISTING E-F-16-E F-16C 51.7 2.1
EVERS EXISTING E-F-22-E F-22 47.4 1.2
EVERS EXISTING E-F-15-E F-15E 46.5 1.0
EVERS EXISTING E-A-10-E A-10A <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-T-38-E T-38A <35.0
Total Level ........ 53.9 2.9
Specific Point: EVERS LOW
Top 20 contributors to this level:
Sound Level
< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB) HA(%)
EVERS EXISTING E-F-16-E F-16C <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-F-22-E F-22 <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-F-15-E F-15 <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-A-10-E A-10A <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-T-38-E T-38A <35.0
Total Level ........ <35.0
Specific Point: EVERS-DIESEL CENTER
Top 20 contributors to this level:
Sound Level
< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB) HA(%)



EVERS EXISTING E-F-16-E F-16C <35.0

EVERS EXISTING E-F-22-E F-22 <35.0

EVERS EXISTING E-F-15-E F-15E < 35.0

EVERS EXISTING E-A-10-E A-10A <350

EVERS EXISTING E-T-38-E T-38A <350
Total Level ........ <35.0

Specific Point: EVERS-DIESEL NORTH
Top 20 contributors to this level:

Sound Level
< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB) HA(%)
EVERS EXISTING E-F-16-E F-16C <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-F-22-E F-22 <350
EVERS EXISTING E-F-15-E F-15E <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-A-10-E A-10A  <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-T-38-E T-38A <35.0
Total Level ........ <35.0
Specific Point: EVERS-DIESEL SOUTH
Top 20 contributors to this level:
Sound Level
< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB) HA(%)
EVERS EXISTING E-F-16-E F-16C <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-F-22-E F-22 <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-F-15-E F-15 <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-A-10-E A-10A <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-T-38-E T-38A <35.0
Total Level ........ <35.0

<Run Log>

Date: 11/15/2019
Start Time: 16: 7:28

Stop Time: 16: 7:41

Total Running Time: 0 minutes and 14 seconds.



*xxx% MOA RANGE NOISEMAP *****
Version 3.0
Release Date  2/7/2013

CASE INFORMATION
Case Name:Evers SUA Complex 2019 - Proposed - LDNMR Scenario
Site Name:Evers

SETUP PARAMETERS
Number of MOAs and Ranges = 9 Number of tracks = 0
Lower Left Corner of Grid in feet (X Y pair) = -372500., -372500.
Upper Right Corner of Grid in feet (X Y pair) = 372500., 372500.
Grid spacing = 5000. feet ~ Number of events above an SEL of 75.0 dB
Temperature = 59 F  Humidity = 70  Flying days per month = 30

MOA SPECIFICATIONS

MOA name DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.19320 -80.63750
38.78720 -80.48041
38.75401 -79.54699
38.13700 -79.72040
38.19320 -80.63750
Floor = 15000 feet AGL Ceiling = 20000 feet AGL

MOA name DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.78720 -80.48041
39.12821 -80.39030
39.08871 -79.45249
38.75401 -79.54699
38.78720 -80.48041
Floor = 15000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 20000 feet AGL

MOA name DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.13700 -79.72040
37.78029 -79.82050
37.83079 -80.73381
38.19320 -80.63750
38.13700 -79.72040
Floor = 15000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 20000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS CENTER MOA
Lat  Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.19320 -80.63750

38.78720 -80.48041

38.75401 -79.54699

38.13700 -79.72040

38.19320 -80.63750



Floor = 8000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS EAST MOA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.64750 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.64570
38.64750 -79.57169
38.64750 -79.33029
Floor = 1000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS EXISTING
Lat  Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.66690 -79.96640
38.66690 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.96640
38.66690 -79.96640
Floor = 1000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS LOW MOA
Lat  Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.64750 -79.57809
38.13700 -79.72040
38.18020 -80.42490
38.58360 -80.30110
38.64750 -80.00000
38.64750 -79.57169
38.64750 -79.57809
Floor = 1000 feet AGL Ceiling= 8000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS NORTH MOA
Lat  Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.78720 -80.48041
39.12821 -80.39030
39.08871 -79.45249
38.75401 -79.54699
38.78720 -80.48041
Floor = 8000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS SOUTH MOA
Lat  Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.13700 -79.72040
37.78029 -79.82050
37.83079 -80.73381
38.19320 -80.63750
38.13700 -79.72040
Floor = 8000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

SPECIFIC POINT SPECIFICATION



Number of Specific points = 6

Latitude Longitude  Name

38.55200 -79.47399 EVERS EAST
38.52000 -79.66900 EVERS EXISTING
38.42500 -80.01200 EVERS LOW

38.68800 -80.38600 EVERS-DIESEL CENTER
38.92901 -79.98800 EVERS-DIESEL NORTH
37.98100 -80.23300 EVERS-DIESEL SOUTH

MISSION DATA
Mission name = P-A-10-DC
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-A-10-DN
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-A-10-DS
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-A-10-EC
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-A-10-EE
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 71.0
8000 15000 29.0

Mission name = P-A-10-EL
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

10

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0



(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-A-10-EN
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-A-10-ES
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-DC
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-DN
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-DS
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-EC
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-EE
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =
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90.0

90.0

75.0

75.0

75.0

75.0

75.0



(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 67.0
8000 15000 33.0

Mission name = P-C-17-EL
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-EN
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-ES
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-DN
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-DS
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-EC
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-EE
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution

Power = 75.0
Power = 75.0
Power = 75.0
Power = 700.0
Power = 700.0
Power = 700.0
Power = 700.0
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Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 88.0

8000 15000 12.0

Mission name = P-C-130-EL
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-EN
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-ES
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-DC
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-DN
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-DS
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-EC
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias

Power = 700.0
Power = 700.0
Power = 700.0
Power = 90.0
Power = 90.0
Power = 90.0
Power = 90.0
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Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-EE
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 67.0
8000 15000 33.0

Mission name = P-F-15-EL
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-EN
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-ES
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-DC
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-DN
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-DS

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =
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90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0



Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-EC
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-EE
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 67.0
8000 15000 33.0

Mission name = P-F-16-EL
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-EN
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-ES
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-22-DC
Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =
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90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

92.0



Mission name = P-F-22-DN
Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power = 92.0
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-22-DS
Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power = 92.0
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-22-EC
Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power = 92.0
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 3000 50.0
3000 8000 50.0

Mission name = P-F-22-EE
Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power = 92.0
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 3000 5.0
3000 8000 28.0
8000 15000 67.0

Mission name = P-F-22-EL
Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power = 92.0
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 3000 10.0
3000 8000 90.0

Mission name = P-F-22-EN
Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power = 92.0
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 3000 10.0
3000 8000 90.0

Mission name = P-F-22-ES
Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power = 92.0
Altitude Distribution
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Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 3000 10.0

3000 8000 90.0

Mission name = P-T-38-DC
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-T-38-DN
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-T-38-DS
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-T-38-EC
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-T-38-EE
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 33.0
8000 15000 67.0

Mission name = P-T-38-EL
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-T-38-EN

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =
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85.0

85.0

85.0

85.0

85.0

85.0



Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias Power = 85.0
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-T-38-ES
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias Power = 85.0
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

MOA OPERATION DATA
MOA name = DIESEL CENTER ATCAA

Daily Monthly Yearly

Mission Day Night Day Night Day Night Time On Range

Name OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS  (minutes)
P-A-10-DC 1.000 0.000 30.00 0.00 360. 0. 4.
P-C-17-DC 0.069 0.000 2.08 0.00 25. 0. 12.
P-F-15-DC 2400 0.000 72.00 0.00 864 0. 7.
P-F-16-DC 4042 0.000 12125 0.00 1455. 0. 5.
P-F-22-DC 2381 0.000 7142 0.00 857. 0. 2.
P-T-38-DC 1.261 0.000 37.83 0.00 454 0. 3.

MOA name = DIESEL NORTH ATCAA

Daily Monthly Yearly

Mission Day Night Day Night Day Night Time On Range

Name OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS  (minutes)
P-A-10-DN 1.000 0.000 30.00 0.00 360. 0. 3.
P-C-17-DN 0.069 0.000 2.08 0.00 25. 0. 9.
P-C-130-DN 0.400 0.000 12.00 0.00 144. 0. 0.
P-F-15-DN 2400 0.000 7200 0.00 864. 0. 5.
P-F-16-DN 4042 0.000 12125 0.00 1455. 0. 4.
P-F-22-DN 2381 0.000 7142 0.00 857. 0. 2.
P-T-38-DN 1.261 0.000 37.83 0.00 454. 0. 3.

MOA name = DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA

Daily Monthly Yearly

Mission Day Night Day Night Day Night Time On Range

Name OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS (minutes)
P-A-10-DS 1.000 0.000 30.00 0.00 360. 0. 3.
P-C-17-DS 0.069 0.000 2.08 0.00 25. 0. 9.
P-C-130-DS 0.400 0.000 12.00 0.00 144. 0. 0.
P-F-15-DS 2400 0.000 72.00 0.00 864. 0. 5.
P-F-16-DS 4042 0.000 12125 0.00 1455. 0. 4.
P-F-22-DS 2381 0.000 7142 0.00  857. 0. 2.
P-T-38-DS 1261 0.000 37.83 0.00 454 0. 3.
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MOA name = EVERS CENTER MOA

Daily
Mission Day
Name OPS
P-A-10-EC 1.000
P-C-17-EC 0.069
P-C-130-EC 0.400
P-F-15-EC 2.400
P-F-16-EC 4.042
P-F-22-EC 2.381
P-T-38-EC 1.261

MOA name = EVERS EAST MOA

Daily
Mission Day
Name OPS
P-A-10-EE 1.000
P-C-17-EE 0.069
P-C-130-EE 0.400
P-F-15-EE 2.400
P-F-16-EE 4.042
P-F-22-EE 2.381
P-T-38-EE 1.261

MOA name = EVERS LOW MOA

Daily
Mission Day
Name OPS
P-A-10-EL 1.000
P-C-17-EL 0.069
P-C-130-EL 0.400
P-F-15-EL 2.400
P-F-16-EL 4.042
P-F-22-EL 2.381
P-T-38-EL 1.261

MOA name = EVERS NORTH MOA

Daily
Mission Day
Name OPS
P-A-10-EN 1.000
P-C-17-EN 0.069
P-C-130-EN 0.400
P-F-15-EN 2.400
P-F-16-EN 4.042
P-F-22-EN 2.381
P-T-38-EN 1.261

MOA name = EVERS SOUTH MOA

Daily
Mission Day
Name OPS

Monthly Yearly
Night Day Night Day  Night Time On Range
OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS  (minutes)
0.000 30.00 0.00 360. 0. 4.
0.000 2.08 0.00 25. 0. 6.
0.000 12.00 0.00 144. 0. 2.
0.000 72.00 0.00 864. 0. 5.
0.000 12125 0.00 1455. 0. 4.
0.000 7142 0.00 857. 0. 5.
0.000 37.83 0.00 454. 0. 8.
Monthly Yearly
Night  Day Night  Day Night Time On Range
OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS  (minutes)
0.000 30.00 0.00 360. 0. 3.
0.000 2.08 0.00 25. 0. 4.
0.000 1200 0.00 144. 0. 5.
0.000 7200 0.00 864. 0. 4,
0.000 12125 0.00 1455. 0. 3.
0.000 7142 0.00 857. 0. 2.
0.000 37.83 0.00 454. 0 3.
Monthly Yearly
Night  Day Night  Day Night Time On Range
OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS  (minutes)
0.000 30.00 0.00 360. 0. 9.
0.000 2.08 0.00 25. 0. 12.
0.000 1200 0.00 144. 0. 18.
0.000 7200 0.00 864. 0. 11.
0.000 12125 0.00 1455. 0. 8.
0.000 7142 0.00 857. 0. 2.
0.000 37.83 0.00 454. 0. 4,
Monthly Yearly
Night  Day Night  Day Night Time On Range
OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS  (minutes)
0.000 30.00 0.00 360. 0. 2.
0.000 2.08 0.00 25. 0. 4
0.000 1200 0.00 144. 0. 2.
0.000 72.00 0.00 864. 0. 3.
0.000 12125 0.00 1455. 0. 3
0.000 7142 0.00 857. 0. 3
0.000 37.83 0.00 454. 0. 5
Monthly Yearly
Night Day Night Day  Night Time On Range
OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS  (minutes)
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P-A-10-ES 1.000 0.000 30.00 0.00 360. 0.

P-C-17-ES 0.069 0.000 2.08 0.00 25. 0.
P-C-130-ES 0.400 0.000 12.00 0.00 144 0.
P-F-15-ES 2400 0.000 7200 0.00 864. 0.
P-F-16-ES 4.042 0.000 121.25 0.00 1455. 0.
P-F-22-ES 2381 0.000 7142 0.00  857. 0.
P-T-38-ES 1261 0.000 37.83 0.00 454 0.

khkkkhhkkkhhkkhhkhhhkkhhkhkkhhkhhkhkkhhkkhkhhkihkhkhhkihkhkhhhhkhihhkhhkhhhkhhkkihhkhikiikkx

Warning: Grid points spaced greater than 1000 feet
apart may not provide the necessary grid resolution,
in some cases, to compute noise contours with

high accuracy. For low-altitude track operations,
the recommended grid spacing is less than 1000 feet.

*kkk*k * *** *kkikkkkkkhkhkkhkk * k% *k*% * *** *k*%

wxxk MOA RANGE NOISEMAP ##
RESULTS

The noise metric is Ldnmr.

MOA RESULTS
Uniform Number of
MOA MOA Distributed Daily Events Above
Name Area  Sound Level SEL of 75.0dB
(sqg statute miles) (dB)

DIESEL CENTER ATCAA 2123.1 35.0 0.0
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA 1187.1 35.0 0.0
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA 1258.7 35.0 0.0
EVERS CENTER MOA 2123.1 38.5 0.5
EVERS EAST MOA 257.5 49.6 0.0
EVERS EXISTING 634.4  No operations on this MOA!
EVERS LOW MOA 1265.6 48.2 0.0
EVERS NORTH MOA 1187.1 38.9 0.5
EVERS SOUTH MOA 1258.7 38.8 0.5

wxxk MOA RANGE NOISEMAP *#x
RESULTS

SPECIFIC POINT RESULTS

Specific Point: EVERS EAST
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Top 20 contributors to this level:

Sound Level

< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB) HA(%)
EVERS EAST MOA P-F-15-EE F-15E 47.0 11
EVERS EAST MOA P-F-22-EE F-22 434 0.7
EVERS EAST MOA P-F-16-EE F-16C 43.0 0.6
EVERS EAST MOA P-A-10-EE A-10A  <35.0
EVERS EAST MOA P-C-130-EE C-130A&D <35.0
EVERS EAST MOA P-T-38-EE T-38A <350
EVERS EAST MOA P-C-17-EE C-17 <350
EVERS LOW MOA P-F-15-EL F-15E <35.0
EVERS LOW MOA P-F-16-EL F-16C <35.0
EVERS LOW MOA P-F-22-EL F-22 <350
EVERS NORTH MOA P-F-22-EN F-22 <350
EVERS SOUTH MOA P-F-22-ES F-22 <350
EVERS CENTER MOA P-F-22-EC F-22 <350
EVERS NORTH MOA P-F-15-EN F-15E <35.0
EVERS SOUTH MOA P-F-15-ES F-15E <35.0
EVERS CENTER MOA P-F-15-EC F-15E <35.0
EVERS NORTH MOA P-F-16-EN F-16C <35.0
EVERS SOUTH MOA P-F-16-ES F-16C <35.0
EVERS CENTER MOA P-F-16-EC F-16C <35.0
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA P-F-15-DN F-15 <35.0

Total Level ........ 49.6 1.6
Specific Point: EVERS EXISTING
Top 20 contributors to this level:

Sound Level

< Airspace > Mission Aircraft (dB)  HA(%)
EVERS LOW MOA P-F-15-EL F-15E 45.8 0.9
EVERS LOW MOA P-F-16-EL F-16C 41.9 05
EVERS LOW MOA P-F-22-EL F-22 40.9 05
EVERS CENTER MOA P-F-22-EC F-22 36.1 0.2
EVERS CENTER MOA P-F-15-EC F-15E <35.0
EVERS CENTER MOA P-F-16-EC F-16C <35.0
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA P-F-15-DC F-15E  <35.0
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA P-F-22-DC F-22 <350
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA P-F-16-DC F-16C <35.0
EVERS LOW MOA P-A-10-EL A-10A <35.0
EVERS LOW MOA P-C-130-EL C-130A&D <35.0
EVERS LOW MOA P-T-38-EL T-38A <35.0
EVERS LOW MOA P-C-17-EL C-17 <35.0
EVERS CENTER MOA P-A-10-EC A-10A <35.0
EVERS CENTER MOA P-T-38-EC T-38A <35.0
EVERS CENTER MOA P-C-130-EC C-130A&D <35.0
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA P-A-10-DC A-10A <35.0
EVERS CENTER MOA P-C-17-EC C-17 <350
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA P-C-17-DC C-17 <35.0
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA P-T-38-DC T-38A <350

Total Level ........ 48.7 14
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Specific Point: EVERS LOW

Top 20 contributors to this level:

< Airspace
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
EVERS CENTER MOA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA

> Mission
P-F-15-EL
P-F-16-EL
P-F-22-EL
P-F-22-EC
P-F-15-EC
P-F-16-EC
P-F-15-DC
P-F-22-DC
P-F-16-DC
P-A-10-EL
P-C-130-EL
P-T-38-EL
P-C-17-EL
P-A-10-EC
P-T-38-EC
P-C-130-EC
P-A-10-DC
P-C-17-EC
P-C-17-DC
P-T-38-DC

Total Level

Specific Point: EVERS-DIESEL CENTER
Top 20 contributors to this level:

< Airspace
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
EVERS CENTER MOA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS LOW MOA

> Mission
P-F-22-EC
P-F-15-EC
P-F-16-EC
P-F-15-DC
P-F-22-DC
P-F-16-DC
P-A-10-EC
P-T-38-EC
P-C-130-EC
P-A-10-DC
P-C-17-EC
P-C-17-DC
P-T-38-DC
P-F-15-EE
P-F-15-EL
P-F-22-EE
P-F-16-EE
P-F-16-EL
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Sound Level
Aircraft

F-15E
F-16C
F-22

A-10A

(dB)  HA®%)
458 09
419 05
409 05
362 02
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<350

F-22

F-15E

F-16C
F-15E
F-22
F-16C

C-130A&D <35.0

T-38A
Cc-17

Sound Level
Aircraft

F-15E
F-15E
F-22

F-16C
F-16C

<35.0
<350
A-10A  <35.0
T-38A <35.0
C-130A&D <35.0
A-10A <350
C-17 <350
C-17 <350
T-38A <35.0

14

(dB)
F-22
F-15E
F-16C
F-15E
F-22
F-16C
A-10A <350
T-38A <35.0
C-130A&D <35.0
A-10A <350
C-17 < 35.0
Cc-17 <35.0
T-38A <35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0

HA(%)
36.1
<35.0
<35.0

<35.0
<35.0
<35.0

0.2



EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS NORTH MOA

Specific Point: EVERS-DIESEL NORTH

P-F-22-EL

Top 20 contributors to this level:

< Airspace
EVERS NORTH MOA
EVERS NORTH MOA
EVERS NORTH MOA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
EVERS NORTH MOA
EVERS NORTH MOA
EVERS NORTH MOA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
EVERS NORTH MOA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA

> Mission

P-F-22-EN

Total Level

P-F-22-EN
P-F-15-EN
P-F-16-EN
P-F-15-DN
P-F-22-DN
P-F-16-DN
P-A-10-EN
P-T-38-EN
P-C-130-EN
P-A-10-DN
P-C-17-EN
P-C-17-DN
P-T-38-DN

P-C-130-DN

P-F-15-EE
P-F-15-EL
P-F-22-EE
P-F-16-EE
P-F-16-EL
P-F-22-EL

Specific Point: EVERS-DIESEL SOUTH
Top 20 contributors to this level:

< Airspace
EVERS SOUTH MOA
EVERS SOUTH MOA
EVERS SOUTH MOA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
EVERS SOUTH MOA
EVERS SOUTH MOA
EVERS SOUTH MOA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
EVERS SOUTH MOA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA

> Mission

Total Level

P-F-22-ES
P-F-15-ES
P-F-16-ES
P-F-15-DS
P-F-22-DS
P-F-16-DS
P-A-10-ES
P-T-38-ES
P-C-130-ES
P-A-10-DS
P-C-17-ES
P-C-17-DS
P-T-38-DS
P-C-130-DS
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F-22

Sound Level
Aircraft

F-15E
F-15E
F-22
F-16C
F-16C
F-22

Sound Level
Aircraft

<35.0
F-22 <35.0

0.4

(dB)
F-22
F-15E
F-16C
F-15E
F-22
F-16C
A-10A <350
T-38A  <35.0
C-130A&D <35.0
A-10A <350
C-17 <350
C-17 <35.0
T-38A <35.0
C-130A&D <35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<350
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0

HA(%)
36.6
<350
<35.0

<35.0
<35.0
<35.0

0.3

0.4

(dB)
F-22
F-15E
F-16C

F-15E
F-22
F-16C
A-10A <350
T-38A <35.0
C-130A&D <35.0
A-10A <350
C-17 <350
C-17 <350
T-38A <35.0
C-130A&D <350

HA(%)
365
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0

0.3



EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA

<Run Log>

Date: 11/15/2019
Start Time: 16: 7:42

Stop Time: 16: 8:23

P-F-15-EE
P-F-15-EL
P-F-22-EE
P-F-16-EE
P-F-16-EL
P-F-22-EL

Total Level

Total Running Time: 0 minutes and 42 seconds.
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F-15E
F-15E
F-22
F-16C
F-16C
F-22

<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0



*xxx% MOA RANGE NOISEMAP *#****
Version 3.0
Release Date  2/7/2013

CASE INFORMATION
Case Name:Evers SUA Complex 2019 - Proposed - DNL Scenario
Site Name:Evers

SETUP PARAMETERS
Number of MOAs and Ranges = 9 Number of tracks = 0
Lower Left Corner of Grid in feet (X Y pair) = -372500., -372500.
Upper Right Corner of Grid in feet (X Y pair) = 372500., 372500.
Grid spacing = 5000. feet  Number of events above an SEL of 75.0 dB
Temperature = 59 F  Humidity = 70  Flying days per month = 30

MOA SPECIFICATIONS

MOA name DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.19320 -80.63750
38.78720 -80.48041
38.75401 -79.54699
38.13700 -79.72040
38.19320 -80.63750
Floor = 15000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 20000 feet AGL

MOA name DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.78720 -80.48041
39.12821 -80.39030
39.08871 -79.45249
38.75401 -79.54699
38.78720 -80.48041
Floor = 15000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 20000 feet AGL

MOA name DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.13700 -79.72040
37.78029 -79.82050
37.83079 -80.73381
38.19320 -80.63750
38.13700 -79.72040
Floor = 15000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 20000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS CENTER MOA
Lat  Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.19320 -80.63750

38.78720 -80.48041

38.75401 -79.54699

38.13700 -79.72040

38.19320 -80.63750
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Floor = 8000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS EAST MOA

Lat Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.64750 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.64570
38.64750 -79.57169
38.64750 -79.33029

Floor = 1000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS EXISTING

Lat  Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.66690 -79.96640
38.66690 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.96640
38.66690 -79.96640

Floor = 1000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS LOW MOA

Lat  Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.64750 -79.57809
38.13700 -79.72040
38.18020 -80.42490
38.58360 -80.30110
38.64750 -80.00000
38.64750 -79.57169
38.64750 -79.57809

Floor = 1000 feet AGL  Ceiling =

MOA name EVERS NORTH MOA

Lat  Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.78720 -80.48041
39.12821 -80.39030
39.08871 -79.45249
38.75401 -79.54699
38.78720 -80.48041

8000 feet AGL

Floor = 8000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS SOUTH MOA

Lat  Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.13700 -79.72040
37.78029 -79.82050
37.83079 -80.73381
38.19320 -80.63750
38.13700 -79.72040

Floor = 8000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

SPECIFIC POINT SPECIFICATION
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Number of Specific points = 6

Latitude Longitude  Name

38.55200 -79.47399 EVERS EAST
38.52000 -79.66900 EVERS EXISTING
38.42500 -80.01200 EVERS LOW

38.68800 -80.38600 EVERS-DIESEL CENTER
38.92901 -79.98800 EVERS-DIESEL NORTH
37.98100 -80.23300 EVERS-DIESEL SOUTH

MISSION DATA
Mission name = P-A-10-DC_2
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-A-10-DN_2
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-A-10-DS_2
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-A-10-EC_2
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-A-10-EE_2
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 71.0
8000 15000 29.0

Mission name = P-A-10-EL_2
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =
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90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0



(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-A-10-EN_2
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-A-10-ES 2
Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-DC_2
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-DN_2
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-DS_2
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-EC_2
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-EE_2
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =
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90.0

75.0

75.0

75.0

75.0

75.0



(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 67.0
8000 15000 33.0

Mission name = P-C-17-EL_2
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-EN_2
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-17-ES_2
Aircraft code =FM0200100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-DC_2
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-DC_2 2
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-DN_2
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-DS_2
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution

Power = 75.0
Power = 75.0
Power = 75.0
Power = 700.0
Power = 700.0
Power = 700.0
Power = 700.0
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Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-EC 2
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-EE_2
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 88.0
8000 15000 12.0

Mission name = P-C-130-EL_2
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-EN_2
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-C-130-ES_2
Aircraft code =FM0290100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-DC_2
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-DN_2
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias

Power = 700.0
Power = 700.0
Power = 700.0
Power = 700.0
Power = 700.0
Power = 90.0
Power = 90.0

30



Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-DS_2
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-EC_2
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-EE_2
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 67.0
8000 15000 33.0

Mission name = P-F-15-EL_2
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-EN_2
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-15-ES_2
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-DC_2

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =
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90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0



Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-DN_2
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-DS_2
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-EC_2
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-EE_2
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 67.0
8000 15000 33.0

Mission name = P-F-16-EL_2
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-16-EN_2
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =
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90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0

90.0



Mission name = P-F-16-ES 2

Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias Power =

Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-22-DC_2

Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power =

Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-22-DN_2

Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power =

Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-22-DS_2

Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power =

Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-F-22-EC_2

Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power =

Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 3000 50.0
3000 8000 50.0

Mission name = P-F-22-EE_2

Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power =

Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 3000 5.0
3000 8000 28.0
8000 15000 67.0

Mission name = P-F-22-EL_2

Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power =

Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
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90.0

92.0

92.0

92.0

92.0

92.0

92.0



1000 3000 10.0
3000 8000 90.0

Mission name = P-F-22-EN_2
Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 3000 10.0
3000 8000 90.0

Mission name = P-F-22-ES_2
Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 3000 10.0
3000 8000 90.0

Mission name = P-T-38-DC_2
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-T-38-DN_2
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-T-38-DS_2
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
15000 20000  100.0

Mission name = P-T-38-EC_2
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-T-38-EE_2
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =

Power =
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Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000 33.0
8000 15000 67.0

Mission name = P-T-38-EL_2
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias Power = 85.0
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-T-38-EN_2
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias Power = 85.0
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

Mission name = P-T-38-ES_2
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias Power = 85.0
Altitude Distribution
Lower Alt  Upper Alt  Percent
(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization
1000 8000  100.0

MOA OPERATION DATA
MOA name = DIESEL CENTER ATCAA

Daily Monthly Yearly
Mission Day Night Day Night Day Night Time On Range
Name OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS  (minutes)
P-A-10-DC_2 0.228 0.000 6.83 0.00 82. 0. 4.
P-C-17-DC_2 0.069 0.000 2.08 0.00 25. 0. 12.
P-C-130-DC_2 0.222 0.000 6.67 0.00 80. 0. 1.
P-C-130-DC_2_2 0.222 0.000 6.67 0.00 80. 0. 1.
P-F-15-DC_2 1.333 0.000 40.00 0.00 480. 0 7.
P-F-16-DC_2 1.683 0.000 5050 0.00 606. 0. 5.
P-F-22-DC_2 0992 0.000 29.75 0.00 357. 0. 2.
P-T-38-DC_2 0525 0.000 1575 0.00 189. 0 3.
MOA name = DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
Daily Monthly Yearly
Mission Day Night Day Night Day Night Time On Range
Name OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS  (minutes)
P-A-10-DN_2 0.228 0.000 6.83 0.00 82. 0. 3.
P-C-17-DN_2 0.069 0.000 2.08 0.00 25. 0. 9.
P-C-130-DN_2 0.222 0000 6.67 0.00 80. 0. 0.
P-F-15-DN_2 1.333 0.000 40.00 0.00 480. 0. 5.
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P-F-16-DN_2
P-F-22-DN_2
P-T-38-DN_2

MOA name = DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA

Mission

Name
P-A-10-DS 2
P-C-17-DS 2
P-C-130-DS 2
P-F-15-DS 2
P-F-16-DS 2
P-F-22-DS 2
P-T-38-DS 2

Daily
Day
OPS

MOA name = EVERS CENTER MOA

Mission

Name
P-A-10-EC 2
P-C-17-EC_2
P-C-130-EC 2
P-F-15-EC_2
P-F-16-EC_2
P-F-22-EC_2
P-T-38-EC 2

Daily
Day
OPS

MOA name = EVERS EAST MOA

Mission

Name
P-A-10-EE_2
P-C-17-EE_2
P-C-130-EE_2
P-F-15-EE_|
P-F-16-EE__
P-F-22-EE__
P-T-38-EE

2
2
2
2

MOA name = EVERS LOW MOA

Daily
Day
OPS

Mission

Name
P-A-10-EL_2
P-C-17-EL 2
P-C-130-EL_2

Daily
Day
OPS

1.683 0.000 5050 0.00 606.
0.992 0.000 29.75 0.00 357.
0525 0.000 1575 0.00 189.
Monthly Yearly
Night Day  Night Day
OPS OPS OPS OPS
0.228 0.000 6.83 0.00 82.
0.069 0.000 2.08 0.00 25.
0.400 0.000 1200 0.00 144.
1.333 0.000 40.00 0.00 480.
1.683 0.000 5050 0.00 606.
0992 0000 29.75 0.00 357.
0525 0.000 1575 0.00  189.
Monthly Yearly
Night Day  Night Day
OPS OPS OPS OPS
0.228 0.000 6.83 0.00 82.
0.069 0.000 2.08 0.00 25.
0.222 0.000 6.67 0.00 80.
1.333 0.000 40.00 0.00 480.
1.683 0.000 5050 0.00 606.
0992 0000 29.75 0.00 357
0525 0.000 1575 0.00  189.
Monthly Yearly
Night Day  Night Day
OPS OPS OPS OPS
0.228 0.000 6.83 0.00 82.
0.069 0.000 2.08 0.00 25.
0.222 0.000 6.67 0.00 80.
1.333 0.000 40.00 0.00 480.
1.683 0.000 5050 0.00 606.
0992 0.000 29.75 0.00 357.
0.525 0.000 1575 0.00 189.
Monthly Yearly
Night Day  Night Day
OPS OPS OPS OPS
0.228 0.000 6.83 0.00 82.
0.069 0.000 2.08 0.00 25.
0.222 0.000 6.67 0.00 80.
1.333 0.000 40.00 0.00 480.
1.683 0.000 5050 0.00 606.
0.992 0000 29.75 0.00 357
0.525 0.000 1575 0.00 189.
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MOA name = EVERS NORTH MOA

Daily Monthly Yearly

Mission Day Night Day Night Day  Night

Name OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS
P-A-10-EN_2 0.228 0.000 6.83 0.00 82. 0.
P-C-17-EN_2 0.069 0.000 2.08 0.00 25. 0.
P-C-130-EN_2 0.222 0.000 6.67 0.00 80. 0.
P-F-15-EN_2 1.333 0.000 40.00 0.00 480. 0.
P-F-16-EN_2 1.683 0.000 5050 0.00 606. 0.
P-F-22-EN_2 0992 0.000 29.75 0.00 357. 0.
P-T-38-EN_2 0.525 0.000 1575 0.00 189. 0.
MOA name = EVERS SOUTH MOA

Daily Monthly Yearly

Mission Day Night Day Night Day  Night

Name OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS
P-A-10-ES 2 0.228 0.000 6.83 0.00 82. 0.
P-C-17-ES_2 0.069 0.000 2.08 0.00 25. 0.
P-C-130-ES_2 0.222 0.000 6.67 0.00 80. 0.
P-F-15-ES 2 1333 0.000 40.00 0.00 480. 0.
P-F-16-ES 2 1.683 0.000 5050 0.00 606. 0.
P-F-22-ES 2 0992 0.000 29.75 0.00 357. 0.
P-T-38-ES_2 0.525 0.000 1575 0.00 189. 0.

Warning: Grid points spaced greater than 1000 feet

apart may not provide the necessary grid resolution,

in some cases, to compute noise contours with

high accuracy. For low-altitude track operations,

the recommended grid spacing is less than 1000 feet.

*xxx* MOA RANGE NOISEMAP **#*%*
RESULTS
The noise metric is Ldn.
MOA RESULTS
Uniform Number of
MOA MOA Distributed Daily Events Above
Name Area  Sound Level SEL of 75.0dB

(sq statute miles) (dB)

DIESEL CENTER ATCAA 2123.1 35.0 0.0
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA 1187.1 35.0 0.0
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA 1258.7 35.0 0.0
EVERS CENTER MOA 21231 35.1 0.2
EVERS EAST MOA 257.5 46.5 0.0
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EVERS EXISTING 634.4  No operations on this MOA!

EVERS LOW MOA 1265.6 45.1 0.0
EVERS NORTH MOA 1187.1 355 0.2
EVERS SOUTH MOA 1258.7 354 0.2

sk MOA RANGE NOISEMAP oxse
RESULTS

SPECIFIC POINT RESULTS

Specific Point: EVERS EAST
Top 20 contributors to this level:

Sound Level
< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB)
EVERS EAST MOA P-F-15-EE_2 F-15E 444
EVERS EAST MOA P-F-22-EE_2 F-22 39.6
EVERS EAST MOA P-F-16-EE_2 F-16C 39.2
EVERS EAST MOA P-A-10-EE_2 A-10A <35.0
EVERS EAST MOA P-C-130-EE_2 C-130A&D <35.0
EVERS EAST MOA P-C-17-EE_ C-17 <350
EVERS EAST MOA P-T-38-EE_2 T-38A <350
EVERS LOW MOA P-F-15-EL_2 F-15E < 35.0
EVERS LOW MOA P-F-16-EL_2 F-16C <35.0
EVERS LOW MOA P-F-22-EL_2 F-22 <35.0
EVERS NORTH MOA P-F-22-EN_2 F-22 <35.0
EVERS SOUTH MOA P-F-22-ES_2 F-22 <35.0
EVERS CENTER MOA P-F-22-EC 2 F-22 <35.0
EVERS NORTH MOA P-F-15-EN_2 F-15E < 35.0
EVERS SOUTH MOA P-F-15-ES_2 F-15E < 35.0
EVERS CENTER MOA P-F-15-EC_2 F-15E <35.0
EVERS NORTH MOA P-F-16-EN_2 F-16C <35.0
EVERS SOUTH MOA P-F-16-ES_2 F-16C <35.0
EVERS CENTER MOA P-F-16-EC_2 F-16C <35.0
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA P-F-15-DN_2 F-15E <35.0

Total Level ........ 46.5

Specific Point: EVERS EXISTING
Top 20 contributors to this level:

Sound Level
< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB)
EVERS LOW MOA P-F-15-EL_2 F-15E 43.2
EVERS LOW MOA P-F-16-EL_2 F-16C 38.1
EVERS LOW MOA P-F-22-EL_2 F-22 37.1
EVERS CENTER MOA P-F-22-EC 2 F-22 <35.0
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EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA

Specific Point: EVERS LOW

P-C-130-EL_2
P-C-17-EL_2
P-T-38-EL_2
P-A-10-EC 2
P-T-38-EC 2
P-C-130-EC_2
P-C-17-EC_2
P-A-10-DC_2
P-C-17-DC_2

P-C-130-DC_2_2

Total Level

Top 20 contributors to this level:

< Airspace
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA

> Mission

P-C-130-EL 2
P-C-17-EL_2
P-T-38-EL_2
P-A-10-EC_2
P-T-38-EC_2
P-C-130-EC_2
P-C-17-EC_2
P-A-10-DC_2
P-C-17-DC_2

Sound Level

Aircraft

P-C-130-DC_2_2

Total Level

Specific Point: EVERS-DIESEL CENTER
Top 20 contributors to this level:

< Airspace

> Mission
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Sound Level

Aircraft

F-15E

F-16C
F-15E
F-22

<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
F-16C <35.0
A-10A <350
C-130A&D <35.0
C-17 <35.0
T-38A <35.0
A-10A <35.0
T-38A <35.0
C-130A&D <35.0
C-17 <35.0
A-10A <35.0
C-17 <35.0
C-130A&D <35.0

(dB)
F-15E
F-16C
F-22

F-22

F-15E

F-16C
F-15E
F-22

43.2
38.1
37.1
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
F-16C <35.0
A-10A <350
C-130A&D <35.0
C-17 <350
T-38A <35.0
A-10A  <35.0
T-38A <35.0
C-130A&D <35.0
C-17 <350
A-10A <350
C-17 <350
C-130A&D <35.0

(dB)



EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
EVERS CENTER MOA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS LOW MOA

P-C-130-EC_2
P-C-17-EC 2
P-A-10-DC_2
P-C-17-DC_2
P-C-130-DC_2
P-C-130-DC_2 2
P-T-38-DC_2
P-F-15-EE_2
P-F-15-EL_2
P-F-22-EE_2
P-F-16-EE_2
P-F-16-EL_2

Total Level ........

Specific Point: EVERS-DIESEL NORTH

Top 20 contributors to this level:

< Airspace
EVERS NORTH MOA
EVERS NORTH MOA
EVERS NORTH MOA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
EVERS NORTH MOA
EVERS NORTH MOA
EVERS NORTH MOA
EVERS NORTH MOA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA

> Mission

Sound Level
Aircraft

P-F-22-EN_2
P-F-15-EN_2
P-F-16-EN_2
P-F-15-DN_2
P-F-22-DN_2
P-F-16-DN_2
P-A-10-EN_2
P-T-38-EN_2
P-C-130-EN_2
P-C-17-EN_2
P-A-10-DN_2
P-C-17-DN_2
P-C-130-DN_2
P-T-38-DN_2
P-F-15-EE_2
P-F-15-EL_2
P-F-22-EE_2
P-F-16-EE_2
P-F-16-EL_2
P-F-22-EL_2

Total Level ........

Specific Point: EVERS-DIESEL SOUTH
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F-22 <35.0

F-15E
F-16C

F-
F-
F-

A-10A
T-38A

<35.0
<35.0
15E < 35.0
22 <350
16C <350
<35.0
<35.0

C-130A&D <35.0

C-1
A

C-17

7 <350
-10A  <35.0
<35.0

C-130A&D <350

T-38A

F-15E
F-15E
F-22

F-16C
F-16C

(dB)

C-130A&D <35.0
<35.0
<35.0

<35.0
<35.0

<35.0

<35.0

F-22 <350

F-15E
F-16C
F-15E

<35.0
<35.0
<35.0

F-22 <35.0

F-16C
A-10A
T-38A

<35.0
<35.0
<35.0

C-130A&D <35.0

C-17
A-10A
C-17

C

T-

F-15E

F-15E
F-22

F-16C

F-16C
F-22

<35.0
<35.0
< 35.0
-130A&D <35.0
38A <350
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
<35.0
< 35.0



Top 20 contributors to this level:

< Airspace
EVERS SOUTH MOA
EVERS SOUTH MOA
EVERS SOUTH MOA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
EVERS SOUTH MOA
EVERS SOUTH MOA
EVERS SOUTH MOA
EVERS SOUTH MOA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS EAST MOA
EVERS LOW MOA
EVERS LOW MOA

<Run Log>

Date: 11/15/2019
Start Time: 19:55:17
Stop Time: 19:56: 1

> Mission

P-A-10-ES 2
P-T-38-ES_2
P-C-130-ES_2
P-C-17-ES 2
P-A-10-DS_2
P-C-17-DS_2
P-C-130-DS_2
P-T-38-DS_2
P-F-15-EE_2
P-F-15-EL_2
P-F-22-EE_2
P-F-16-EE_2
P-F-16-EL_2
P-F-22-EL_2

Total Level

Total Running Time: 0 minutes and 45 seconds.
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Sound Level
Aircraft  (dB)
F-22 <350
F-15E <350
F-16C <35.0
F-15E <350
F-22 <350
F-16C <35.0
A-10A <35.0
T-38A <35.0
C-130A&D <35.0
C-17 <350
A-10A <350
C-17 <350
C-130A&D <35.0
T-38A <35.0
F-15E < 35.0
F-15E <35.0
F-22 <350
F-16C <35.0
F-16C <35.0
F-22 <350



*xxx% MOA RANGE NOISEMAP *****
Version 3.0
Release Date  2/7/2013

CASE INFORMATION
Case Name:Evers SUA Complex 2019 - Existing - DNL Scenario
Site Name:Evers

SETUP PARAMETERS
Number of MOAs and Ranges = 9 Number of tracks =0
Lower Left Corner of Grid in feet (X Y pair) = -372500., -372500.
Upper Right Corner of Grid in feet (X Y pair) = 372500., 372500.
Grid spacing = 5000. feet ~ Number of events above an SEL of 75.0 dB
Temperature = 59 F  Humidity = 70  Flying days per month = 30

MOA SPECIFICATIONS

MOA name DIESEL CENTER ATCAA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.19320 -80.63750
38.78720 -80.48041
38.75401 -79.54699
38.13700 -79.72040
38.19320 -80.63750
Floor = 15000 feet AGL Ceiling = 20000 feet AGL

MOA name DIESEL NORTH ATCAA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.78720 -80.48041
39.12821 -80.39030
39.08871 -79.45249
38.75401 -79.54699
38.78720 -80.48041
Floor = 15000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 20000 feet AGL

MOA name DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA
Lat Long
(deg)  (deg)
38.13700 -79.72040
37.78029 -79.82050
37.83079 -80.73381
38.19320 -80.63750
38.13700 -79.72040
Floor = 15000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 20000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS CENTER MOA
Lat  Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.19320 -80.63750

38.78720 -80.48041

38.75401 -79.54699

38.13700 -79.72040

38.19320 -80.63750
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Floor = 8000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS EAST MOA

Lat Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.64750 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.64570
38.64750 -79.57169
38.64750 -79.33029

Floor = 1000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS EXISTING

Lat  Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.66690 -79.96640
38.66690 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.33029
38.40000 -79.96640
38.66690 -79.96640

Floor = 1000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS LOW MOA

Lat  Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.64750 -79.57809
38.13700 -79.72040
38.18020 -80.42490
38.58360 -80.30110
38.64750 -80.00000
38.64750 -79.57169
38.64750 -79.57809

Floor = 1000 feet AGL  Ceiling =

MOA name EVERS NORTH MOA

Lat  Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.78720 -80.48041
39.12821 -80.39030
39.08871 -79.45249
38.75401 -79.54699
38.78720 -80.48041

8000 feet AGL

Floor = 8000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

MOA name EVERS SOUTH MOA

Lat  Long

(deg)  (deg)

38.13700 -79.72040
37.78029 -79.82050
37.83079 -80.73381
38.19320 -80.63750
38.13700 -79.72040

Floor = 8000 feet AGL  Ceiling = 15000 feet AGL

SPECIFIC POINT SPECIFICATION
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Number of Specific points = 6

Latitude

38.55200
38.52000
38.42500
38.68800
38.92901
37.98100

Longitude

-79.47399
-79.66900
-80.01200
-80.38600
-79.98800
-80.23300

Name

EVERS EAST

EVERS EXISTING
EVERS LOW
EVERS-DIESEL CENTER
EVERS-DIESEL NORTH
EVERS-DIESEL SOUTH

MISSION DATA

Mission name = E-A-10-E_2

Aircraft code =FM0090100 Speed = 300 kias Power =
Altitude Distribution

Upper Alt  Percent

(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization

Lower Alt
1000 8000
8000 15000

50.0
50.0

Mission name = E-F-15-E_2
Aircraft code =FM0430400 Speed = 350 kias Power =
Altitude Distribution

Upper Alt  Percent

(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization

Lower Alt
1000 8000
8000 15000

75.0
25.0

Mission name = E-F-16-E_2
Aircraft code =FM0440300 Speed = 450 kias Power =
Altitude Distribution

Upper Alt  Percent

(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization

Lower Alt
1000 8000
8000 15000

50.0
50.0

Mission name = E-F-22-E_2
Aircraft code =FM0850100 Speed = 450 kias Power =
Altitude Distribution

Upper Alt  Percent

(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization

Lower Alt
1000 8000
8000 15000

15.0
85.0

Mission name = E-T-38-E_2
Aircraft code =FM0680100 Speed = 350 kias Power =
Altitude Distribution

Upper Alt  Percent

(feet AGL) (feet AGL) Utilization

Lower Alt
1000 8000
8000 15000

15.0
85.0
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MOA OPERATION DATA
MOA name = EVERS EXISTING

Daily Monthly Yearly
Mission Day Night Day Night Day Night Time On Range
Name OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS OPS  (minutes)
E-A-10-E_2 0.228 0.000 6.83 0.00 82. 0. 30.
E-F-15-E_2 0533 0.000 16.00 0.00 192 0. 20.
E-F-16-E 2 1.347 0.000 4042 0.00 485. 0. 34.
E-F-22-E 2 0992 0.000 29.75 0.00 357. 0. 20.
E-T-38-E_2 0525 0.000 1575 0.00  189. 0. 34.
Warning: Grid points spaced greater than 1000 feet
apart may not provide the necessary grid resolution,
in some cases, to compute noise contours with
high accuracy. For low-altitude track operations,
the recommended grid spacing is less than 1000 feet.
*hkkhkhkkkhkhkkhkhkkhkhkkhhkkhkhkhkhhkkhkhkhhhkhhkhhhhkhkhhhkhhkhhhhhhhhhhkhhhkhhhihiiikkh
*xxx* MOA RANGE NOISEMAP **#***
RESULTS
The noise metric is Ldn.
MOA RESULTS
Uniform Number of
MOA MOA Distributed Daily Events Above
Name Area  Sound Level SEL of 75.0dB
(sq statute miles) (dB)
DIESEL CENTER ATCAA 2123.1  No operations on this MOA!
DIESEL NORTH ATCAA 1187.1  No operations on this MOA!
DIESEL SOUTH ATCAA 1258.7  No operations on this MOA!
EVERS CENTER MOA 2123.1  No operations on this MOA!
EVERS EAST MOA 257.5  No operations on this MOA!
EVERS EXISTING 634.4 49.0 0.0
EVERS LOW MOA 1265.6  No operations on this MOA!
EVERS NORTH MOA 1187.1  No operations on this MOA!
EVERS SOUTH MOA 1258.7  No operations on this MOA!

*HxxE MOA RANGE NOISEMAP ****%*
RESULTS
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SPECIFIC POINT RESULTS

Specific Point: EVERS EAST
Top 20 contributors to this level:

Sound Level
< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB)
EVERS EXISTING E-F-22-E 2 F-22 449
EVERS EXISTING E-F-15-E 2 F-15E 44.0
EVERS EXISTING E-F-16-E_2 F-16C 43.8
EVERS EXISTING E-A-10-E 2 A-10A <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-T-38-E_2 T-38A <350
Total Level ........ 49.0
Specific Point: EVERS EXISTING
Top 20 contributors to this level:
Sound Level
< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB)
EVERS EXISTING E-F-22-E 2 F-22 449
EVERS EXISTING E-F-15-E_2 F-15E 44.0
EVERS EXISTING E-F-16-E_2 F-16C 43.8
EVERS EXISTING E-A-10-E_2 A-10A <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-T-38-E_2 T-38A  <35.0
Total Level ........ 49.0
Specific Point: EVERS LOW
Top 20 contributors to this level:
Sound Level
< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB)
EVERS EXISTING E-F-22-E_2 F-22 <350
EVERS EXISTING E-F-15-E_2 F-15E <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-F-16-E_2 F-16C <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-A-10-E_2 A-10A <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-T-38-E_2 T-38A <35.0
Total Level ........ <35.0
Specific Point: EVERS-DIESEL CENTER
Top 20 contributors to this level:
Sound Level
< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB)
EVERS EXISTING E-F-22-E 2 F-22 <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-F-15-E 2 F-15 <35.0
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EVERS EXISTING E-F-16-E_2 F-16C <35.0

EVERS EXISTING E-A-10-E_2 A-10A <350
EVERS EXISTING E-T-38-E_2 T-38A <35.0
Total Level ........ <35.0

Specific Point: EVERS-DIESEL NORTH
Top 20 contributors to this level:

Sound Level

< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB)
EVERS EXISTING E-F-22-E 2 F-22 <350
EVERS EXISTING E-F-15-E_2 F-15E <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-F-16-E_2 F-16C <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-A-10-E_2 A-10A <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-T-38-E_2 T-38A <350

Total Level ........ <35.0
Specific Point: EVERS-DIESEL SOUTH
Top 20 contributors to this level:

Sound Level

< Airspace > Mission Aircraft  (dB)
EVERS EXISTING E-F-22-E_2 F-22 <350
EVERS EXISTING E-F-15-E_2 F-15E <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-F-16-E_2 F-16C <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-A-10-E_2 A-10A <35.0
EVERS EXISTING E-T-38-E_2 T-38A <35.0

Total Level ........ <35.0
<Run Log>
Date: 11/15/2019
Start Time: 16:21:47
Stop Time: 16:22: 1

Total Running Time: 0 minutes and 15 seconds.
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APPENDIX B - US AIR FORCE LAND USE COMPATIBILITY
GUIDELINES
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The USAF guidelines for land use compatibility in aircraft noise zones is shown in the table
below and are extracted from Appendix A of AFI 32-7063 dated 15 July 2015. These land use

compatibility guidelines have been included for reference purposes (Table C-1).

Table 1. Land Use Compatibility Guidelines

SLUCM LAND USE NAME DNL | DNL | DNL DNL DNL
NO. 65-69 | 70-74 | 75-79 | 80-84 85+
10 Residential
11 Household units N1 N1 N N N
11.11 Single units: detached N1 N1 N N N
11.12 Single units: semidetached N1 N1 N N N
11.13 Single units: attached row N1 N1 N N N
11.21 Two units: side-by-side N1 N1 N N N
11.22 Two units: one above the other N1 N1 N N N
11.31 Apartments: walk-up N1 N1 N N N
11.32 Apartment: elevator N1 N1 N N N
12 Group quarters N1 N1 N N N
13 Residential hotels N1 N1 N N N
14 Mobile home parks or courts N N N N N
15 Transient lodgings N1 N1 N1 N N
16 Other residential N1 N1 N N N
20 Manufacturing
21 Food and kindred products; manufacturing Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
22 Textile mill products; manufacturing Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
23 Apparel and other finished products; products Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
made from fabrics, leather, and similar materials;
manufacturing
24 Lumber and wood products (except furniture); Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
manufacturing
25 Furniture and fixtures; manufacturing Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
26 Paper and allied products; manufacturing Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
27 Printing, publishing, and allied industries Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
28 Chemicals and allied Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
29 Petroleum refining and related industries Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
30 Manufacturing (continued)
31 Rubber and misc. plastic products; manufacturing Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
32 Stone, clay and glass products; manufacturing Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
33 Primary metal products; manufacturing Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
34 Fabricated metal products; manufacturing Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
35 Professional scientific, and controlling instruments; Y 25 30 N N
photographic and optical goods; watches and
clocks
39 Miscellaneous manufacturing Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
40 Transportation,
communication and utilities
41 Railroad, rapid rail transit, and street railway Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
transportation
42 Motor vehicle transportation Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
43 Aircraft transportation Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
44 Marine craft transportation Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
45 Highway and street right-of-way Y Y Y Y N
46 Automobile parking Y Y Y Y N
47 Communication Y 255 305 N N
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48 Utilities Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
49 Other transportation, communication and utilities Y 255 305 N N
50 Trade
51 Wholesale trade Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
52 Retail trade — building materials, hardware and Y 25 30 Y4 N
farm equipment
53 Retail trade — including shopping centers, discount Y 25 30 N N
clubs, home improvement stores, electronics
superstores, etc.
54 Retail trade — food Y 25 30 N N
55 Retail trade — automotive, marine craft, aircraft and Y 25 30 N N
accessories
56 Retail trade — apparel and accessories Y 25 30 N N
57 Retail trade — furniture, home, Y 25 30 N N
58 Retail trade — eating and drinking establishments Y 25 30 N N
59 Other retail trade Y 25 30 N N
60 Services
61 Finance, insurance and real estate services Y 25 30 N N
62 Personal services Y 25 30 N N
62.4 Cemeteries Y Y2 Y3 Y4,11 | Y6,11
63 Business services Y 25 30 N N
63.7 Warehousing and storage Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
64 Repair services Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
65 Professional services Y 25 30 N N
65.1 Hospitals, other medical facilities 25 30 N N N
65.16 Nursing homes N1 N1 N N N
66 Contract construction services Y 25 30 N N
67 Government services Y1l 25 30 N N
68 Educational services 25 30 N N N
68.1 Child care services, child development centers, and 25 30 N N N
nurseries
69 Miscellaneous Services Y 25 30 N N
69.1 Religious activities (including places of worship) Y 25 30 N N
70 Cultural, entertainment and
recreational
71 Cultural activities 25 30 N N N
71.2 Nature exhibits Y1 N N N N
72 Public assembly Y N N N N
72.1 Auditoriums, concert halls 25 30 N N N
7211 Outdoor music shells, amphitheaters N N N N N
72.2 Outdoor sports arenas, spectator sports Y Y N N N
73 Amusements Y Y N N N
74 Recreational activities Y 25 30 N N
75 Resorts and group camps Y 25 N N N
76 Parks Y 25 N N N
79 Other cultural, entertainment and recreation Y 25 N N N
80 Resource production and
extraction
81 Agriculture (except live- stock) Y8 Y9 Y10 | Y10,11 | Y10,11
81.5-81.7 Agriculture-Livestock farming including grazing Y8 Y9 N N N
and feedlots
82 Agriculture related activities Y8 Y9 Y10 | Y10,11 | Y10,11
83 Forestry activities Y8 Y9 Y10 | Y10,11 | Y10,11
84 Fishing activities Y Y Y Y Y

50




85 Mining activities Y Y Y Y Y

89 Other resource production or extraction Y Y Y Y Y

KEY:

SLUCM - Standard Land Use Coding Manual, U.S. Department of Transportation

Y (Yes) — Land use and related structures compatible without restrictions.

N (No) — Land use and related structures are not compatible and should be prohibited.

Yx — Yes with restrictions. The land use and related structures generally are compatible. However, see note(s)
indicated by the superscript.

Nx — No with exceptions. The land use and related structures are generally incompatible. However, see note(s)
indicated by the superscript.

25, 30, or 35 — The numbers refer to noise level reduction (NLR) levels. NLR (outdoor to indoor) is achieved
through the incorporation of noise attenuation into the design and construction of a structure. Land use and related
structures are generally compatible; however, measures to achieve NLR of 25, 30, or 35 must be incorporated into
design and construction of structures. However, measures to achieve an overall noise reduction do not necessarily
solve noise difficulties outside the structure and additional evaluation is warranted. Also, see notes indicated by
superscripts where they appear with one of these numbers.

DNL - Day-Night Average Sound Level.

CNEL — Community Noise Equivalent Level (normally within a very small decibel difference of DNL)

Ldn — Mathematical symbol for DNL.

NOTES:

1. General

a. Although local conditions regarding the need for housing may require residential use in these zones, residential
use is discouraged in DNL 65-69 and strongly discouraged in DNL 70-74. The absence of viable alternative
development options should be determined and an evaluation should be conducted locally prior to local approvals
indicating that a demonstrated community need for the residential use would not be met if development were
prohibited in these zones. Existing residential development is considered as pre-existing, non-conforming land uses.
b. Where the community determines that these uses must be allowed, measures to achieve outdoor to indoor NLR of
at least 25 decibels (dB) in DNL 65-69 and 30 dB in DNL 70-74 should be incorporated into building codes and be
considered in individual approvals; for transient housing, an NLR of at least 35 dB should be incorporated in DNL
75-79.

c¢. Normal permanent construction can be expected to provide an NLR of 20 dB, thus the reduction requirements are
often stated as 5, 10, or 15 dB over standard construction and normally assume mechanical ventilation, upgraded
sound transmission class ratings in windows and doors, and closed windows year round. Additional consideration
should be given to modifying NLR levels based on peak noise levels or vibrations.

d. NLR criteria will not eliminate outdoor noise problems. However, building location, site planning, design, and
use of berms and barriers can help mitigate outdoor noise exposure particularly from ground level sources. Measures
that reduce noise at a site should be used wherever practical in preference to measures that only protect interior
spaces.

2. Measures to achieve NLR of 25 must be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of these
buildings where the public is received, office areas, noise sensitive areas, or where the normal noise level is low.

3. Measures to achieve NLR of 30 must be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of these
buildings where the public is received, office areas, noise sensitive areas, or where the normal noise level is low.

4. Measures to achieve NLR of 35 must be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of these
buildings where the public is received, office areas, noise sensitive areas, or where the normal noise level is low.

5. If project or proposed development is noise sensitive, use indicated NLR; if not, land use is compatible without
NLR.

6. Buildings are not permitted.

7. Land use is compatible provided special sound reinforcement systems are installed.

8. Residential buildings require an NLR of 25

9. Residential buildings require an NLR of 30.

10. Residential buildings are not permitted.

11. Land use that involves outdoor activities is not recommended, but if the community allows such activities,
hearing protection devices should be worn when noise sources are present. Long-term exposure (multiple hours per
day over many years) to high noise levels can cause hearing loss in some unprotected individuals.
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