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December 15, 2003

The Honorable Kenneth Stolle
State Senate
700 Pavilion Center

Virginia Beach, VA 2345,
Dear Sena tolle,

Congratulations on your appointment to the Task Force on Land Use in Air Installations
Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) created by the Virginia Beach City Council. The mission of this task
Jorce over the next several months will be to develop an understanding with the Navy in regards to the
impact of the new OPNAV Instruction 11010.36B on Aircraft Installations Compatible Use Zone (AICUZ)
Program involving Oceana Naval Air Station. This will also provide a venue to develop the Joint Land

Use Study (JLUS) with the Office of Economic Adjustment of the Department of Defense. Please refer to
the following attachments for background information:

> Chronology of City of Virginia Beach efforts to reduce encroachment.

> Responses to the City of Virginia Beach’s comments on the Environmental Impact Statement
(ELS) on the placement of the East Coast F/A-18 E/F Super Hornet aircraft. Qur request to the
Navy to utilize the 1999 AICUZ map was basically discarded for the reason that it was no
longer valid. This map is what the Navy is proposing to use for AICUZ in Virginia Beach in
the future.

> OPNAY Instruction 11010.36B issued by the Office of Naval Operations. I call your attention
to page 16 that lists suggested land use compatibility in the various noise zones and also page
22 that lists the compatible uses in the various Accident Potential Zones (APZ).

> Chart prepared by City staff on land use compatibility with AICUZ comparing the pre-2002
and the post-2002 (i.e. new OPNAV Instruction) guidelines.
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» Table prepared by the City staff indicating the impacts of the new OPNAV Instruction based on
1999 AICUZ map. For example, there are currently over 92,000 people residing in the 65-75
dB Ldn noise contour areas the Navy indicates as non-compatible.

» The JLUS prepared for Santa Rosa County and NAS Whiting Field.

» The Policy Advisory Committee for the Davis-Monthon Airforce Base Joint Land Use Study.
This was provided to demonstrate a management board for the JLUS.

» Work plan for the City of Virginia Beach to respond to the OPNAY Instruction. As you can
see, the City has held several meetings over the last few months and charts the foreseeable
progress through the start of the JLUS.

City staff is prepared to brief the task force on the City’s understanding of the OPNAYV Instruction,
the EIS process for the Super Hornets, and the AICUZ map for the City of Virginia Beach. We are
Jortunate to have a number of knowledgeable City employees who can provide a balanced perspective on
the impacts to the City. We also have dedicated City staff who will provide the task force with support,
including members from the City Attorney’s Office, the City Manager’s Office, and any other department
necessary for the successful outcome of your efforts.

You are invited to meet with Mr. Alan Zusman, author of the OPNAV Instruction, on December
19" at 10 a.m., at the Virginia Marine Science Museum. In addition, Senator Ken Stolle, Chair of the
task force, has scheduled the first meeting for Thursday, December 18" at 9 a.m., at the Pavilion. Chris
Bolin in the City Manager’s office will contact you for your availability in attending this inaugural
meeting.

Again, congratulations on your appointment. I want to thank you for your volunteer service to
the City. I also want to wish you and yours a very Merry Christmas and prosperous New Year.

Sincerely,

Meyera'E. Oberndorf
Mayor

MEO/RRM/clb

c: The Honorable Members of Council
Mr. James K. Spore
Mr. Lesley L. Lilley
Mr. Robert R. Matthias
Ms. Diane C. Roche
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Methodology

This telephone survey about jet noise was conducted with Virginia Beach residents who
live in AICUZ zones 65, 70, and 75+. The study was commissioned by the City of Virginia
Beach and conducted by Continental Research Associates, Inc. The purpose of the research

was to measure the extent to which jet noise was an issue with residents living in the

specified AICUZ zones.

A questionnaire was jointly developed by Continental Research (CR) and representatives
from the City of Virginia Beach. The survey topics flowed from general to specific, asking
first about overall quality of life and later about jet noise-related issues. The questionnaire
was pre-tested by CR senior staff members on a sub-sample of City residents. The pre-test
identifies any problems with question wording, vocabulary, sequence, or layout. Twenty-
nine households were included in the pre-test, which resulted in no survey modifications.

A copy of the questionnaire is included in the Appendix of this report.

A random sample of households was selected to participate in the study. The list of
addresses to be included was provided by the City of Virginia Beach GIS Coordinator. The
AICUZ zones were defined as three noise contburs near the flight path from Oceana Naval

Air Station. The lists were separated by type of dwelling (parcel, condominium, multi-
family, and manufactured home) within each AICUZ zone (see Sampling Plan). Because
the lists did not contain home telephone numbers, they were sent to a telephone number
matching service in Northern Virginia (TeleMatch). To improve accuracy, Continental

Research used an Internet search site to confirm the most current telephone number for all

rental units.
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Methodology (continued)

The interviews were conducted between May 17" and June 6™ of 2004. The data collection
phase is extremely important to the quality of the research. Highly trained, staff
interviewers administered the surveys. Interviewers assigned to the project attended a
detailed briefing session where instructions for using the questionnaire and probing
techniques were discussed. Role-playing exercises were used to practice the pace for

reading the pre-formatted survey verbatim.

The telephone calls originated from our central telephone facility in Norfolk. The contacts
were initiated between 5:15 and 9:15 p.m. from Monday through Thursday and from 4 to
9 p.m. on Sunday. These hours were selected to ensure the inclusion of both working and

non-working adults. Re-calls were made at the resident’s convenience.

The randomly-selected households were called up to six times, on different days, to reach
a survey participant. After six attempts, a substitute phone number was used. This
multiple attempt method is critical to secure interviews with a full cross-section of residents
living in each zone. A few appointments were made with busy people who were not
available at the time of the contact, and a few surveys were completed over two contact
calls. Also, to eliminate an anticipated bias caused by female-headed households and
females answering the phone more frequently, a statistical technique was used to select the

adult in the household who would be asked to participate in the survey.

The responses were directly entered into the computer system using Computer-Assisted
Telephone Interviewing (CATI) technology. This process allows for the rotation of survey
items within a grid-style question, thereby eliminating any sequence bias. All responses

were recorded verbatim. Interviews took an average of 12 minutes to complete, and the

survey was generally well-received.
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Methodology (continued)

A Field Supervisor electronically monitored the fieldwork each evening. A portion of each
interviewer’s work was ‘““dual recorded” on the Novell-based computer network to check
for consistency in the recording of all answers while listening to both sides of the
conversation. Over 38% of all calls were fully monitored, and an additional 25% were

partially monitored. This is far in excess of the 5% industry validation standard.

Nightly de-briefings were held to discuss the survey’s progress. While these meetings
provide only anecdotal evidence, the information can be very useful when interpreting the
results. De-briefings also help identify whether any current events or publicity may be

impacting the survey results, warranting a delay of a few days. No such incidents occurred

during this project.

After the surveys were completed, the open-ended responses were categorized into subject
groupings and each response was numerically coded for computerization. Special attention
was given to any remark pertaining to jet noise. The numeric codes were key entered twice
to ensure 100% accuracy, and a detailed computer program was written to tabulate the data.
Using SPSS (the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences) software, the data were
analyzed. The results are presented by AICUZ zone and reflect the percentage of

households in each zone.
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Sampling Plan

The address lists provided by the City included the following household counts in the three
noise contours. It is entirely possible that a small number of the lots counted in this census.
do not contain residences. The City made an attempt to clean the list accordingly, but some

non-resident addresses were present on the list sent to Continental Research.

AICUZ Zone # of Households % of Total
65 20,956 35.4%
70 17,776 30.1%
75+ 20.431 _34.5%
59,163 100.0%

A “housing type” analysis was conducted within each zone. Based on the data provided

by the City, a sample of 400 interviews would be proportionately distributed as follows:

Target Quota:

Housing Type Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+
Parcel/Single Family Home 113 79 73
Condominium 16 20 14
Multi-Family/Apartment 13 19 46
Manufactured Home 0 2 5

142 120 138
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Margin of Error

Because random selection was used to create the sample of households for this study, the
survey’s results represent the residences of the three noise contours well. The term
“Margin of Error” refers to the difference between the survey results and what one would
get if a complete census of area households (in each AICUZ zone) had been conducted.

With a sample size of 404 households, we are 95% certain any percentage in this report

would be within + 4.9 percentage points.

The following table displays the Margin of Error for a given percentage in this report.

(Notice that the margin is the same for 90% vs. 10%, 70% vs. 30%, etc.)

If the reported
percentage= 99%

95%
90%
85%
80%

75%
70%
65%
60%

55%
------- 50%
45%

40%
35%
30%
25%

20%
15%
10%

5%

1%

The “adjusted” Margin
of Error =

- Highest Margin of Error -

+0.97%

+2.13%
+2.93%
+3.48%
+3.90%

+4.22%
+4.47%
+4.65%
+4.78%

+4.85%
+4.88%
+4.85%

+4.78%
+4.65%
+4.47%
+4.22%

+3.90%

+3.48%
+2.93%
+2.13%

+0.97%
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Findings

This study was commissioned by the City of Virginia Beach and conducted by Continental
Research Associates, Inc. The purpose of the survey was to examine the extent to which
jet noise was a problem for residents living in three AICUZ zones (65, 70 and 75+). The
zones were defined on a map as three “noise contours” adjacent to the flight path from

Oceana Naval Air Station, with 75+ experiencing the loudest impact.

The questionnaire was developed by Continental Research and representatives from the
City of Virginia Beach. It was pre-tested and then administered to 404 randomly-selected
households between May 17 and June 6, 2004. Given the sample size of 404, the Margin
of Error for any (full sample) percentage in this report is no greater than +4.9 percentage

points.

Results From Zones 65, 70, and 75+

Respondents were asked if they were Very Satisfied, Satisfied, Dissatisfied, or Very
Dissatisfied with the overall quality of life in the City. About 90% reported being satisfied
(Very Satisfied + Satisfied combined), and 10.4% were dissatisfied. (The responses were
similar among the three zones.) When asked to explain their reasons, 2.2% were
dissatisfied with how the City is managed (or certain elected officials), 1.5% found traffic
backups to be annoying, 1.2% felt their property taxes were too high, and 1.2% felt the City
was becoming overbuilt. Jet noise, however, was never mentioned as a reason for overall

dissatisfaction with the quality of life in Virginia Beach.

The next question was more specific to the person’s neighborhood. Residents were asked
if they were Very Satisfied, Satisfied, Dissatisfied, or Very Dissatisfied with the overall
quality of life in their immediate neighborhood. About 95% reported being satisfied (Very
Satisfied + Satisfied combined) and 5.2% were dissatisfied. The responses were
significantly less favorable in Zone 75+. So as not to mislead, it is important to know that

Zone 75+ includes considerably more renters and households with lower incomes.
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Findings (continued)

Of the 404 people surveyed, 1.2% were dissatisfied with the overall quality of life in their
neighborhood because the neighbors don’t keep up the appearance of their properties; 1.0%
were dissatisfied because of jet noise, and just under 1% because the neighborhood has too

many unruly children.

Next, survey participants were asked if they were satisfied with the decision to live in their
specific neighborhood. About 93% were satisfied, while 6.7% were dissatisfied with their

decision. Residents of Zone 75+ were significantly less likely to be satisfied.

When asked why respondents were dissatisfied with the decision to live in that particular
neighborhood, 1.5% of the 404 people surveyed were unhappy because of jet noise. The

top three reasons varied by zone as follows:

Reasons People Were Unhappy With the Decision to Select Their Neighborhood

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ = Total

Jet noise : 0.0% - 1.6% - 2.9% 1.5%
The neighborhood has crime 0.0% 1.6% 0.7% 0.7%
My neighbors don’t keep up the

appearance of their properties 0.0% 0.8% 0.7% 0.5%

....efc.... (n=142) (n=123) (n=139) (n=404)

Next respondents were asked, “If you were making the decision again today, would you

choose to live in your neighborhood?” Again, the responses varied by zone.

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total

Yes 84.5% 80.5% 73.4% 79.5%
No 15.5% 19.5% 26.6% 20.5%

100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%
(n=142) (n=123) (n=139) (n=404)
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Findings (continued)

When asked why they would not choose to live in the same neighborhood again, the top

five responses varied by zone. No one in Zone 65 mentioned jet noise.

: , Zone' 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total
Jet noise 0.0% 4.9% 5.8% 3.5%

I want to move to a nicer place/home 1.4% 3.3% 4.3% 3.0%
My neighbors don’t keep up the

appearance of their properties 0.7% 2.4% 2.9% 2.0%
My neighborhood is getting rundown 2.1% - 0.8% 0.7% 1.2%
My neighborhood has too many '

rentals 1.4% 0.0% 2.2% 1.2%
Would choose to live in same '

neighborhood if deciding today 84.5% 80.5% 73.4% 79.5%

eeCtC.... ‘ (n=142) (n=123) (n=139) (n=404)

Participants were reminded that some people find certain things to be very bothersome,
while others do not. The next questions used a 1 to 10 scale, where “10” meant Extremely

Bothersome and “1” meant Not Bothersome. (People were encouraged to be candid about

their feelings.)

How bothersome is the amount of traffic when you drive near your home?

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total

Percent who said “1” or “2” , 18.3% 21.1% 26.6% 22.1%
Percent who said “9” or “10” 12.7% 9.8% 10.1% 10.9%
Average Rating (1 to 10 scale) 5.28 5.07 483 5.06

How bothersoméis jet noise during the daytime hours near your home?

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total

Percent who said “1” or “2” - 44.4% 26.0% 32.4% 34.7%
Percent who said “9” or “10” _ 4.9% 13.8% 17.3% 11.9%
Average Rating (1 to 10 scale) 3.52 4.79 4.81 4.35
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Findings (continued)

How bothersome is jet noise near your home between 10 o’clock at night and 7 a.m.?

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total

Percent who said “1” or “2” 64.8% 45.5% 45.3% 52.2%
Percent who said “9” or “10” 4.2% 13.0% 16.5% 11.1%
Average Rating (1 to 10 scale) 2.56 4.00 4.22 3.57

In the survey, everyone who gave a rating higher than a “2” for jet noise in the day or at

night was asked a follow-up question about being bothered more indoors or outdoors.

When jets fly in the vicinity of your home, where is the sound most bothersome?

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total

Inside my home ' 24.6% 29.3% 23.0% 25.5%
When I’'m outdoors 33.1% 44.7% 40.3% 39.1%
Both are equally bothersome 1.4% - 5.7% 8.6% 5.2%
Actually, it’s not bothersome* 40.8% 203% . _28.1% 30.2%

100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
(n=142) (n=123) (n=139)  (n=404)

* Based on both earlier ratings being belqw a*3”

As an aside, a number of people mentioned that their ears were bothered by the noise “in
a literal sense,” but they believed the reason for the noise was important, or they felt
patriotic when they heard the military jets fly overhead. This is not meant to ignore the
people who were upset about the noise and voiced some anger over the sound levels,

however, there were very few people in that category.
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Findings (continued)

The fourth rating of things that are bothersome had to do with peripheral noise from

neighbors or nearby traffic. This was somewhat less bothersome.

On the same 1 to 10 scale, how bothersome is noise from
neighbors or vehicular traffic near your home?

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total

Percent who said “1” or “2” 64.8% 60.2% 64.1% 63.1%
Percent who said “9” or “10” 3.5% 4.9% 3.6% 4.0%
Average Rating (1 to 10 scale) 2.66 2.83 2.81 2.76

Each respondent was asked if members of his/her household had phoned the NAS Oceana
Complaint Line. Overall, 93.3% had never called the complaint line, 2% had called, but

not in the past 12 months, and 4.7% had phoned one or more times in the past year.

Survey participants included both new residents (25% living in their neighborhood fewer
than 3 years) and longstanding residents (23.5% having lived there for 16 or more years).
Mirroring the housing types found in the three zones, about 66% were single family homes,
about 12% were condos,' about 9% were apartments, and the same proportion were

townhouses. Overall, 84.7% owned the property they live in, although this was lower
(74.1%) among residents of Zone 75+. Thirty-six percent had children under the age of 18

living in the household, and about 83% were Caucasian. Overall, 35.6% had a member of
the household who had served in the military, and 14.4% were currently active duty
military. The average age of the respondents was 48, and their annual household income

varied by zone,

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total
Average Income (Mean) $71,604 $66,383 $51,298 $63,068
Median Income $58,571 $57,948 $45,000 $54,033
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Findings (continued)

Responses of Those Who Were “Most Bothered by Jet Noise”

A special analysis was performed to estimate the proportion of residents who were most
bothered by the jet noise. A sub-group of 69 respondents (out of the 404 surveyed) was

analyzed. It was defined as all respondents who met any of the following criterion:

1) Mentioned jet noise as a reason for being dissatisfied with their quality of life
in Virginia Beach. (There were no people who said this.)

2) Mentioned jet noise as a reason for being dissatisfied with the quality of life in
their neighborhood.

3) Mentioned jet noise as a reason for being dissatisfied with the decision to live
in their neighborhood.

4) Mentioned jet noise as a reason for not choosing to live in the same
neighborhood again. '

5) Rated jet noise as being bothersome at a level of “9” or “10” during the day.

6) Rated jet noise as being bothersome at a level of “9” or “10” at night.

Seventeen percent of those surveyed (69/404) met one or more of the criteria above. For
simplicity, we will call these 69 people “those who are most bothered by jet noise.” (As
an aside, 14/404 (or 3.5%) mentioned jet noise in 1 - 4 above, and 55 more (13.6%) were
added by including those who rated the noise a being bothersome (day or night) at a level

of 9 or 10 even though they had not mentioned jet noise in 1 - 4.)

A profile of these 69 respondents found that 52.2% live in Zone 75+, 33.3% live in Zone
70, and 14.5% live in Zone 65. Overall, however, 79.7% of the 69 people in the “bothered”
group were satisfied with the overall quality of life in Virginia Beach, and 85.5% remained

satisfied with the overall quality of life in their immediate neighborhood.

When asked about the decision to live in that particular neighborhood, 84.1% of the 69
people who were “most bothered by jet noise” remained satisfied with their choice. About

20%, however, would not make the same decision again because of jet noise.
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Findings (continued)

Using a 1 to 10 scale where “1” meant Not Bothersome and “10” meant Extremely
Bothersome, this sub-group of 69 residents was asked to evaluate four things. While the

means are skewed by selecting people with “9” or “10” scores, their average scores follow:

Mean*
5.68 The traffic when you drive near your home

8.58 Jet noise during the daytime hours**
8.07 Jet noise between 10 p.m. and 7 a.m.**
3.46 Noise from neighbors or vehicular traffic

* A “1” is the lowest possible mean, and a “10” is the highest.

** These means were impacted by how this sub-group was defined (many were 9's or 10's).

Of the 69 people who are “most bothered by jet noise,” 18 (26.1%) had previously called
the NAS Oceana Noise Complaint Line (ever) to report jet noise that was too loud. (About
4% of this subgroup had called prior to the past 12 months, but had not called more
recently.) When asked whether the noise was most bothersome inside or outside their

home, 34.8% said “inside,” while 47.8% said “outside,” and 17.4% replied that “both were

equally bothersome.”

Seventeen percent of the 69 who are “most bothered by jet noise” were renters, while
82.6% were owners. One-third had children under age 18 living in their home, and only

5.8% were active duty military. The average income of this sub-group of 69 people was

lower than the larger survey sample of 404 ($57,912. vs. $63,068).

Summary
To recap, most of the 404 people surveyed in the three AICUZ zones did not find the jet
noise to be very bothersome. About 90% of them were satisfied with their overall quality

of life in Virginia Beach, and none of those who were dissatisfied cited jet noise as their

reason.
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Findings (continued)

Nearly 95% of the 404 surveyed were satisfied with the quality of life in their
- neighborhood, and 93% were happy with their decision to live there. In fact, about 80%
would make the same choice again today. Of all 404 surveyed, fewer than 4% would not

choose to live in the same neighborhood again because of jet noise.

It would be unfair to downplay the impact that jet noise has on some people. Clearly, there
are people who are very bothered by the sound. Sixty-nine of the 404, or 17.08%",
mentioned jet noise as an issue or rated the amount it bothers them as “9” or “10.”. Given
that the sample of 404 represents 59,163 households (in all three zones), 17.08% means that
about 10,100 housing units in the three zones are “most bothered by jet noise.” To further
break down the estimates, Zone 65 = 10 out of 142 (or 7.04%), Zone 70 = 23 out of 123 (or
.1 8.70%), and Zone 75+ = 36 out of 139 (or 25.90%) who were “most bothered.”

Based on data provided by the City of Virginia Beach, the total housing units in the three
zones were 20,956, 17,776, and 20,431 respectively. Therefore, the projected breakout of

those “most bothered” by zone would be:

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total

Projected # of housing units -
“most bothered by jet noise” . 1,480 3,325 5,295 10,100

These estimates may be high, considering that only 20% of the 69 people surveyed who
were “most bothered by the jet noise” would not choose to live in the same neighborhood

again because of jet noise. As suéh, the above projections may overstate the level of the

problem.

* Additional decimal places have been added for accuracy during projections. For simplicity, projected numbers have been rounded.
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Findings (continued)

To offer a more conservative estimate, one could consider only the 3.47% of the 404 people

surveyed who would not choose to live in the same neighborhood again because of jet noise

(14 out of the entire 404 surveyed):

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total
My reason is: Jet noise 0.0% 4.88% 5.76% 3.47%

Projecting to the total housing units in each zone (20,956, 17,776, and 20,431 respectively),

the following number of hquseholds in each zone would be impacted:

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total

Would not choose same neighborhood _
because of jet noise 0 870 - 1,180 2,050

To summarize, the number of households in the three zones that are “most bothered by jet
noise” is estimated at 10,100, and the number who would not move into the same

| neighborhood again because of jet noise is 2,050. (The 2,050 people are also included in

the 10,100.)
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Are you Very Satisfied, Satisfied, Dissatisfied, or Very Dissatisfied with the overall
quality of life in the City of Virginia Beach?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

Very Satisfied 24.6% 26.8% 24.5% 25.2%
Satisfied 66.2% 62.6% 64.0% 64.4%
Dissatisfied* 5.6% 8.9% 8.6% 7.7%
Very Dissatisfied* 3.5% 1.6% 2.9% 2.7%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404
Mean 3.12 3.15 3.10 3.12

Mean Scale: 4 = Very Satisfied
: 3 = Satisfied
2 = Dissatisfied
1 = Very Dissatisfied

* Asked the follow-up question on the next page.

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508



16

(If “Dissatisfied” or “Very Dissatisfied” with the overall quality of life in Virginia
Beach...) What is the most important thing that could be done to make you a more

satisfied resident?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

I don’t like how the City is managed/

certain elected officials 1.4% 4.1% 1.4% 2.2%
Traffic backups are very annoying 1.4% 1.6% 1.4% 1.5%
Property taxes are too high 0.7% 0.8% 2.2% 1.2%
The City is too overbuilt 2.1% 1.6% 0.0% 1.2%
Inadequate public transit 0.0% 0.8% 0.7% 0.5%
Not enough nice low income housing 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 0.5%
The City spends too much on tourism 0.7% 0.0% 0.7% 0.5%
Other taxes are too high 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
Virginia Beach is a racist city 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
Virginia Beach has too many

restrictions on my freedoms 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
Not enough to keep teens busy 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
Too much crime - 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
The roads need to be improved 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
I’m getting evicted due to the mobile

home park being sold 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
There were problems with the school

bus service not including our street 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
The mosquitoes are breeding in ditches

all over my neighborhood 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
The City built a canal in my back yard  0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
Need better discipline in the schools 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
I'm satisfied with the overall quality

of life in Virginia Beach* 90.8% 89.4% 88.5% 89.6%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

* Not asked this question.

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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Are you Very Satisfied, Satisfied, Dissatisfied, or Very Dissatisfied with the overall

quality of life in your neighborhood?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total
Very Satisfied 41.5% 42.3% 25.9% 36.4%
Satisfied 54.9% 53.7% 66.2% 58.4%
Dissatisfied* 3.5% 4.1% 7.2% 5.0%
Very Dissatisfied* 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404
Mean 3.38 3.38 3.17 3.31

Mean Scale: 4 = Very Satisfied
3 = Satisfied
2 = Dissatisfied
1 = Very Dissatisfied

*Asked the follow-up question on the next page.

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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(If “Dissatisfied” or “Very Dissatisfied” with the overall quality of life in your
neighborhood...) What, in particular, makes you dissatisfied with the quality of life

in your neighborhood?

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total

My neighbors don’t keep up the

appearance of their properties 1.4% 0.8% 1.4% 1.2%
Jet noise 0.0% 0.8% 2.2% 1.0%
The neighborhood has too many

unruly children 0.7% 0.0% 1.4% 0.7%
Pit bulls are running loose 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
The neighborhood has too many

rentals 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
The neighborhood lacks stability 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
The neighborhood has crime 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
Teenagers roam around using foul

language 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
There is noise from vehicular traffic 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
There is too much traffic congestion 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
Not enough nice low income housing 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
The City does not enforce the codes 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
I’m satisfied with the overall quality

of life in my neighborhood* 96.5% 95.9% 92.1% 94.8%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

* Not asked this question.
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Overall, are you Very Satisfied, Satisfied, Dissatisfied, or Very Dissatisfied with the

decision to live in your neighborhood?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total
Very Satisfied 50.0% 52.8% 30.2% 44.1%
Satisfied 45.8% 40.7% 60.4% 49.3%
Dissatisfied* | 4.2% 6.5% 7.9% 6.2%
Very Dissatisfied* 0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 0.5%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404
Mean - 346 3.46 3.19 3.37

Mean Scale: 4 = Very Satisfied
3 = Satisfied
2 = Dissatisfied
1 = Very Dissatisfied

* Asked the follow-up question on the next page.
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(If “Dissatisfied” or “Very Dissatisfied” with the decision to live in your
neighborhood...) Why, in particular, are you dissatisfied with the decision to live in

your neighborhood?
Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+  Total

Jet noise 0.0% 1.6% 2.9% 1.5%
The neighborhood has crime 0.0% 1.6% 0.7% 0.7%
Neighbors don’t keep up the

appearance of their properties 0.0% 0.8% 0.7% 0.5%
The condo association is difficult

to deal with 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
I’m living too far from my job 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
We paid too much for our house 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
Flood insuranceis mandatory 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
The neighborhood is too overbuilt 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
The neighborhood is getting rundown  0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
The neighborhood has too many ’

rentals 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
The neighborhood lacks stability 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
The neighborhood has too many

unruly children 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
The neighborhood has too many .

minorities 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
My apartment complex is getting ,

rundown 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
My neighbors are racist 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
There is noise from vehicular traffic 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
Not enough nice low income housing 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
The City does not enforce the codes 0.7% 1 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
The Southeastern Parkway is coming

close to my home 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
I’m satisfied with the decision to live

in my neighborhood* 95.8% 93.5% 90.6% 93.3%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404
* Not asked this question.

Continental Research @ 4500 Colley Avenue @ Norfolk, VA 23508
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If you were making the decision again today, would you choose to live in your
neighborhood?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

Yes 84.5% 80.5% 73.4% 79.5%

No* 15.5% 19.5% 26.6% 20.5%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

" n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

* Asked the follow-up question on the next page.

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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(If you were deciding today and would not choose to live in your neighborhood...)
Why wouldn’t you choose to live in your neighborhood?

Jet noise

I want to move to a nicer place/home

Neighbors don’t keep up the
appearance of their properties

The neighborhood is getting rundown

The neighborhood has too many
rentals

I want more land

The neighborhood lacks stability
There is noise from vehicular traffic
There is too much traffic congestion
We paid too much for our house
The neighborhood has crime

The City does not enforce the codes

The condo association is difficult to
deal with

A Wal-Mart Super Center just invaded
the neighborhood

I want to move up to a single family
detached home

I want to move to a different apartment .

complex
I want to move closer to the interstate
I want to move to Florida

The neighborhood is too overbuilt

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total
0.0% 4.9% 5.8% 3.5%
1.4% 3.3% 4.3% 3.0%
0.7% 2.4% 2.9% 2.0%
2.1% 0.8% 0.7% 1.2%
1.4% 0.0% 2.2% 1.2%
1.4% 0.8% 0.0% 0.7%
0.0% 0.8% 1.4% 0.7%
0.7% 0.0% 1.4% 0.7%
0.7% 0.8% 0.7% 0.7%
0.0% 0.0% 1.4% 0.5%
0.7% 0.0% 0.7% 0.5%
0.7% 0.0% 0.7% 0.5%
0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%

(continued)



23

(If you were deciding today and would not choose to live in your neighborhood...)
Why wouldn’t you choose to live in your neighborhood? (continued)

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

The neighborhood is too close to

tourists 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
The neighborhood has too many

minorities 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
My apartment complex is getting

rundown 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
My mobile home park is getting

rundown 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
Teenagers roam around using foul

language 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
Not enough nice low income housing 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%
Whites are a minority at our local

high school 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
I don’t like the area schools 0.0% 0.8% 0.0%  0.2%
Mobile home residents can get evicted  0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
My neighborhood association is too

restrictive 0.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2%
The City is enlarging a parking lot in

my neighborhood 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%
The City built a canal in my back yard  0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 0.2%

The Southeastern Parkway is coming
close to my home 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%

I prefer not to discuss my personal |
business 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%

I would choose to live in my neigh-
borhood if I was deciding today* 84.5% 80.5% 73.4% 79.5%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

* Not asked this question.

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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Some people find certain things to be very bothersome, while others do not. On a1
to 10 scale, where 10 is Extremely Bothersome and a 1 is Not Bothersome, how would

you rate the amount of traffic when you drive near your home?

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total

1 Not Bothersome 13.4% 15.4% 15.8% 14.9%
2 4.9% 5.7% 10.8% 7.2%
3 7.7% 9.8% 7.9% 8.4%
4 8.5% 7.3% 8.6% 8.2%
5 23.9% 18.7% 18.0% = 20.3%
6 7.0% 8.9% 7.9% 7.9%
7 | 9.9% 15.4% 12.9% 12.6%
8 12.0% 8.9% 7.9% 9.7%
9 5.6% 2.4% 4.3% 4.2%
10 Extremely Bothersome 7.0% 7.3% 5.8% 6.7%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

Mean 5.28 5.07 4.83 5.06

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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On a1 to 10 scale, where 10 is Extremely Bothersome and a 1 is Not Bothersome, how
would you rate jet noise during the daytime hours near your home?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

1 Not Bothersome 29.6% 17.9% 23.0% 23.8%
2 14.8% 8.1% 9.4% 10.9%
3 11.3% 11.4% 7.9% 10.1%
4 10.6% 8.1% 10.8% 9.9%
5 14.8% 18.7% 12.9% 15.3%
6 | 4.9% 9.8% 29% - 5.7%
7 . 5.6% 5.7% 5.8% 5.7%
8 : 3.5% 6.5% 10.1% 6.7%
9 3.5% 4.1% 2.9% 3.5%
10 Extremely Bothersome 1.4% 9.8%  _14.4% 8.4%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

Mean 3.52 4.79 4.81 4.35

NOTE: Ratings higher than a “2” were asked a follow-up question about being bothered more
indoors or outdoors.

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508




26

On our 1 to 10 scale, where 10 is Extremely Bothersome and a 1 is Not Bothersome,
how would you rate jet noise near your home between 10 o’clock at night and 7 a.m.?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

1 Not Bothersome 47.2% 30.1% 27.3% 35.1%
2 17.6% 15.4% 18.0% 17.1%
3 12.7% 9.8% 8.6% 10.4%
4 5.6% 8.1% 5.8% 6.4%
5 8.5% 8.9% 7.9% 8.4%
6 1.4% 3.3% 6.5% 3.7%
7 2.1% 4.9% 5.8% 4.2%
8 0.7% 6.5% 3.6% 3.5%
9 0.7% 3.3% 3.6% 2.5%
10 Extremely Bothersome 3.5% 9.8% 12.9% 8.7%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

Mean | 2.56 4.00 422 3.57

NOTE: Ratings higher than a “2” were asked a follow-up question about being bothered more
indoors or outdoors.

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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(If rated jet noise during the daytime or at night greater than a “2”...) When jets fly
in the vicinity of your home, is the sound most bothersome to your household when

you are inside your home or when you are outdoors?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

When I am inside my home 24.6% 29.3% 23.0% 25.5%
When I am outdoors 33.1% 44.7% 40.3% 39.1%
Both are equally bothersome 1.4% 5.7% 8.6% 5.2%
Actually, it’s not bothersome* 40.8% 20.3% 28.1% 30.2%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

* Based on both earlier ratings being below a “3.”
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On a1 to 10 scale, where 10 is Extremely Bothersome and a 1 is Not Bothersome, how
would you rate other noise from neighbors or vehicular traffic near your home?

Zone 65 Zone 70 Zone 75+ Total

1 Not Bothersome 42.3% 42.3% 43.2% 42.6%
2 22.5% 17.9% 20.9% 20.5%
3 12.0% 13.0% 10.8% 11.9%
4 7.0% 8.1% 3.6% 6.2%
5 4.9% 5.7% 7.2% 5.9%
6 2.1% 1.6% 2.9% 2.2%
7 : 1.4% 2.4% 2.9% 2.2%
8 4.2% 4.1% 5.0% 4.5%
9 1.4% 3.3% 0.7% 1.7%
10 Extremely Bothersome 2.1% 1.6% 2.9% 2.2%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

Mean 2.66 2.83 2.81 2.76

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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Haveyou or other adults in your home ever phoned the NAS Oceana Noise Complaint
Line (433-2162) or used their on-line complaint form to report jet noise that is too
loud?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

Yes* 2.1% 8.9% 9.4% 6.7%

No 97.9% 91.1% 90.6% 93.3%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

*Asked the follow-up question on the next page.
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(If phoned the NAS Oceana Noise Complaint Line...) About how many times in the
past 12 months had you phoned the NAS Oceana Complaint Line?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

Zero, I haven’t ever called the

NAS Oceana Complaint Line* 97.9% 91.1% 90.6% 93.3%
Zero, 1 called the Complaint Line,

but not in the last 12 months 1.4% 2.4% 2.2% 2.0%
One time | 0.7% 0.8% 3.6% 1.7%
Two times 0.0% 2.4% 0.0% 0.7%
Three times 0.0% 0.0% 2.2% 0.7%
Four times 0.0% 0.8% 0.7% 0.5%
Five times 0.0% 0.8% 0.7% 0.5%
Six times 0.0% 1.6% 0.0%  0.5%
More than six times 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

AVERAGES:
Mean (all households) .01 times .23 times .17 times .13 times
Median (all households) .00 times .00 times .00 times .00 times
(n=142) (n=123) (n=139) (n=404)
Mean (Complaint Line callers only) J33times 2.55times 1.77 times  1.93 times
Median (Complaint Line callers only) .00 times  2.00 times  1.00time  1.00 time

(n=3) (n=11) (n=13) (n=27)

*Not asked this question.
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How many years have you lived in the neighborhood you live in now?

(Grouped for presentation purposes)

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

1-2 years 21.1% 26.8% 27.3% 25.0%
3-5 years 21.8% 18.7% 20.9% 20.5%
6-10 years 17.6% 21.1% 12.2% 16.8%
11-15 years 14.8% 13.0% 14.4% 14.1%

_24.6% 20.3% 25.2% 23.5%

16 or more years

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

AVERAGES:*
Mean 10.9 yrs. 10.3 yrs. 11.7 yrs. 11.0 yrs.
Median 7.0 yrs. 7.0 yrs. 6.0 yrs. 6.0 yrs.

*Based on non-grouped data.

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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Type of Dwelling
Zone 65  Zone70 Zone 75+  Total

Townhouse 3.5% 7.3% 15.8% 8.9%
Single family home 79.6% 66.7% 52.5% 66.3%
Condominium 11.3% 17.1% 9.4% 12.4%
Apartment 5.6% 4.9% 15.1% 8.7%
Manufactured or mobile home 0.0% 1.6% 3.6% 1.7%
Duplex 0.0% 2.4% 3.6% 2.0%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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Do you own your home or do you rent?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

Owns/has mortgage 88.7% 91.9% 74.1% 84.7%

Rents 11.3% 8.1% 25.9% 15.3%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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Zip Code of Residence
Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

23451 16.9% 25.2% 25.2% 22.3%
23452 22.5% 22.83% 9.4% 18.1%
23453 10.6% 14.6% 5.8% 10.1%
23454 32.4% 23.6% 59.0% 38.9%
23456 17.6% 13.0% 0.7% 10.4%
23462 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.2%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508



Do you have any children under the age of 18 living in your household?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total
Yes 39.4% 39.0% 30.2% 36.1%
No 60.6% 61.0% 69.8% 63.9%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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Age of Respondent
Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total
18 to 25 7.0% 7.3% 9.4% 7.9%
26 to 34 19.0% 6.5% 16.5% 14.4%
35 t0 44 204%  24.4% 21.6% 22.0%
45 to 54 19.0% 26.0% 18.7% 21.0%
55 to 64 14.8% 19.5% 15.8% 16.6%
65 or older : 19.7% 16.3% 18.0% 18.1%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% - 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404
AVERAGES:
*Mean 47.3 yrs. 49.0 yrs. 46.8 yrs. 47.6 yrs.
Median 46.9 yrs. 49.5 yrs. 46.3 yrs. 47.7 yrs.

* Category mid-point interpolation was used for this calculation. A value of 70 was used for the category
“65 or older.”
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Are you or is anyone in your household active duty military?

Yes

No

37

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total
16.9% 8.9% 16.5% 14.4%
83.1% 91.1% 83.5% 85.6%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

n=404

n=142 n=123 n=139

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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Were you or any other members of your household previously in the military (a
veteran)?

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total

Yes 34.5% 43.9% 29.5% 35.6%

No 65.5% 56.1% 70.5% 64.4%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508




Ethnic Origin

White (Caucasian)
African American
Filipino American
Asian or Pacific Islander
Hispanic

Other

39

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+  Total
87.3% 82.1% 79.1% 82.9%
8.5% 10.6% 11.5% 10.1%
0.0% 0.8% 0.7% 0.5%
2.8% 2.4% 2.9% 2.7%
0.0% 2.4% 4.3% 2.2%
_1.4% 1.6% 1.4% 1.5%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404
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Yearly Household Income

Under $20,000
$20,000 to $39,999
$40,000 to $59,999
$60,000 to $79,999
$80,000 to $99,999
$100,000 to $149,999
$150,000 or more

Refused

AVERAGES:

*Mean
Median

40

Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+ Total
2.8% 6.5% 10.8% 6.7%
16.9% 13.8% 29.5% 20.3%
29.6% 31.7% 27.3% 29.5%
10.6% 18.7% 12.9% 13.9%
16.2% 13.8% 6.5% 12.1%
12.0% 8.1% 7.2% 9.2%
6.3% 4.9% 0.0% 3.7%
5.6% 2.4% 5.8% 4.7%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404
$71,604 $66,383 $51,298 $63,068
$58,571 $57,948 $45,000 $54,033
(n=134) (n=120) (n=385)

(n=131)

* Category mid-point interpolation was used for this calculation. A value of $18,000 was used for the
category “Under $20,000,” and $162,000 was used for “$150,000 or more.” '
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Gender of Respondent
Zone 65 Zone 70  Zone 75+  Total
Male 47.2% 38.2% 37.4% 41.1%
Female 52.8% 61.8% 62.6% 58.9%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
n=142 n=123 n=139 n=404

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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City of Virginia Beach - AICUZ Zone Household Survey

Hello, I'm with Continental Research. We’re conducting a community survey for the City of
Virginia Beachtoday. (Ifneeded... your phone number was randomly selected from within your zip code
area.) [INTV: Alternate male/female head of household.]

Screening Questions

1) You are you a resident of Virginia Beach? 1- Yes
2- No (Politely Terminate Interview)

2) Areyou at least 18 years of age? 1- Yes
2- No (Politely Terminate Interview)

3) Indicate Zone (per City records): 065 070 [O75+ (Check Quotas)

Thinking about living in the City of Virginia Beach... are you Very Satisfied, Satisfied, Dissatisfied,
or Very Dissatisfied with ?

¥ S§ D VD DK
1

4) The overall quality of life in the City of Virginia Beach 4 3 2 7

5) ({AfQ4=2or1) Whatisthe most important thing that could be done to make you a more satisfied

resident?

6) Are you Very Satisfied, Satisfied, Dissatisfied, or Very VS S D VD DX
Dissatisfied with the overall quality of life in your
neighborhood? 4 3 2 1 7

7)  ({f Q6 = 2 or 1) What, in particular, makes you dissatisfied with the quality of life in your
neighborhood?

8) How many years have you lived in the neighborhood you live in now?

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

VS S§ D VD DK

Overall, are you Very Satisfied, Satisfied, Dissatisfied, or Very
Dissatisfied with the decision to live in that neighborhood? 4 3 2 1 7

(If Q9 = 2 or 1) Why, in particular, are you dissatisfied with the decision to live in that
neighborhood?

If you were making the decision again today, would you choose to live there?

1- Yes (Skip to Q13) 2-No

(If Q11 = No) Why wouldn’t you choose to live there?

Some people find certain things to be very bothersome, while others do not. On a 1 to 10 scale,
where 10 is Extremely Bothersome and a 1 is Not Bothersome, how would you rate the amount of

traffic when you drive near your home?

Not Bothersome 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Extremely Bothersome

On a 1 to 10 scale, where 10 is Extremely Bothersome and a 1 is Not Bothersome, how would you
rate jet noise during the daytime hours near your home?

Not Bothersome 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Extremely Bothersome

On our 1to 10 scale, where 10 is Extremely Bothersome and a 1 is Not Bothersome, how would you
rate jet noise near your home between 10 o’clock at night and 7 a.m.?

Not Bothersome 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Extremely Bothersome

On a 1 to 10 scale, where 10 is Extremely Bothersome and a 1 is Not Bothersome, how would you
rate other noise from neighbors or vehicular traffic near your home?

Not Bothersome 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 Extremely Bothersome

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508



17) Have you or other adults in your home ever phoned the NAS Oceana Noise Complaint Line (433-
2162) or used their on-line complaint form to report jet noise that is too loud?

1- Yes 2- No (Skip to Q19)

18) (@f Q17=Yes) About how many times in the past 12 months?

19) (Ask ONLY when Q14 or Q15 is greater than 2...)

When jets fly in the vicinity of your home, is the sound most bothersome to your household:

1- When you are inside your home, or
2- When you are outdoors?

7- Could not decide, both are equally bothersome

20) Do you live in: (Read Choices)

1- A townhouse

2- A single family home

3- A condominium

4- An apartment

5- A manufactured or mobile home, or

Another type of dwelling?

21) Do you own your home or do you rent?

1- Owns/has mortgage 2- Rents

22) What Zip Code areyouin? 2 3

23) In order to make sure my Zip Code quotas are correct, is your residence at (confirm street):

O Yes 0O No (Terminate Interview and Destroy)

24) Do you have any children under the age of 18 living in your household?

1- Yes 2-No

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508



25)

26)

27)

28)

29)

30)

And, which age group fits you? (Read Choices)

1- 18 to 25 4- 4510 54
2-26 to 34 5-55to0 64
3-35to 44 6- 65 or older

Are you or is anyone in your household active duty military?

1- Yes 2-No

Were you or any other members of your household previously in the military (a veteran)?

1- Yes 2-No

To be sure we interview all groups of people, which racial or ethnic group best represents you?
(Read Choices)

1- White (Caucasian) 4- Asian or Pacific Islander
2- African American 5- Hispanic, or
3- Filipino American 7- Other

Last of all, which LETTER includes your total yearly household income? Just stop me when I say
the right letter.

1- A Under $20,000 4-D $60,000 to $79,999 7- G $150,000 or more
2- B $20,000 to $39,999 5- E $80,000 to $99,999 ‘
3- C $40,000 to $59,999 6- F $100,000 to $149,999

Gender; 1-Male 2-Female

CLOSING:
Thanks for sharing your time with me today.
We’ll be reporting the results of this survey to the City in about 6 weeks.

Continental Research ® 4500 Colley Avenue ® Norfolk, VA 23508
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Item V-L7.
ORDINANCES/RESOLUTIONS ITEM # 53943

The following registered to speak in SUPPORT:

Bobby Rountree, 1750 Tomcat Boulevard, Phone: 433-2553, NAS Oceana Planning Policy Department
Director, AICUZ Member - JLUS Policy Committee, represented Captain Keeley, Commanding Officer -
NAS Oceana. Oceana is actively lobbying for encroachment partnering funds for their FY 2006 Operating
Budget to support the City through its Agricultural Reserve Program (ARP) and Conservation groups to
preserve open space as well as provide a return on investment to property owners who are affected by some
of the JLUS recommendations and at the same time providing a buffer for NAS Oceana.

The following registered in OPPOSITION:

Reverend Tom Conant, 1405 Powder Ridge Court, Phone; 471-8886, Pastor of Christian Chapel
Assembly of God. Since April 13, 2004, their application has been deferred pending completion

of the Joint Land Use Plan (JLUS). The Lynnhaven Presbyterian Church application presented during
the same City Council Session was approved. Reverend Conant requested reconsideration of the
Deferral. A copy of Reverent Conant’s statement is hereby made a part of the record.

Alvin Chandler Calvert, 2801 Rose Garden Way, Phone: 438-6182, long standing member of Christian
Chapel Assembly of God. The average attendance for Sunday services is 210 (spread out over 2
services). Interest rates and building costs are increasing.

Tim Roscher, Phone: 474-1875, represented Christian Chapel Assembly of God Representatives of

the Church have met with Captain Keeley, Mr. Rountree and his staff to determine the Navy's opposition.
On the Church’s application, nursery and classrooms were listed, which the Navy had interpreted as
operating a daycare center and school. This is not the case. The nursery is only for housing the

small children during Sunday services and the classrooms are just for Sunday school. The Church

has been given a verbal approval by the Navy, if the Conditional Use is more specifically detailed.

Upon motion by Councilman Reeve, seconded by Councilman Maddox, City Council ADOPTED:
Resolutions re Joint Land Use (JLUS)

a. EXTEND Interim Guidelines governing applications re
development in Air Installation Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ)

b. ACCEPT the final Hampton Roads Joint Land Use Study

(JLUS) and DIRECT the City Manager to provide Ordinances
to implement their recommendations

The City Staffwas directed to come back with recommendations re Christian Assembly of God Conditional
Use Permit and its status.

May 10, 2005
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Item V-I1.7,

ORDINANCES/RESOLUTIONS  ITEM # 53943 (Continued)

Voting: 11-0

Council Members Voting Aye:
Harry E. Diezel, Robert M. Dyer, Vice Mayor Louis R. Jones, Reba
S. McClanan, Richard A. Maddox, Mayor Meyera E. Oberndorf, Jim

Reeve, Peter W. Schmidt, Ron A. Villanueva, Rosemary Wilson and
James L. Wood

Council Members Voting Nay:

None

Council Members Absent:

None

May 10, 2005
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A RESOLUTION EXTENDING THE INTERIM
GUIDELINES GOVERNING APPLICATIONS

FOR DEVELOPMENT IN AIR
INSTALLATIONS COMPATIBLE USE ZONES
(AICUZ)

WHEREAS, on February 10, 2004, the City Council
adopted Interim Guidelines Governing Applications for
Development in Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ)
{the “Guidelines), which had been developed by the Task Force on
Land Use in Air 1Installations Compatible Use Zones and
recommended to the City Council by the Task Force on February 3,
2004; and

WHEREAS, the said Guidelines were amended on March 23,
2004; and

WHEREAS, the Guidelines provided, in pertinent part,
that certain applications for discretionary approvals should be
deferred by the Planning Commission or City Council, as the case
may be, pending completion of the Joint Land Use Study; and

WHEREAS, the Joint Land Use Study has been completed;

and

WHEREAS, the City is in the process of developing the
AICUZ Overlay Ordinance, which, among other things, will provide
rules regarding decisions by the City Council on 1land use

applications coming before it; and
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WHEREAS, it is anticipated that the AICUZ Overlay
District Ordinance will be brought before the City Council in
the Fall of 2005; and

WHEREAS, because the same reasons for deferring action
on applications within the purview of the Guidelines pending
completion of the Joint Land Use Study remain applicable pending
adoption of the AICUZ Overlay District Ordinance, the City
Council deems it appropriate and in the public interest, pending
adoption of the AICUZ Overlay District Ordinance, to continue to
treat discretionary land use applications in the same manner as
is set forth in the Guidelines;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF VIRGINIA BEACH, VIRGINIA:

That the Interim Guidelines Governing Applications for
Development in Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ)
are hereby amended so as to extend the period during which they

are operative, as follows:

Amended Interim Guidelines Governing Applications
for Development in Air Installations Compatible

Use Zones (AICUZ)
1. Purpose.

The City of Virginia Beach has agreed to engage with
the Navy in a Joint Land Use Study (JLUS) to resolve

conflicts between development and jet aircraft operations

2
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near NAS Oceana. This agreement necessitates a careful
balance between the City’s commitment to act in a timely
manner on land use proposals in the affected area and the
City’s commitment to partner with the Navy to carefully and
comprehensively work toward a mﬁtually acceptable land use
solution. It is reasonably anticipated that the JLUS
effort will take at least six (6) months and perhaps a year
to complete, 8such that this passage of time will work
against the interests of those citizens seeking quick
resolution to their land use issues. Accordingly, the City
Council of the City of Virginia Beach sets forth these
interim guidelines intended to move forward, for resolution
on their merits, those rezoning and conditional use permit
requests that are impacted by the AICUZ program but whose
impact is not deemed detrimental to the desired balance to
be struck through the JLUS effort.

2. Application.

(a) These guidelines govern the procedural aspects of
discretionary development applications (i.e., applications
for rezonings, conditional zonings and conditional wuse
permits requiring hearing by the City Council and Planning

Commission) pertaining to property located wholly or
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partially within an Air Installations Compatible Use Zone
(AICUZ)

(b) These guidelines do not apply to the review of
subdivision plats, site plans or other forms of review of
proposed developments not requiring the approval of the
City Council; to applications for discretionary approvals
of land uses not deemed incompatible under Table 2
(Suggested Land Use Compatibility in Noise 2Zones) or Table
3 (Suggested Land Use Compatibility in Accident Potential
Zones) of the Department of the Navy’s AICUZ Program
Procedures and Guidelines for Department of the Navy Air
Installations (OPNAV Instruction 11010.36B); or to
applications for discretionary approvals on property
entirely outside of an AICUZ area.

3. Guidelines.
(a) Infill development on tracts or parcels of less

than ten (10) acres, where all of the following conditions

are present should be considered by the Planning Commission
and City Council in the normal course and should be decided
on the merits of the application: (1) the existing zoning
is unreasonable; (2) the requested action would give rise
to development substantially similar to that on surrounding

properties; and (3) the requested use is the least
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intensive necessary to achieve <consistency with the
surrounding properties

{(b) Development proposals £for property wholly or
partially 1located in AICUZ areas and not meeting the
criteria set forth in subsection (3) (a) above should be
considered by the Planning Commission and City Council in
the normal course and should be decided on the merits of
the application where all of the following conditions are
present: (1) the property is mnot located, wholly or
partially, within an Accident Potential Zone; (2) the
development proposal represents the lowest reasonable
density or intensity for the property, given its location
and surrounding land uses; (3) the property is not located,
wholly or partially, within a noise zone greater than 70 dB
Ldn (except where the uses proposed are deemed compatible
with their location in such noise zone pursuant to Section
221.1 of the City 2Zoning Ordinance): and (4) all
appropriate noise attenuation measures specified by Section
221.1 of the City Zoning Ordinance are provided.

(c) All other applications should be deferred by the
Planning Commission or City Council, as the case may be,
pending ecempletion adoption of the dJeint—Land—Use Study

AICUZ Overlay Ordinance.
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122 Adopted by the Council of the City of Virginia Beach,
123 Vvirginia, on the _4p4y day of May , 2005,

CA-9605

OID\Land Use\ordres\AICUZ\extendinterimguidelinesres.doc

R-1

May 3, 2005
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A RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE FINAL
HAMPTON ROADS JOINT LAND USE STUDY
AND DIRECTING THE CITY STAFF TO

BRING FORWARD ORDINANCES
IMPLEMENTING THE RECOMMENDATIONS
THEREOF

WHEREAS, pursuant to- Resolution No. 3031, adopted on
January 6, 2004, the City Council committed to participate in a
Joint Land Use Study, the purpose of which was to provide
recommendations regarding land use policy to reduce the impacts
associated with military air operations; and

WHEREAS, the said Resolution also provided that the
City shall implement such recommendations of the Study as are
appropriate; and

WHEREAS, the Joint Land Use Study has been completed
and presented to the City Council, and a public hearing on the
final Study was held on May 3, 2005;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE

CITY OF VIRGINIA BEACH, VIRGINIA:

That the City Council hereby accepts the Final Hampton
Roads Joint Land Use Study dated April, 2005 and directs the
City Staff to bring forward to the City Council all appropriate
ordinances implementing the recommendations thereof pertaining
to the City of Virginia Beach, including, but not limited to,
the preparation of a draft AICUZ Overlay Ordinance to be

presented to the City Council for its consideration.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
VIRGINIA BEACH, VIRGINIA:

That the City Council hereby expresses its gratitude
to the United States Navy, the Cities of Norfolk and Chesapeake,
the members of the Policy Committee and Technical Committee
(Working Group), the Office of Economic Adjustment, the Hampton
Roads Planning District Commission, members of the public who
attended public hearings and meetings on the Study, and all
others whose efforts contributed to the completion of the Final

Hampton Roads Joint Land Use Study.

Adopted by the Council of the City of Virginia Beach,

Virginia, on the 10th day of May , 2005.

CaA-9608

OID\Land Use\ordres\AICUZ\FinalJLUSres.doc
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May 4, 2005

APPROVED AS TO CONTEBNT: APPROVED AS TO LEGAL SUFFICIBNCY:
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Planning ‘Department City Attorney’s Office
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Seplamher 17, 2002

M, Frad Pienson (Code BDILFP)
Commander, Alfantic Division

Navai Facilities Enginaenng Command
1530 Gubort Strend

Naitolk, Virginia 235112060

RE  Comments by the City of Virginia Beach on the Draft Environmantal tmpagl
Stataritent {OEIS) las the inlodsction of thoe FIA-18 E/F Super Homet aircealt
on thg East Coast of tha U.S .

Dear Mr Pierson:

Plenso find altached tho commients by tha staff of the Cily of Virginla Beach on the
DS far tha East Coast Supos Hornot Aircratl. We wau;d like to congralulate you zmc_i thq
mombors of jour tears for a job exceptionatly vell done. Please recogize thal il we do
hiivi cancems and questions aboul the information includad in thit document, it ia noway
micans that we have any doubt whalsoevur of your frafessignatism and lochinicat abitity.
The ity will provide the majonty of its conments on the fwo aflamatives favored by thy
Moy Le., ALi dA - six llect syuadeons and the Flool Replaceinant Squadron (FR§§ to
NAS Oceana and fout squddrons 10 8CAS Chorry Point, and ALT § - eight (leer
squadrons and the Fleat Roplacernant Squadioit 1o NAS Qgeana and tvo ﬂcpl Squadiong
to MCAS Cherry Point W wil also comment an ALT 1, which wo}xld place ton fleat
squadions and the FRS, ie,, all of thy East Coast Supar Hornel aircralt stationed ot
Virginia Oeach

Aiso, anothor paint that we want to make is that we believe fthat an addiional
wullying fiold should ba a ik raquirement far fug foderat action. Tha aulying fietd wil
pravica flexibility of tho Navy for training in Figld Cardier Landing Practice (_FCLP_)}and wall
grovide subistanial retiel 1 the area around the Fentress Ouilying Landing Flald (OLF)
Ve aiso [ully undarstand that tha additonal outlying fiold vl supplomant Fentrass OLF

Title:
Grouping:

Location:

CVB P1 OF 13
Lacal Agency

City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER
CcvB-1
CcvB-2

RESPONSE
Comment noted; no response required.

Although NALF Fentress meets all the operational requirements to
support the FCLP operations of the Super Hornet squadrons,
construction and operation of an additional OLF is being *
considered fo provide for operational flexibility and to mitigate the
noise impacts under ALT 1, 4B, and 6. An additional OLF provides
operational flexibility through increased availability of FCLP
training periods particuiarly important during surge operations,
when more thap one carrier air wing and an FRS must
simultaneously prepare for carrier operations, or when one site
becomes unusable due to maintenance or weather. A second OLF
increases the number of available FCLP periods earlier in evening,
thus reducing the nurmber of (ate night operations at both OLFs as
wall as lhe homs bases. In addition, althotigh NALF Fentress is
and will conlinue to ba ysed by aircraft from NAS Oceana for
FCLP, training there is less than optimal because of residentia!
growth around the airfield. A new OLF located at any of the OLF
sites would provide 4 training environment free from residential
growth.
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Chesapeake Publlc Schools
Schoal Administration Bulldl
Fosl Oflice Bos 164

Chcsapeake, Virginle 23326

ey TG

Scptember 27, 2002

Conunander, Atlantic Division

Naval Fxilities Engincering Command
Attention: M1, Fred Picreon (Code BIXS2ER
1510 Gilbent S1,

Norfolk, VA 23518

Re: Dralt Environmental Impact Statenient for the Introduction of F/A - 8 E/F (Super Homet)
Alrcraft to the Base Coast of the United States

Dear Mr. Pierson:

Buits Rox! Inlermediaie School, one of the Chesapeake Public Schools, is located in close
proximity to NALF Fenuress in Chesapeake, Virginia, The pumase of this lettcr is to peovide out
comuments celating to the Draf EIS.

Cliesapeske Public Schoolt is opposal lo any option that weuld negatively impact operations
ot Buits Road Intermediate Schood. These negative impacts include (1) any increase in aoise
above carrent levels, {2) expansion of the crash potentisl zones in the directian of the school, ar
(3 any insrease In flight operations at NALF Featress.

I you need further infonnaiion, feel free to contact te Planning and Developinert
Department at (757) 547.0580,

Sincerely,

1, Puige Stuw.
Program Administrator foe Plannimg and Development

mxum-\rwwmh A et shna’ opyic e B
Piov Mincarf farand F i €y O GAaagwane Mlud ASaE b0 it pik oF iyl g awd, $herritiv,
Hmw;wAv-mwcm.(mmackMdmmmmn-n,m.'gm

Title: CPS
Grouping: Local Agency

Location: City of Chesapeake,VA

NUMBER RESPONSE

CPS-1 Please see Section 4.2 for the discussion of noise impacts to Butts
Road Intermediate School under all of the siting alternatives.
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Mr, Fred Piarson
Septembar 17, 2002
Page 2

and not raplace it. Futhatmoro, wa boliove that the Washingion County atiarnativa s the

3 only alleenative ihat should be cansldered. I has the least envireomental degradatin
effects; fewer endangered spacios and seerns 10 ba the sito that ost easily could be
constrycted

with tha above conditions in iind, v will analyzo thae document point-by-paint
below:

i Page 1-5; Section 1.4; Purpase and Negd: The document slales that by the énd of
2010, Supar Mornot floet squadions wil) oparote in the Atlantic Flgot. Each Neet
squitdron will consist of 12 or 14 aiicraf] - tha EIS usét 13 fot each squadran. Wil

4 the Navy bi buying equal numbors of ESF Airctafi 10 avarage oul to 13 pal
‘squadiron? Futhormora, we would ba Interested in informafion on a yoar-hy-year
‘avaluation of base loading at NAS Oceana under tha thiroa aildmatives mentioned

5 ‘praviously that would include an onalysis of F-14 Alicraft leaving Whe invanlory, the
projected ‘buy” of Super Harael Aircraft and the ratitement of thoolder CID Aicraft.
This annlysis is included In t\he Appeniix only for ALT 3.

J Page 2:2: Section 2.1.4: Qperational Criteriz for Homebasing Site. There is no
discussion of quahty of life Issues for (ke Naval personnal and thair Jarmilies In the
6  document  Cedainly, the operational critatia ard Envpoitant dnd quantifioble;
however, many of the quolily of Ife issues are equally imporanl and very
quaniifinbla.  Wa strongly beliove that housing ny_,‘_mabilil‘y.; highor qducaqong\l
opptunities, spousal employment oppardunitios, culliral aclivities and other critatia
should be avaluated in the EIS. Afso, the cost of Parmidnent Changa of Station
7 {PCS} doas not seam (o be ovaluated {6¢ any of other than the NAS Oceand
aitamatives. A PCS would ba required al the end of evary tour lor spi!ors gnd theit
{amilias ol either Cherry Point or Boaulort. I is very likely thal sailors slatmnecf at
NAS Oceana would be ablg 1o hava follow-on tours at eithor NAS Oceans or gthas
Naval fscilitias within tha area. Besides tho dollar costof the P(_:S. thesao ara gl;.o
vary trying on families. Also, Hamptnn Ronds is a prelerrad basing sho ot (a_r_mue.s
with children with specinl needs. Yhe availability of this type of care ond faciilies in

‘tho othor siles should be evalvated.

4 Page 26, Sedtaa 2.1.1.1: Logaton and Layout Criterid - Muttipli Ruinwayy
According fo tha DEIS, the proferred ninway configuration is one _liw! tealyrns an
‘addilional rurway paralial to the primary runway with the filnidium requirad tongth

8 torthe primary wnway of 9000 toat. Fram our understanding of the tayout of Chesry
"Polnt, il dues not have a primary runway B00D faetin length. Also, noither Chiry
‘Paint nor Baaufort his paraliet runways, 1 appears that al Cherry Polnt somo ol the
arcathat is overlappod butween their two main runways i$ considercd as partof the

Title:
Grouping:

Location:

CvB P2 OF 13
Local Agency

City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER
cve-3
CVB4

CvB-5

CVB-6

CvVB-7

cve-8

RESPONSE
Comment noted; no response required.

Each fleet squadron will consist of 12 aircraft. This is a reduction
from the number of aircraft shown in the DEIS. The associated taxt
and analysis have been revised.

An analysis of aircraft emissions during the transition years is
presented in Seclion 4.4 and the Air Quality Analysis for NAS
Oceana (Appendix E) for ALT 1. The Navy would be required to
offset aircraft emissions for any year of the transition where the
projected emissions exceed the baseline emissions above the de
minimis level in order to demonstrate conformity with the State
implementation Plan, Revisions o the Homet and Super Harnet
squadron sizes and training syliabus have resulted in a reduction
in projected emissions shown in the DEIS under all alternatives.
Emissions of VOCs and NO would decrease under all alternatives.
The Navy has included the transition plan for introduction of the
Super Homet squadrons into the Atlanlic Fleet in Section 1 of the
FEIS. However, with the exception of projected aircraft emissions,
an analysis of the interim years for aircraft or personnel loading
under each of the siling.alternatives s not included in the EIS
because the "worst-case” analysis of the environmental
consequences of the proposed action would accur when the
transition is complete. : o

Quality of life is a subjective determinalion based on personal
experiences and preferences. Some of the community
characteristics that affect quality of life include population density;
educational, recreational, and cuitural opportunities; housing
characteristics; and access to community and health care services.
The preferences and values attribuled to these characteristics will
vary by the individual as weli as the form in which these
characteristics are presented in the communily. Therefore, the EI3
makes no judgement on quality of life.

Permanent change of station is addressed as part of the lifecycle
cost analysis included in Seclion 2 of the EIS. The lifecycle cost
analysis has been clarified in the FEIS and includes a narrative
explaining.the analysis.

. The runways al MCAS Cherry Paint and MCAS Beaufort can

support Super Hornet operations. As the analysis in the EIS states,
the preferred runway configuration fealures the additional runway
parallel to the primary runway. The mininium required length for a
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primary runway is 9,000 feet and at least 6,500 feet for the
secondary runway. MCAS Cherry Point has two sets of offset
runways for arrival and departure of air traffic: runways 5/23 LIR
and 32/14 L/R. These runways range in length from 8,190 feet to
8,980 feet. In addition to the active runways, MCAS Cherry Point
has four vertical short takeoff and landing (VSTOL) pads used for
verlical takeoffs and landings. MCAS Beaufort has two runways for
arrival and departure of air traffic. These runways are designed for
high-performance aircraft. The primary runway (5/23) is 12,200
feet long and equipped with arresting gear and lighted simulated
carrier decks and approach lighting. Runway 32/14 is 8,000 feet
long and equipped with arresting gear and unlighted simulated
carrier decks. This runway does not have approach lighting. Both -
ruaways at MCAS Beauforl can supporl Super Harnet operations.
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Mr, Feed Pietson

Soplember 17, 2062
Pape 3

10

lengthy Tor tha runway when in fact this Is taxi area. Also, there are no high-speed
taxways al Cheny Point or Beaulorl unlike the situation at NAS Oceana. Wo
batiove that bacause ol this shercoming, Cheny Point MCAS should ot have made
it ppst the initia) scroening point. We wall not repoal Lhis commant in 1he geclions on
ihe Individuat altemalives, bl boliove his s a very imporiant cansideration,

Page 2-7: Seclion 2.1.1.2: Opemitonal Roadiness Criteris - Unrestricled Tamps of
Opgrations.  The fourth buliet in this em siates that -Stations ihat are
predominanily used by helicoplor., land-based progeller driven of iranspoit sireralt
are nol sultable for Supor Homet homaobasing bocause of dissimiddr aincrall
parganmances and flight oporation. Again, ve beliavo that Cherry Paint, especially,
shouly hive baan dropped frgm considatation becauge of the high number of
dissimilpr airerafl-AVes, C-130% and helicoplers ulilized by the Madnes. The AVEs
cltontimes land like helicopters and a C-130 with a relatively slow approach spegd
and pattom speed sre, from our understanding, complalely incompatible with the
operafional characleristics of the Super Hornst Aircraft. This comment wiil not be
ropated in the individuat sections doaling with the allematives: howovor, wa beliave
that, os praviously stated, Cherry Point shoufd be dropped from consideraion
because of this very ceilical shorlcoming,

Page 2-11: Seclion 2.1.2.2: Secondary Screening Pracass: Very talling conmant
is ‘Only NAS Oceana was found to meel afl the loeation, layoul anhd operatianal
teadingss cniofia.” The sentence fobiowing 4% anc Yhat wa object to bacauso wi o
not Laliave ihat Chorry Point MCAS or Beaufort meot threa of tha four ciiteria

Pagae 2-17; Section 2.1.3,1: NAS Qceana, Virginia Beach, Virgiiia: NAS Oceanais
the fighter attack base on the east coast for he Navy. Only eight dissimilar aircrafl
g statianed 8l NAS Ocoana (two helicoplers ond six T-34 lainers), (hus
completely nunimvzing dissimias alreralt of conitiéls, Also, the BODO-fool runway al
NAS Qceana, paralial to the 12,000-foot sunwpy, has alizady had an ovoluation
accomptlished for suilabildy for uxtonslon to 12,000 feos, woll boyond he 9,000-loot
ininum redguired by the Super Hornet Aircraft, i the 9,000-Joot minimum runway
funglh is indaed & crtasion, than discussian should be givan o exiending that 8,000

(001 tunway to at least 9,000 fedl,

Paga 2-35; Scction 2.31.). Aircrali Operalional Suppont Fackitlus -~ Prmary
Rupway: A rastalemant of the migimum primary unway lengih required for Super
Hortiet Aircralt is 9,000 laat.

Page 2-41: Section 2.3.2.1. NAS Ocgana, Virginia Beach, Vi - Tahln 2.6: Ag
mantioned praviously. the city bolieves an additional OLF is o foquirement, We BISO

Title: CVB P03 OF 13

Grouping: Local Agency

Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER
CvB-09

CvB-10

cve-11
cvB-12

cvB-13
CvB-14

RESPONSE

Both MCAS Cherry Point and MCAS Beaufort have runways and
taxiways capable of supporting the Super Hornet aircraft.

Operational restrictions that the Navy considers incompatible with
Super Hornet aircraft operations are: operations conducted
concurrenlly with existing training command operations (i.e.,
primary flight training bases); dissimilar airframe operations (i.e.,
tactical jets at a primarily helicopter or maritifme patrol base); and
frequent shutdown of narmal operations for special purposeé-
operations (i.e., test and evalualion missions, VIP flights). Because
MCAS Cherry, Pomt meets all of these stated requirements; the
Navy considers the station a viable alternative,

Comment noted; no response required.

The minimum required length for a pnmary runway for the Super
Hornet aircraft is 9,000 feet. NAS Oceana has a primary runway
that is 12,000 feet in length, therchy mesting the requiremant.

Comment noted; no response required.

Since the DEIS was published, the Navy has refined its tand.
aquisition strategy and projected costs (see Sections 2 and 12 of
the FEIS). Based on the refined strategy and revised noise.
contours, the Navy estimales the average cost of an OLF fo be
approximately $186.5 million.
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Mr. Fu,:)d Piersan
Saptambar 17, 2002
Pago 4

15
16

befiave that the Washington Counly OLF should be the preferred alteinativo
because il ls 50-milog closar to NAS Ocenna {70 milos rom NAS Ocgeans) We
would he ioterested in knowing f cost estimales were dovatoped for gach of the
gullying Innding fiold options. The {olal estimaind for the oullying field of $289
millian may be qvorstating the profarred field cost.

Page 2-45; Scction 2.3.2.2: MCAS Chaery Poinl, Havelock, North Carglina - Table
2-7 The(P are cursenily 147 dissienilar airgralt locolod ot MCAS Chstry Poinl, This
is busween onethird and ong-hall of the iotal base foading deponding on the
allornatives. We would lika 1o raiterale the argurment friade previously on disslmitae
aiteratt. We wolld also be intorasted in whelhier an gvaluafion was done én tho
impact of the V22 Aircrall that will likoly bo hamaebased a1 New River MCAS fhat wo
undarstand will fecelvo thair depol level maintenance at Chorry Paint which veouk
add to tho feading af dissimlor gircraft. Also, becauso MCAS Cherry Point is a
higavy Bt point for the Marine Corps, an ovaluation of ransignt aircralt and the
amount of thow operations would ba helpiul,

Page 2-46; Soction 2.3.2.2: MCAS Chorry Point, Havelock, Nordh Caroling - Table
2-8  An in-depth evaiuaton of the impact on the pmdommanﬂy 1ural counbios
s1cund MCAS Charry Poln of up to 5000 additional military parsonnel is noodad.
This should includo qually of life issues such ag those mentioned proviously.
comte times, impagl on tha local road netwark, and e erdation of unnecessary
urban spravd,

Page 2-49; Seclion 2,3.2.2: MCAS Cherry, Poum Joyplock, North Carolina - Table
2:8: Wwill bo helptul if tho cos! for now consinsction, ete: for all alteratives could be
shav... on ong prasentatzn.

Page 2.51; Seclion 2.3,2.2; MCAS Chorry Poing, Havalock, Norh Caroluia - Table
2-10 - nnm< 4335 anil 4326: The explanation séems 1o be for verms for fucl fanks.
This should hkely ha shown in cubic yaids ralhat fhan gatlons. We understand the
veard bern {o doscribe dikes around fucl tanks.

Paga 2-52; Seclion 2.3.2.2: MCAS Chaonry Point, Havalock, North Carcting: The
one-hour diiving tima at MCAS Cherry Point to suppo housmg was ut-i:wu for
péaluation of sites for military housing. Was this ono-hour driving tima also ultized
tar those famitics who wauld chaose not 1o dlitize military housing?

Page 2-61; Section 2.4.2. Sacondury Site Screening/Altninatives Duvelapmend .
Table 2-15° Under counlies within within Candldate Afeas, Suiry County is misspeiied.

Title:
Grouping:

Location:

CvB P4 OF 13
Local Agency

City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER
CvB-15
CcvB-16

CvB-17

CVB-18
CcvB-19

CvB-20

RESPONSE
Please see response to CVB-10.

Cumulative impacts to MCAS Cherry Paint based on the .
introduction of the V-22 to MCAS New River are insignificant. The
projecled number of V-22 operations that would occur at MCAS
Cherry Paint was evaluated in the NASMOD Study for all of the
siting alternatives, However, due to the small number of projected
V-22 operations at MCAS Cherry Point, they were grouped with all
transient helicopter operations. The depot-level maintenance that
would be conducted at MCAS Cherry Point would not generate
any routine V-22 operalions. Projected V-22 operations would
occurt primarily at MCAS New River, MCALF Bogue, and MCALF
Atlantic.

An analys:s of the environmental and socioeconomic 'mpacts to
the counties surrounding MCAS Cherry Point is provided in
Section 6 of the EIS. This analysis focuses on Carteret and Craven
counligs, where nearly 95% of the personnel stationed at MCAS
Cherry Point currently reside. Among other issues, the analysis
evaluales ihe impact of the proposed siting alternatives on land
use; population and housing, infrastructure, transportation, and
community services. Quamy ol life is a subjective determination
based on personal e experiences and preferences. Some of the
community. charactéristics that affect quality of life include
population density; aducational, recreational, and cultural
oppoﬂunmes housmg characteristics; and access to community
and health caie $ervices. The preférences and values altributed to
these charactéristics will vary by the individual as well as the form
in which these characteristics are presented in the community.

Estimated construction costs by alternative are summarized in
Table 2-19 of the EIS.

The use of gallons for fuel tank containment capacity is an
acceptable standard unit of measure for this purpose.

Based.on the exisling settlement patterns of individuals currently
statloned al MCAS Cheiry Point and living off station, military and
civilian personnel and their dependents transitioning to MCAS
Chefiy Paint tndér the various siling alternatives are expected (o
reside primarily in'‘Craven and Carteret counties. Therefore, the
analysis in the EIS evaluated housing availability primarily iri these
two counties. As statad in the EIS, the demand for housing in
Craven and Carteret counties is expected to exceed the current
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CvB-21

availability of housing; however, given that the transition period for
homebasing squadrons is expected to occur over €ight years, both
the public and private housing markets are expected to meet the
increased demand over time.

The text in the FEIS has been revised to incorporate your
comment.
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Ar. Fred Pierson
Soptember 17, 2002
Pago 6

29

32

Tho 1997 Camprehensive Plan of Virginia Beach identilios three major geographic
anias - tho urban servica area. the ransition arga and [ha rural service area. NAS
Qcgaria s located 1otally wilhin tha urhan sorvice area, Approximotely 2 mitas soully
of the base is tha 11.000-acre transition area. Linted wiban development s
allowad in {his area only under cartain conditions selating 1o donsity, open space

and davelopmenial quallty. The yrban scivico boundary and the Transibon Areais

separated by the ‘Green Line which has sarved to dafine the northem wiban acea 6t
tha city from the parial wiban and wral areas to tho south. The Green Lino has
boen ~n element of the cily's comprehensivo planning policy since 1879, Sowth of
the Transition Aroa, botow Indian River Road, 18 iho rural service nica within which
v utban faciliiies ara planned or progtammad. {City of Virginla Beach, 1997)

Pago 3-26: Seclion 3.3,3. 11 AICUZ Program: As montioned praviously. the city had
bean utilizing, priod to the publication of his DESS, tho ROD on \he F/A-18lacation
which {ook place in 1698, Out AICUZ map was eslablished in 1978, Wo have now
bean presenied - de Aiovo - that thara are aclually new AP23 in offect for Fentross
snd NAS Oceana. We have great concems aboul the fuct that we are being
informad that ARZS have been in offect for which tha cily received no nolification.
An cxpianalion of the impact of thoso now APZs should be provided as soon as
possible. Furthermore, we would bo intsreslud if the change in APZs is dug {rom
tho dasirt to alleviaie noisg impacts arcund NAS Ocedna or aro thoy dug Lo the
realily of Fi18 operations al NAS Ocoana compared lowhat was projocted to bo the
case when tHg 1998 ARS2 scenacdio was dovoloped, This:is an oxcéptionally
troubling devalopment that zefiects poarly on the partnership between the ¢ity and
the United Stalos Navy. An explanalion of the theoralicat probabifity of an aircraft
ctash within the difforent APZs would be holplol.

Page 3-32; Section 3.3.3.2: Regiona! Shura Infragirugiura Plan {RSIP). The RSIP
was expecied for relgase fn Aprit 2002. Mas this plan begn comploted and
relcased?

Page 3-33; Section 3,3.3.4: Comprehensive Plins: The enticipatod completion
pariad for the Virginia Beach Comprehansive Plan is expactéd (o ba Spring 2003,
{Pauls 2001}

Page 3.34; Section 3.3.3-5: Zoning Orginances: His noted on pages 14, 216 and
217 of the adopted 1997 Comprehensive Plan Policy Documbnl thal a fink exisis
Between the Navy's AICUZ progriam and the putpose of premoting public health,
gafety and wellita. Thy Plan piso refers to The AICUZ noise and actident polgnitiol
classificaticns noting that regulatory provisions have beon designed to address
Ihese issues.

Title: CVB P6 OF 13

Grouping: Local Agency

Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER RESPONSE
CvB3-29  Please see response fo CVB-25.
CVB-30

The Mid-Atiantic Region Overview Regional Shors Infrastructure
Plan was completed in August 2002. The FEIS has been updated
to rellect the completion date.

CVB-31  Thetext in the FEIS has been revised to incorporate your
comment.

cvB-32 The text in the FEIS has been revised to incorporate your
comment.
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cvB-27
CvB-28

Fentress, this modeling includes the interfacility flight tracks
between the two facilities. Given the mix of aircraft and flight
profiles (power and speed settings and altitude) in the existing
environment, the noise exposure does not exiend the lengih of the
interfacility flight tracks. However, under saveral of the siting
alternatives, the noise exposure does extend the length of the
interfacility flight tracks. Therefore, in order to compare the off-
station land area and estimated population within existing and
projected noise contours under all of the siting alternatives, these
data are presented together for NAS Oceana and NALF Fentress.

Please see response to CVB-25,

The text in the FEIS has been revised to incorporate your
comment.
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§4r. Frad Pisrson
Septembar 17, 2002
Page 7

33

34

35

36

37

38
39

40

41

Pago 3-36, Seclion 3.3.4: Land4ise Compatibility Assessment: We again question
the evalustion of @nd-use compalibilily using the modoled 2000 noiso conltaurs.
This .3 an exceptionally important issue thal should be evalualed and we again
sttangly request that the 1999 ARS2 contour ba ulilizad for the baso.

Page 3-5; Section 3.4: Air Quality. Thare have been recenl court cases thal may
hava an alfcet on air quality conformily. Wa are not ¢ertain that those have been
addressed in the DEIS.

Pogo 3-57; Seelion 3.4.2: Existing Emission: NAS Ocouna and NALF Fentrass:
The explanation in the EEIS a¢ 10 why the 2000 Air Emissions Summary, uséd in
iha bassaling in tha DEIS, diffors frorm the 2000 allainmitit inventory developed by
DEQ. Has the sciénica improved andlofr hias the requifements changed, otc.?

Pago 3-59; Saction 3.5.1.1: Papulation « Tl 3-14: The lable showld show 22010
projected popuiation for Viginia Boach to ba 460,257 with o conasponding percent
giowh of 8% forthe docade. This is in kno with our anticipated and moro modos!
growih potantiol of approximatety 1500 new dwellings each year over the next 10
yoars.

Page 1.59; Soction 3.5.1.2: Hoysing: This discussion of tha relalively low number
of family housing unils n the region. providing for only 8% of ta total Navy
parsonnet, should be nvaluated against the considarsbile increase in population o
MCAS Cherry Poini or Boauford undor olhos altarnatives. Wil tharo be a defoclo
raquirement to live in Navy housing at olher basos duo {o the fack of sullabié ofts
slation privale sector houging opportunities? How successful has the Navy been in
raceivinig appropranons to pravide such housing?

Page 35); Sectlon 352 Replooal Economy - Tabla 318 The solay
oxpenditures showa for NAS Ocoana are tonsidarubly lass than that shawnanthe
NAS Oceana Wab site, Nor da the oihér oxpariditures, such as procurantanl, ole.,
match thot on the Web site. Ploasé axplain these disciepancias.

. Page 3-63; Section 3.5.4; Education - Table 3.20: The 2002 enrotiment data is

avallobio for both citios. This up-to-atd information should be uiilized

Page 3.84; Section 3-8; inlrastructura_ and Ullifies: No additional public
infrastructure is needed under any scénario al NAS Ocuana. Wes an indepth
evaluation complated for the othigr ssenatios? Is sulficiont sewor capacity available,
for insianco at MCAS Chusty Poin), 40 support the mifilary housing division orvould
this be an envilpnmanially unacceplabla Seplic tank sewar systom?

Title:
Grouping:

Location:

CvB P7 OF 13
Local Agency

Cily of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER
cvB-33
cve-34

cva-35

CvB-36

CVB-37

CvB-38

RESPONSE
Please sée response to CVB-25.

Recent court cases have been evaluated for applicability (o this

EIS, including the latest decision related to new USEPA standards
for ozone, PM10, and PM 2.5,

Baseline and projected emissions were estimated using the latest
available data on aircraft emissions and procedures. Recent
research has provided estimating methods and emission faclors
that are more accurate and specific than the methods and faclors
used in the 1990s to determine baseline emissions. While baseling
emissions for the F/A-18 C/D cited in this EIS are higher than.the
emissions for the F/A-18 C/D cited in the EIS for Realignment of
FIA-18 Aircraft and Operational Functions from NAS Cecil Field,
qu;ida to other East Coast Installations, this difference is a result
of improved estimaling methodology, not a result of an increase in
activity or aircraft.

For consistency, the Navy has cited the U.S. Buraau of the Census
for population data in the vicinity of each of the homebasing and
OLF site alternatives.

Thia Navy or Marine Corps conducls a periodic Family Housing
Market Analysis for all facilities where military personnel are
stationed in order to assass the availability and affordability of off-
station housing, Proposed housing for each of the siting
alternatives is based on an assessment of this analysis. As
discussed in Section 2 of the EIS, additional family housing would
be required if all or a majority of the Super Hornet squadrons are
stationed at MCAS Cherry Point, and additionaf family housing
would be required under all of the siting alternatives at MCAS
Beaufort, The Navy will need to request funding from Congress
under all of the siting alternatives.

The Navy used an average salary per number of personnel at NAS
Oceana fo determine exisling base payroll expenditures. This
allowed a direct comparison and determination of the change
between existing and projecled payroli expenditures under each of
the siting alternatives. The calculations were based on the U.S.
Offica of Personnel Management (OPM) and the Defense
Teéchnical Information Center (DTIC) "Average Basic Pay
Allowanca" for-civilians and military personnel for fiscal year 2000,
In addition, the Naviy used an average pay grade for civilians (GS-
9/5) and an average rank for officers (0O-4) and enlisted (E-5)
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CvB-39

CVB-40

CcvB-41

personnel. The FEIS has been amended to include a discussion of
the methodology used to calculate base payroll expendilures, In
addition, the average salary for military personnel has been
adjusted to include the Basic Allowance for Housing and Basic
Allowance for Subsistence compensation.

Detailed information on base expenditurgs for NAS Oceana was
not available at the time the EIS was prepared. Therelore, in order
to collect the data, the NAS Oceana comptroller conducted an on-
base survey. Individual depariment representatives at NAS
Oceana were asked to supply informalion on annual expenditures
under the following categories: (1) procurement, (2) construction,
(3} utilities, (4) contract services, (5) travel/training, and (6} other.
Individual department representatives also estimated the percent

purchased locally, statewide, and nalionalily.

The EIS analysis was prepared using the latest data available at
the time of preparation. The Navy recognizes that data are
continually updated. However, the information presented is
sufficient for decision makers to accurately assess the impacts
from each siting alternative.

A discussion of the infrastructure and utility requirements for each
siting alternative at MCAS Charry Point and MCAS Beauifort is
provided in Sections 6.6. and 8.6, respectively. The Navy has
assumed that the wastewaler disposal service for the proposed
off-station military housing sites near MCAS Cherry Point would be

provided by the City of Havelock, based on the location of these
sites.
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42

46
47

48

49

Page 3-72;  Seclion 3.2.3: Theoateaed and Endangered Specles: Any walerences
to th Loggorhead soa turtie stiould s droppod from considéraiion. Just as therais
& stalorent made lator about coastal primary sand dunds not baing on NAS
Qceana, the Logyedoad lurlle is an ocoan foing species and has novar been
found west of tha Atiantic Ocean bardor, which s s0véral milus lo the east of NAS
Ocoana.

Page 3-77; Scction 3.9.4: Species of Congerm - Tablo:3-23: Tho Dismat Swamp
Southeaslern Shrew is no longat @ Stata threatenod spactes,

Page 4-12; Secfion 4.2: Noise! Once again, the NAS Oceana gnd Fenlress
populations itmpacled by neise have beon lumped togethier. These should be
segegated. Tho same ruquost goes for Tobile 4,10 and Table 4,11,

Pago 4-30; Scction 4.2; Naigg: A comparisoi between the 1999 ARS2 and any of
the allernativas ig the only rational nnd-relavont companson on the number of
poopia iImpacted by noise.

Pagn 4-32; Seclion 4.2; Naise — Table 4-12¢. As mentioned proviously, tho mora
apprentiate comparison is to thy dverage Aoisa tovels projocted under the 1999
ARSZ scenanio. We beligve that the Virginia Beath Schidol Board has informalion
available on the inferior noise level for eath of the schoals mantionad in thase
tablas.

Page 4-57. Seclion 43.3.4; Comprehsnsive Plans: The-Navy recagnizes Ihe

ANCUZ program currently boing used by ha ‘two mumicipalitlis for plancing -

purposes, which contain thet projected 1999 hoide zones and APZs lrom the ROD
o1t thie E£i 18 Adicraft that wera ralocated from Giscll Flold. Eurdhernre on page 4-
5. tha Novy acknowladgs in Toble 425 that tho ares within he projected noise
zone for ALT 1, oven without an ouilying. ficld 6 loss than thé or0a wilhin the
projuciod 1999 noise zone currently. Bsa: by the City of Virginia Beach and
Chesapeako. In Table 4-25, once againthe arbas béing impacted at NAS Oceana
ond Fentress should bo sogrogated.

Pago 4-59: Section 4.3.3.6; Fegerpl Consistency with Caaslal Zone Management:
Thoro Is a discussion of primary %and dung manas}ommu progain. As mentiondd
praviously. no sand dunes exist bocousi ihis is not a coastal area, so iherelore no
endannared sealorles

Title: CVB P8 OF 13

Grouping: Local Agency

Location: City of Virginia Beach.VA_

NUMBER RESPONSE

CvB-42  The EIS acknowledges that the presence of the loggerhead sea
turile has not been identified at NAS Oceana. However, the -
USFWS reporied federally threatened species occuring in the
vicinity of NAS Oceana.

CvB-43  Although the Dismal Swamp Southeastern Shrew has been
delisted by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and is no longer
considered a federal protected species, the Virginia Natural
Herilage Program lists this species as a state threatened species.

CvB-44  Please see response to CVB-26.

| CvB-45 Please see respanse to CVB-25.

CvB-46  Please see response to CVB-25.

CVB-47  The Navy has presenied the DNL and Leq for representative
schoots currently located within or projected to be within the
greater than 65 DNL noise zones under any of the siting
alternatives. In addition, the Navy has presented the SEL
associated wilh the five aircraft events that conlribute the most to
the DNL and Leq at each of these schools. To determine the
interiot noise level for €ach of these schools under each of the
siting alternahves and compare it to existing interior noise levels is
beyond t_he scope of the EIS.

CVB-48  Please see response to CVB-26

CVB-49  Please see response to CVB-42.
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50

51

52

53

54

55

Pago 4-06: Section 4.4 AL Qualdy: Tho ey wlii deler fo the Virginia Deparimeni of
Envitonmental Quality and the Hanton Roads Metropolitan Planning Organizalian
for cammants on the issue of air quality.

Paga 4-82; Section 4.5,1: Papulation and Hoysing: In order to boe consistam with
tha papulation figuras showvr in Tabls 3-14 on page 3-59, the first paragraph find
founh senlance on inis page should refloct a projocted Virginin Baach population
growih ol 8% por ducade, not 10% as is prosentod in this droft.

Page 4-83; Section 4.5, 1: Popylatian and Housing: The quole, "in addition, most of
the persennel who are rolocating sre mililary personnel and their dependents, many
o! whom curréntly resids in Novy tomily housing or CBQ.” is conlrary lo the epilier
statement that appeoximately 4% of tha Navy personnel in tho sroa lve in Navy
housing.

Pago 4-86; Section 4,5.2; Regienal Econamy, ~ Tahlp 4:44: We, again, question
the assumphon utilized {or sataries for the parsonned stationed at NAS Ocaana.
Tha aumbers used in the document seemod Lo bo very much at odds with hose
uscd an iho NAS Ocoanawgbsite. Woe are undor the improssion that the documant
may have used avarage salaries father than average compensation, $ince very few
fnillary pursonnel racaive base salary only: tho altowancos In nofi.cash and cashin
thelr compensation considerably increases théir ingome.

Pago 4-89: Siclion 45.3: Taxes gnd Reyonups: We assume the impacls aro
based on 2010 using yoar 2000 dollars. Also, thora is a cothment on Poge 4.90
that the loss af tax révemuc is fot anticipatod to significantly impacl local tex
ravenue. Muost af the fosses are attributed to the loss of property (ax ravsnue.
Please bo advised thaf uader ALT 2, for instance, tha $29 miltion In cstimated local
tax losses is aquivaleny, in 2000 torms, to almost 15 conts on Virginia Beach's tax
rata of $1.22. infact, this $29 miltion is a considerable portian of the city's locally
deiivéd inx baso. Also, on Paga 4-80 we call o quostion the lact that *...many of
tha military personnol, especially entisted parsannal, Gurenily reside In military
hotising.” The dogumeni stalgs edrlior that o relatively low praportion of the
personnel fiva in mifitary housing.

Page 4-92; Secton 4.6.5; Impacts on Minorty Popultations ang Low-lacome
Pepulntions: (tinpsity): Once again, wa butigve thal the Navy has dohoadl_s?.cnéco
by utilizing the 2004 naise canlours as a base to compara any olher sceraries. Tha
2000 conlours, as statéd repeatedly in this document, oro an adificial conslucl -
they are unkpown 1o tesidents of Virgiia Beach. Na ane has mada real estate
putchases, lcation dozisions, or any olher We decisions based on the 2000 base

Title:
Grouping:

Location:

CVvBP3 OF 13
Local Agency
City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER
CvB-50
cvBe-51

cve-52

CVB-53
CVB-54

CvB-55

RESPONSE
Comment noted; no response required.

The U.S. Bureau of the Census eslimates a population growth of
10% between 2000 and 2010, aithough the population growth was
8% between 1990 and 2000.

The EIS has been modified to more accurately reflect the number
of military personnel residing in Navy family or CBQ housing.

Please see response 10 CVB-38.

The local per capita tax contribution is derived from the 2000
Comprehensive Annual Financial Report for both the cities of
Virginia Beach and Chesapeake, The eslimated change in tax
revenue Is presented in 2000 dollars, as a direct calculation of
local per capita tax contribution multiplied by the total change in
population urider each of the siling alternatives. Although an
estimated loss of $29 million in tax revenue would impact the city's
budget, it was not considered a significant impact because it would
represent onfy 2.6% of the total revenues received by the City of
Virginia Beach (or 4.2% of local tax revenue). The EIS has been
amended fo include an assessment of the local tax revenue loss
ds well as total revenue tax loss. )

Please see response lo CVB-25.
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K. Fred Piarson
Septomber 17, 2002
Page 10

56

57

60

rnoise contours because thuy are unknown to the populace. Using tha 2000
contours groally increases e onviconmunlal justice issue unnecessarily fot tha
Navy.

Page: 4-99; Seclion 4.55: Impacts on Minosity Populations and Low-Income
Populptions {Low-Incame}: Ve believe that tho 2000 ¢ansus dala for lncome is
available. This would be related in the census iract and the Figure 4. 15 shoutd s
updated 10 2000 eensus Iracls as wa!l as Table 4-49 wilh tho porcentaga of low-
Incoma houscholds in this census Wract,

Page 5:1: Tha city would ke lo go on racord as making a gencral commont about
tha alternatives involving MCAS Cheary Point and Beaulort. The movomunt of laga
numbe!s of Nevy personnct and thols familles inlo localitics grossly unaquipged to
handla, thisugh the provision of public lnlrasuuc!ure, thousands. of adddional
persons over o relalively short time 18 on unwise cholce for the miitary and ilw
nation, Not anly will e nalural anvironment sutfor through direc! impacts on ihé
nititary bases traugh the various scanatios: the envicenment off baso Wil also be
hoavily atfected. The sounarios that would havo numaerous aiccralt moved 1o MCAS
Cherry Point or Beaulori would ba exceptianally sprawl devaloping in what Is
pregominanily futal cammunities. This is an unwisa public policy for the fedotasl
govaeinmeni {o be promoting.

Paga 5.3. Section 5.1; Aidield Oparation able 5-1: Tho modeled annual
opafations al MCAS Cherty Point show no opemllons tor G141 airgralt. Ploase
cxplain why C-141 aircraflt impacls, modeled in (he air quality analysis found in
Appendix F1~-Alg Quality Analysis for MCAS Chasry Point and Bonuloit, dsa riot
shown. Would this not cause another operational conftict between these slowor
pircraft and the Super Hornets at Cheay Point?

Page 5-10; Seclion 5.2; Koise - Tatle 5-3; We noliced Lhat thaie are soveral
schoals in the Chorry Point area that have relatively high naise Impacts. Are thiése
schoals alr conditioned so 1hal the noise can bo altenuated to a desirabio love!
insido the ¢classrooms?

Pagi 5.55; Seclion 5.6.2. Waslewaler Syptam: M appears That the Havalock
waslewatiyr rgalment plant has a desigh capacity of 2. 25 MGD and 8 current w of
1.3 MGD. The peselt only allows lor discharge of 1.9 MGD df treated oftugnt, Wil
ihis 1. tmant Tagilily be adequate for the incrensed sowage Joads and will 8 now
NPDES pennit bir required?

Title:
Grouping:

Location:

CvB P10 OF 13
Local Agency

City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER
CvB-56

CvB-57

cvB-58

cvB-69

CvB-60

RESPONSE

The text in the FEIS has been revised to mcorporale your
commerit,

Table 2-19 presents a summary of beneficial and hegalive
environmental and socioeconomic impacts under each of the
homebasing alternatives.

Modeled annual operations for C-141 aircraft are included under
transient fixed-wing aircraft in Table 5-1 for existing operations and
Tables 6-4 and 6-5 for projected operations. A list.of the transiant
fixed-wing aircraft modeled for MCAS Cherry Point.is rioted in
footnote b to Table 5-1. Because they are considered transient.
aircraft, the C-141's operations would not restrict Super Hornet
flight operations under any of the siting alternatives at MCAS
Cherry Point.

Outdoor noise data for each school are presented without
consideration of specmc sound attenuation measures. To
determine whether air conditioning is present al each of these
schools is beyond the scope of the EIS. '

Potential impacts to on- and off-station infrastructure and utilities.
for the siting alteratives at MCAS Cherry dre presented in Section
6.6. The projected increase in population would increase the
demand for wastewater treatment services throug,hout the region
proportionately to the existing geographic distribution of the
population stationed or working at MCAS Cherry Paint. As stated -
in Section 6.6, wastewater discharge under the single-sitirig
alternative (ALT 2) would be distributed as follows: City of
Havelock, 0.26 MGD; Craven County, 0.52 MGD; and Carteret
County, 0.24 MGD. A projected 0.26 MGD inciease in wastewater
for the City of Havelock would not exceed availablé treaiment
capacity.
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Ir, Frad Pierson
Saplambar 17, 2002

Paga 11

s Page $.89. Section 5.7 .1: Firo, Emorgency, and Security Services: Whils NAS
Oceana has excollan) on-base and cily firo and rescue sorvicas availabla, and

61  mutualaid agreements with all our neighboring focalilics, theeg is no analysis done
onwhethot thiy exisling firg and emergancy securily services at MCAS Charry Point
will be adequate,

‘3 Pago §61: Section 5.7.2: Medicol Saivices: MAS Ocoana has a Wremendous
amaunt of medicl survices avalablo from boih ihe mililary dnd private seclor. No

62 analysis was dono ps to whathor the oxxsung and planned medical sowvices al
Cherry Poinl would be sufficiant for the inaéase In popylalion under any af tho
SCGﬂdHOS

v Page §-61: Seclion 5.8: Tranagpnaliwn: Since no evaluatipn has been dong on
Chetry Point traffic sinco 18184, we tequest an analysis bé dona on adequacy ot the

63  read notwork. Concern is also warranted over the Capacity of the off-base ad
netwark, especially around the nesy miitary hausing sites; US Route 70 $tata Rouls
101,
i Page 5-70: Scctlen 5.11.2: Throatened and gngangmg}_@gcnﬁ There gaems (o
64 bie 8 rathor large numbeor of of throatened and ondangufed spegios hat night ba
vwingrable o additional developmont ofound MCAS Chorry Polnt.

i Pape 6.3; Seclion 8: Environmontal Consaguances: MgASChagy Point « Table-6-

85 1 As mentioned previausly, an analysis of the smissions of ¥he C-141 aicraft is
includud in the air quality ovaluation in the Appoidix. Why is this typo of sifcralt not
shown on us {able?

e} Page 7-1, Section 7 Affecled Eaviranmont: MCAS Beaufor; Wo ropeat the

66 argumant dLout tha federal governmant aricouraging sprawl davalopment,

J Pages 10-1 thraugh 11-56; Soction - 10; ﬁgﬂpm_mmajgg. 15641 encos:_Mida
Training, Areas — Scctao 11: Atfeciod Environment: OLFg: The city wants to
mstale its concern ovar tho outlying liold issue. We believo lhal an outlying field is
very important with any of tho Navy's proletred oplions and also with Option 1. We

87  believe that of the two sltemalives under consideration, the Washingon County

(Sito G) is the best.  The Washinglon County site will allect loss of the natral
envitonment. i is ruch closer to NAS Oggana than the olhar aftornatese - the
Craven County site. The approximaloly 5D pautical mile dillererica would provide
tundumentally more iioining upportyuniies for the pilols ‘during FCLPS than 1he
Cravan Cotinty site. These two consideralions alono should eliminate the Craven

Title: CVB P11 OF 13 ]
Grouping: Local Agency

Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER RESPONSE ]

cvB-61

CvB-62

CvVB-63

CvVB-64

CvB-65

CvB-66
CcvB-67

The effects of an increase in personnel at MCAS Cherry Point on
fire, emergency, and securnty services were presented in Section
6.7.1. The Navy evaluated the effect of the projected increase in
population on the ratio of service providers to 1,000 residents. The
EIS states that a small number of additional firefighters and
security personnel may be necessary to ensure current protection
standards are maintained.

The effects of an increase in personnel at MCAS Cherry Point on
medical services ware presentad in Section 6.7.2. To
accommedate the increase in personnel, a medical and dental
clinic would be constructed under ALT 2, 3, 4A, 5A, and 5B. The
increase in civilian per‘s’onnal is not expected to significantly impact
the provision of medical sarwces to existing members of the
community.

Available traffic data from 2000 were incorporated into the traffic
analysis {see Section 6.8). An analysis for the housing siles was
also conducted. Traffic lmpacls were projected to occur as a result
of the intersections along-Route 70 and the housing sites not being
signalized. In addition, the back gate may experience-congestion
because the housing sile residents would likely use this gate to
access the station,

An analysis of the impacts to threatened and endangered species
{s presented in Seclion 6.11.2. Although the lis! of species
potentially occurring at MCAS Cheiry Point contains 10 federal
threatened and endangered species, the analysis concludes that
the construction projects would have no effect on these species.

Please see response to CVB-58.

Comment noted; no response required.

Comment noled; no response raquired.
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8]

68

Coucly sitg. Thete a1¢ aiso subslantially incroasad environmenial impacts ol

Crovon Counly.

Pagu 14-6; Section 14.1: Other Considerations - Analysis of Minority Populations:
We want to reiterato aur tancem about the inappropriale evaluation done of the
enviranmental justice consideration. Use of an antiticial construct af the 2000 base
dip, instaad of the existing AICUZ map, is o vory inappiopriala progess.

The following are comments on the Appdndices far the Dralt Envisouriéntal impact

State:uent (DEES) for tha tetroduction of the F/18 Supar Hamat Aircratt on the East Coast.

69 4

o

70

71 -

)

72
]

73

Page 8-3; Section 8.1: Basics of Sound: This is pathaps onie of tho bast
explanations of sound impacts we have seen. The aulhors a6t be congratulated.

Page E-16; Section 1, 1: Intgduclion - Proposiod Aclion: This information o6 which
F-18 squadions would be relocated and which .14 squadions would ge 16 the
\Wast Coast and posgibly transilion back 1o the East Coast should be sepsaied in
the main body of the DEIS. Tho samo is Liuc of tha Table E-4-1 on Page €12
showing tha translion of pans for NAS Oceana antd NALF undgor Fenlross under
ALT 1.

Rage £-29; Section 2.2. Tho Genoral Conlonmily Rulg: 1n the main DEIS docununt
thero is a mention of da minimis levals without an explanation. The Table E-2-2
should be included in the main DEIS.

Page E-%; Seclion ¢: pmonsiration \ i ini‘i_.s'_lgz Tho
approxiniatoly one page of discussion of the domonstiation with the Virginla SIP
shauld ha included in the main EIS.document.

Pay? G+3; The Populstion Density Comparisons: Tha chart showing density
around NAS Oceann 1950 compared (0 2000 soems (o ba incéirecl. Tha aroa lo
tho east of NAS Ocaeana under 2000 is shown 10 have fower peaple than in 1990
aver a very wide arca  Also the area in the 2:00 quadrant of the 2000 chiits seem
o shusy Towver peopte than in 1990,

Title: CVB P120F 13

Grouping: Local Agency

Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER
CcvB-68
CcvB-69
CVB-70

cvB-71

CVB-72

CvB-73

RESPONSE
Please see response to CVB-25.

Comment noted; no response required.

The Navy has included the transition plan for introduction of the
Super Homet squadrons into the Atlantic Fieet in Section 1 of the
FEIS. However, with the exception of projecled aircraft emissions,
an analysis of the interim years for aircraft or personnel loading
under each of the siting alternatives is not included in the EIS
because the "worsl-case™ analysis of the environmental
consequences of the proposed action would occur when the
transition has been complete.

The text in the FEIS has been revised 1o incorporale your
comment,

Demonstration of conformity with the Virginia SIP.is presented in
the FEIS in Seclion 4.4. Because revisions lo operations and
aircraft numbers now result in a decrease in emissions of VOCs
and NO, demonstration of comformiily is no longer required.

The chart shows that populajion within a 5-mile radius of NAS
QOceana has grown from 169,912 in 1990 to 187,048 in 2000.
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. : Title: CVB P13 OF 13

Grouping: Local Agency

Mr, Fred Pierson Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA
Seplember 17, 2002

Pago 13

NUMBER RESPONSE

Thank. you lof this appariunity Lo comment on his document.

Sincorely.

JKS/clh

te.  The Honorable Members of Council

Thae Honorable Mermbers of tho Cangrossianal Del¢gation
Tha Super Homet Commission
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Title: CVB1P10F5
Grouping: Local Agency

Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA

Citse ool Virgrioales 1 lweaac]na

NUMBER RESPONSE

CVB1-1  The multiplier used to calculate econosmic impacts fo the region
was not as indicated in the {able. IMPLAN was used to calculate

i ' the indirect -and induced impacts to employment, while the known
s s e < direct (that differed from the information obtained from the modet)
Vi & 4 A T B was substituted into the table. The assumption was to use known
dala available whenever possible, This table and associated
Qctober 3, 2007 impacts of personnel and payroll were changed in the FEIS.

Please refer to Sections 4.5, 6.5, and 8.5 for details of these
changes. The changes mcluded the incorporation of a payrofl

Mr. Fred Pisrson (Gode BD32FP) markup above the *Average Basic Pay Allowance" for two payroll
Commander, Alantic Division items that would have a direct impact on the local economy - Basic
Nt Facilities Engineering Commarnid Allowance for Housmg and Basic Allowance for Subsistence. Also,
1510 Gilbert Strect IMPLAN was run using the input of change in employment to
Norfolk, Virginia 23511-2099 determine other employment impacts in order to maintain

comparisons betweean like units.

RE- s{sp_ptemnm! Commigrils on the Economic Impacis in the Navy's Super

Homets Draft Envirconmental Impact Statement
Deat tr Piarson

Piense accept these addilional comimants on the geenamic impacts and
infrastrucluie in the Navy's Supor Hoiel's Oraft Envitonsissntal Impact Statemant
{DEIS).

4 Ttia Multiplior

1 The economic irpacts descrihed in the DEIS appoar o undorstate the
ingriet ol Mtematives 4A and 6. For exampls, the émplaymon!
mulliphar fmplict in the numbors piovided In the OEIS is 1.064 for
Aliornalive A and 1.063 for Allemative 6. In other words, tho DEIS
results suggest that ho loss of each gnb Yiundred jobs at Oceana wil
produce an addiional loss of just six olfior jabs in \he study ama. This
osult undurstates the trua impact of the alloinalives on sevaral counts.

F wst, Implan's mitilaey enployment mulup}wf for this study area i 143,

a number considecably Migher than tho Navy's mulliplior of 1.06.
Sacond, prolessional fiteraiuro on thé subject of mililary:tmpacts has
frequenily used mullipliers.in the fanga of 1.3 to 1.5, opgain higher than
ihe multiplior usad by the Navy. Finally, & siniation dong ot the
Hamplon Roads Planing Distrigt Commission, Usifg tha REMC modct
cahmm(.d fur tha mine communiios of South Hamplon Roads



6—L-H

(Chesapeake, Frankhn, lsle of Wight County, Norfotk, Portsmauth,
Sauthampton County, Suffolk, Sutry County, and Virginia Beach),

produced an employment multiptier of 1.58 for the first year or the year -

in which the jobs were lost and a muitipiar of 1.42 by tho tonth year.
The multiplier diopped over thu courso of the simulalion because,
among other things, wages deciined In responsa 1o thg decling in
demand in the cegional conomy and this sel In molion various lofcas
that help tha cconomy fo, rocoyor. from tho Joss of military porsannol.
This simulation oxamined 1he Wss of militaty parsaninol only and kroted
the loss of base to business spending which is nommally found in
association with a large reduclion in. military paisonnel,  Sinco the
muliiptiar on federal civilian jobs is gencrally htgher thad Jor military jobs
because federal civilian workars aro highr paid, the REMI simutation
producd o somowhat conservative multiplier. Had tha foss of base fo
business spending and tho foss of fedefal civilian workms been ingludod
in the analysis, the REMI niliipliers, already signilicantly above the
Navy's multiplier, wouki bavis baen oven higho.

I ander 1o funther compare the resplts lrom the REMI model wiil these
descabed in the Navy's DEIS, two REMI simulations Wete run which
veete designed 1o reflect; as much ds p ﬁslbie the assumptions used in
the Navy's lmnlan wotk. These. sugm[attons ooked al the poriad trom
2004 to 2012 making the assumption that the loss of alrcral] would
occur gver the intérval from 2004 fo 2008. The number of jobs last al
Occany was assumed 1o bo equivaldnl [0 the pumbar of jobs described
in ihe DEIS  Funhermords, wi ) types of jobs lost by conttactors
wora not dfsclosed in the DEIS, tha assumplion was mada that the
conlractors werg per!ormlng miscelfandoud business and professionat
serdces. The reduéiions in baso expenditures were also assumed 1o
secur in e ares of business ond professionnl services. Any artors in
the clagsification of. conlraclor jobs. or base oxpondiluros wilhin the
madel wora ol tielinved 0 have a sngnlﬁc.v\t impact on the nunning of
(o3 sirice both-of these direst affocts are small whan
comparcd to the nmpacl of ihie loss of the spending of mildary and
federaf civilian personnel in tha regional econamy.

The results of 1ho RCMI simulations are Instruclive. In the caso of
Alternative 8, the HRPDC/REMI analysis projeclod tho loss of 4,341
jobs as compared to tha 2, 705 jobs projocted 1o be last by the Navy's
DEIS.  in the case o Allemstive 4A, the HRPDC/REMI analysis
projecied ihe loss of 5,547 jobs as compared {o the 3,462 jobs projected
to be st in the DEIS. in both simulations, ihe HRPDCREM
projactions exceeted those of the DEIS by sightly over sixly percent.

The REMI simulationg dilféied avén more with tho rosulls of tha DEIS i
tha caso of disposablo Inconie. Tho HRPOC/REMI resulls predicled the

Title:

CVB1P20OF 5

Grouping: Local Agency”
Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA
NUMBER RESPONSE
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loss of $165 million in disposablo incame in Aernative 6 as compared
to $53 milion I the DEIS. tn simiar toshion, the HRPDCIREMI
analysis produced B loss of $211 million in disposabls income fo the
siudy Broa In Alternative 4A as comparcd to $68 miflion in the DEIS.
The REMI resulls sxéoeded the Implan results by mote than thiee
hundrad parcent for both oitomatives, It appears that the use of very
10w multiplices hos caused the DEIS to understate tha deonomic impact
of losing pircrall ot Qceana,

Tha Usa of Implen

A furher dilficulty with the Navy's écanoriic impact aatimatos is that the
DEIS work employed Implan fo/ {ts wark and implag s most probably an
inoppropriate vehicla to usa for making sn impact assessmunt given the
natiite of Ataratives 4A ang 6. Tha dilficully is. that implan estimales
shor {emn nspacts only. Furthermoso, and felatad 1o the model's sharl
fern naiure, Is the fact that the modél 18 not dynainis and eiin nat loak af
irpatts over timo. This is a problem for ihe.Navy's andlysis since,

under oithor of he Navy's altomalived; thio. roduction in actvity af .

Oceania will 0ocuf ovar b 5 to 6 yua¥ period as opposid lo being lost at
a point In timo. Implan does point in fima anolysos vary well but does
dynamic anaiyses only with difficutiy; if at all, The DEIS naeds b make
its ecanamic impact calculations deflict the dyndrics ol losing alredalt
and pursannel rom Oceana

Assumod Payroll for Parsoniiot

A luithar difficulty with the econamic Impact ostinatgs Is thot Uie DEIS
appoars to assume unisually low wages far military and federal civilion
personnal associated with the Supdr Hornot squidrons, Fof example,
undor Altemative 4A, Ocoana Is projacted 10 lose 3462 employeos with
8 direct loss of payroli of Just $81.3 milior. This 8Ugdasis that those
workers make just $23.403 annually, Simidacly, the DEIS suggosts that
vnder Allarnative 6, Oceana will fose 2.708 perdnel with a ditact tass
of $62 3 million in payrolt which suggests that each worker makas only
$23,031 annually. Those payrol figures appear to be ol wida vailance
with othor informution on wages and salarios avaliabls to HRPDC. For
oxampile, figures reloased by the Navy In its annual 70pont enlitied “The
Navy i Hamplon Roads™ Indicalo that the awéfage Navy parson
recelves $36.624 annually while the averngo: fedargl civiian worker
omployed by the Navy camns $56,750. Thase numbors oxcaéd the
numbers used in the DEIS by a wide margia. Tho DEIS needs (g bo
wore clear 68 to (he saurca of ity payroll data as well bs Whal @
inchided In those figusas. A roview of ihe ojpriprsteness of thet Sow
payroft por worker nuimBers appears to ba in order.

Title:
Grouping:

Location:

CVB1P3OF5 .
Local Agency

City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER
CvB1-2

CvB1t-3

cvB1-4

RESPONSE

The socioeconomic analysis for each of the siting allernatives at
NAS Oceana, MCAS Cherry Point, and MCAS Beaulort has been
modified in the FEIS. In the FEIS, the direc! effects of the projected
change in personnel have been modeled using IMPLAN. [n the
DEIS, the direct effects were limited lo the projected change in
personnel under each of the siting alternatives when, in fact, the
direct effects would be higher when modsted. In addition, the
average salary for military personnel has been adjusted to include
the Basic Allowance for Housing and Basic Allowance for
Subsistence compensation. As presented in-Sections 4.5, 6.5, and
8.5, these modilications resuit in a higher multiplier for the
projected change of personnel on regional employment and
disposable income, regardlass of whethiar the effects are gains or
losses to the regional economy.

The Navy evaluated the pios and cons of various economic
modeling packages when the DEIS was being prepared. IMPLAN
was ihe preferred economic modeling package.because it is based
on interactive aconomic modeling.software; data from a particular
region can be used.lo estimate thé direct, indirect, and induced
impact to that economy resuiting from a specific action. In addition,
the IMPLAN model draws from morse data sources (e.g., U.S.
Department of Commerce, Buréau of Ecanomic Analysis, Bureau
of Labor Statistics, Census Bureau; U.S. Depariment of
Agriculture, and the U.S. Geological Survey) compared to many
other economic models. Industry data are available for 528 sectors
in all states and counties in the United Slates, which could be
applied to the various study areas included in the EIS.

The Navy used an average salary per number of personnel al NAS
Ocsana lo determine existing base payroll expanditures. This
allowed a direct comparison and determination of the change
between existing and projected payroll expenditures under each of
the siting alternatives; The calculations were based on the U.S.
Office of Personnel Management (OPM) and the Defense
Technical Information Center {DTIC) "Average Basic Pay
Allowance" for civilians apd military personnel for fiscal year 2000,
in addition, the Navy used an average pay grade far civilians (GS-
9/5) and an average rank for officers {(O-4) and enlisted (E-5)
pérsannel. The FEIS has béen amended to include a discussion of
the rmethodology used {o calculate base payroll expenditures. In
addition, the average salary for military personnel has been
adjusted to include the Basi¢ Allpwarice for Housing and Basic
Allowance for Subsistence compensation.
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5.6.1 Walor Supply

Page 5-53: The avallable capacdy for MCAS Cherry Point Water
Treatmont Plant Is only {million gallons per dey (mgd), not 110 3 mgd
Decgusa summenime peaks wit relum avery summer.

Page 5-54: After upgrade. the Havelock Water Systam will havo # 2.8
mqd capacity vs. an avarage demand of 1.3 mgd. The 1.3 mgd
avarage wator domand wilt have a summertime peak of up to
approximately 2 mgd. Therefare, avallable capatdy is only obout 0.8
mgd.

Page 5-54: Seasonal walor demand factors have not beon identifiod for
the Cravon County Water System, Also, Craven’s agparent exemplion
from some, or all, of the 75% waler use roduction mandale for the Black
Creek Aguiter is not documented, Tie Contral Coasial Plain Capatity
Uso Area {Nonh Cardlina Deparimant of Eavitonmont and Noiural
Resoutces) regulations require 3 75% reduclion in water use.

5.6.2 Wastaowoater

Page 5-55: The MCAS Cherry Point Waslo Water Treatnient Plant
{WW1P) avaitadle capacity of 0.92 mgd doos not taka Into account
sunmar paaks or rainy day infilitation and inflow (181). The available
capatily is lass than idontified.

Tho observation also applies t tho Hovelogk WWTP (2.25 max
copacily va. 1,3 average inflow),

6.6.1 Water Supply

Page 6-75: Thu pe¢ capita water domand estimates do not reflact
scasoaal peaking {a prablem with many of the nunibers in this section
of the EI§)

Page 6-67, Tabla 6-26: In roviowing N(e'rna\ivn 2.‘ seasonal ppahing
factots wete nol included, and, iherefore, the availablo capacity is less
than identfind

6.6.2 Wastowater
Pagu 6-77: Tho assumption hat wastawaler flow is 90% of water

domand is oaly valid far annual averagas. Dudng ralny times. the
waslgwaier llows are graatar than tho avevago waler demand. Also, the

Title: CVB1 P4 OF 5
Grouping: Local Agency
Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA
NUMBER RESPONSE
CvB1-05

CvB1-06

cvB1-07

CvB1-08

cvB1-09

CvB1-10

CcvB1-11

CvB1-12

The text in the FEIS has been revised to incorporate your
comment.

Data from the City of Havelock shows that water usage increases
to an average of 1.55 MGD during the summertime manths.

Capacity values have been revised to account for seasonal
variations.

Afier a review of water use data, seasonal water demands in
Craven County have been estimated to be 1.9 MDG by Craven
County personnel. Capacity values in the FEIS were revised to
reflect seasonal usage. In order to comply with the water use
reductions from the Black Creek aquifer, Craven County has been
investigating water withdrawal from other aquifers to supplement
their exisling sources.

Wastewater capacity values at MCAS Cherry Point have been
revised in the FEIS to account for periods of higher flow.

Capacity values at the City of Havelock WWTP have beéen revised
in the FEIS to account for seasonal high flows.

The values used in estimating water consumption in the DEIS
were average daily values. Thi$ value (90 gallons per capita per
day) can also be used to estimate the seasanal peak of water
consumption. Reference materials exist that support the use of
this number. :

The values in Table 6-31 have been revised in tha FEIS to include
seasonal peak flows.

The assumption of 90% water return to sewer is consistent in
estimating annual averages. For estimating potential infiltration, it
has been stated that the sewer service to the proposed housing
units would need to be constructed and therefore would ba made
of new materials. The astimaled infillration in new sewer systems
is marginal and has been assumed-fo be zero. Also, the
calculalion of wastewater flows has been revised in the FEIS to
calculate 90% of the seasonal peak flows.
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walar demands would be subioct to 4 soasonal increasa and that woskd
also cause i seasonal increasa in the wastewator flows

fPage §-77, Table 6:29: Tho same observation with raspect 10 Yablo G-
13 28. For Altemative 2, the available capacily is loss because seasonal
and infiltration angd inflcw (18 1) Acws have beon ignored

Again, thank you for the oppounity 1o comment

Fons l S

m.%x nas K. Spore
{_ctty Manoger

Sincerely,

7 »

JKSicib
ce:  Thie Hororable Mombers of Council
The Super Homt Commission

Title: CVB1PS50F5
Grouping: Local Agency

Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER RESPONSE

CVB1-13  The system capacities listed in Table 6-32 have been madified in.
the FEIS to reflect seasonal flows.
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. Title: CVB2 P1OF 2
264712
! Grouping: Local Agency

Location: City of Virginia Beach.VA

City of Virginia Beach

R o T " | NUMBER REsPONSE
hRON, __FAX TRANSMITTAL

3

CVvB2-1  Thenoise study conducted for the EIS for Realignment of F/A-
18 Aircraft and Operational Functions from NAS Cecil Field,
Florida, to Other East Coast Installations was used to predict the
noise exposure associated with the F/A:18 squadrons before the
decision was made and implemented to base the majority of the
squadrons at NAS Oceana, ,::.w. projected noise contours and

: . (N N APZs were the best available information, given the assumptions
Adnuirnd Dewd Archiel o : of how the aircraft would be flown if it were based at NAS Oceana.
- Coanvander, Navy 16 gloml AMid-Artantc . 1 The noise model incorporates a number of parameters that affect
. ﬁ“&hﬂﬁ%ﬁ Rwﬂmﬂwﬁd . ) R B the noise contours, including the location of the flight tracks and

the fiight profiles (power and speed seltings and allitudes) along

i cﬁ ,._ vl Arciiecel: each flight track. These umaa.:.waa can cm.mumos.o to operational
S o R procedures employed at a patticular airfield. - As discussed in
Hyfy s i&im&iﬁi?:ﬁdﬂg A Section 3.2, NAS Oceana changed some of the operational

procedures assumed during the ' initial modeling study after the
F/A-18 squadrons were basad at NAS Oceana,

CVB22  The modeled 2000 APZs that were presented in the DEIS are
based on average annual aifield operations for 2000, as
calculated using NASMOD. These APZs differ from the projected
1999 APZs modeled in the Final EIS for the Realignment of F/A-18
Aircraft and Operational Functions from NAS Cecil Field; Florida,
to other East Coast Installations, While the total flight operations
were similar in both models, nearly two years of actual Hornet
operalions at NAS Oceana and NALF Fentress were Used to
update the modeling assumptions used in 1999 for inputinto the
2000 modeling effort, Spegcifically, new rioise abatemeént
procedures shifted some flight tracks and changed ulilization of
others. Pattern geometry was modified to reflect actual flight
operations. These modifications, in turn, resulted i changes fto the
2000 APZs for NAS Oceana. The APZs for NALF Fentress remain
unchanged: The révised modeled 2000 APZs are presented in
Figure 3-7 in the FEIS. As showri, Brookwood and Plaza’
Elementary Schools and the Virginia Marine Science Museum are
not located within the modeled 2000 APZs.

o, misléadngly deplt ihat; th any
~will o impacted by o higher ol sone |
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| s : Title: CVB2P20F 2
! . E , ' | Grouping: Loca! Agency
5 . Adbitrod Barid Archiiael Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA
gt ﬂb‘-.ll 13, 2002
Fage. )\uu ) -
¥ I L . NUMBER RESPONSE
-3, Kok aré a4 pPTOprian Pompiriscn because of th fict that owt ARCUS svap has by b v
= oncy Seprrinber 195 wxd 15 hi 0ip bicid by oi* 14 pari 3 it A wodd

CvB2-3  The EIS acknowledges in Section 4.3 that the city's
comprehensive planning and zoning processes would be less
affected by the increase in off-station land area within the
projected noise zones and APZs if all or a majority of the Super
Hornet squadrons were stationed at NAS Oceana, because of the
greater land area within the projected 1999 noise zones and APZs
adopted by the City of Virginia Beach as opposed to the modeled
2000 noise zones and APZs. However, the modeled 2000 noize
zones and APZs more accurately portray the minimal acceptable
areas whera land use controls are needed to promote compatible
development

,mim& e u-wla.n 4 mw-mam

CvB2-4  As slated inthe EIS, the Navy will continue to work with the City of
Virginia Beach to plan for compatible land use development within
the projected noise.zones and APZs under the selected
alternative.
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Grouping:

Title: CVB3IP1OF5
Local Agency
Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER RESPONSE

CvB3-1 Comment noted; no response required.




166—L—H

i

35

36

317

securd; '-_t-t_ie' Havy ity to the Impacts Of [ta operations
upon che realdants 8¢ thy City, a8 shéwn by the construstion of
& hosh housie and adju:uunt i_i(. .It’l';'g?_‘t sporattons so 4s to fessen
the nolss impddts aficn pdﬁui_ace-d Ateas: thé Ci r.’y."u stbadiast and
unwavecing SUppor 6t thé Havy it_@, HAS: Oceans) the Citys S

tion of ‘consttuction stendsrds

"'cns. and their' .

| families, €5 énjoy the high qosiity.

and "géglons

tse drcenuat (24

Title:
-Grouping:

Location:

CVB3 P20F 5
Local Agency

City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER
cva3-2

Ccvea-3

RESPONSE

Although the single-siting alternative at NAS Oceana (ALT 1) has
the lowest one-lime (new construction) costs and 30-year lifecycle
costs compared to other alternatives, the dual-siting alternatives

* distribute the beneficial as welt as the adverse impacts of

homebasing lo more than one community. Table 2-19 provides a
comparison of the costs and the environmental consequences of
each of the homebasing alternatives.

Qualily of life is a subjective determination based on personal
experiences and preferences. Some of the community
characteristics that affect quality of life include population densnly,
educational, recreational, and cultural opporiunities; housing
characteristics; and access to community and health care services. :
The preferences and values attributed to these characteristics will
vary by the individual as well as the form in which these
characteristics are presented in the community. Therefore the EIS
makes no judgement on quality of life.
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4  haa bucn utilized to date, presonta an important opportunity Loz

Title:
Grouping:

Location:

CVB3P3 OF 5
Local Agency

Cily of Virginia Beach,VA

&5 avoiding confiicts and advecse impdcti on béth-the Navy and .Lhe

(1 cicitens af thig Clity.
61 NOW, TUEREFORE, 6E 1T RESOLVED BY THE CITY COURCIL OF THE
¢ CITY OF VIRGIHTA BEACH, VIRGINIA: ‘

Thar the Secretary of the Havy. ia requesked to sslect

Gutlying -

| THG'gAA) 8L the maw (BLE}

na fioa all

kL ngraiiénn Lo f»ﬁbif-fq of
1 siotidd place. 1D : fleer: :
Sngd;oip ax: Ocvana: {lb_vﬁ_ :

CHE 17 -mRE‘ti‘@i:k‘-

11y eapable eftw ah; de 1ing eapabiiities s6 that

53 thio majority of Fleid Carries Li nding- Fractice fFeres and otficy

g4

86 VIRGINIA BEACH, VIRGINI

1. That.she. €it

NUMBER
CviB3-+4

CcvB3-5

RESPONSE

The initial OLF siting study encompassed the geographical area
within an approximately 50-nautical-mile (NM) radius of NAS
Oceana. Sites in Virginia did not meet the environmental and
operational criteria.

The Navy will continue to work with the City of Virginia Beach to
plan far compatible land use devetopment within the projected
noisa zones and APZs for the selected alternative.
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93 fostering onhanced rélations betueen thio Mavy and the city of
b1 Virginis Beachy

45 2. The Task Force ahall consist ot the Clvy Managér and
96 designated staff. The mayor and a council mecber deajgnated by

97 tha Clty Council will sccve as liaisons beilwecen the City

Counell, the Task Force and the Havy}

That . the .Chty  Manage

Jidared by he Task Foroe and  its  {inoings  and

101 recopmendations  regarding such issusa to tha City Council

7102 - regularly as neededs and

103 4. That the City Cowneil shali gi . and Ratuie

consideration £6 such Lindings and kétsmssndations and shall. to

e tapl m..w!.;

..avm..c uiley w@.n :1 93,

112 vould be enhanced by the H

113 havidg dutles and reap
134 complesentary to those of ¢ é
115 ¢ the City Managec, tho United Sts

156 asked to-ditablish: & Body'

Title: CVB3P40OF5
Grouping: Local >Wm=o<
Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA
NUMBER RESPONSE
CVB3-6  The Navy will continue to wark with the Gity of Virginia Beach to

plan for compatible land use development within the projected
noise zones and APZs under the selected alternative.
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3] BE 1T FURTHER RESOLVED BY THE C1FY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
122 VIRGIMIA BEACH, VIRGINIA:
123 That the Havy is roquested to utillzz the 1999 AICUZ map

124 adopted by the City Council in 1958 for coRparisen purfodeds

2% catiier than the “2000 Hase Map” in the DELS!

CBE I FURTHER RESOLVED 8Y THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CItY OF

331 the United Stated Congress.”

132
333 Adopted by £he Clty Councll of the city.of Virginia Buack, .

: CI - virginia on thix .Eg&@éw o.mnc.gn.. 2002,

Title: CVB3P50F5
Grouping: Local Agency
Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER RESPONSE

CVvB3-7  The noise study for the realignment of F/A-18 aircraft from

NAS Cecil Field, Florida, to NAS Oceana was used to predict the
noise exposure associated with the F/A-18 squadrons before the
decision was made and implemented to base the majority of
squadrons al NAS Oceana. The projected noise contours and
APZs were the best available information, given the assumptions
of how the aircraft would be flown if it were based at NAS Oceana.
The noise model incorparates a number of parameters thatl affect
the noise contours, including the location of the flight tracks and

. the flight profiles (power and speed settings and altitudes) along
each flight track. These parameters can be specific to operational
procedures employed at a particular airfield. As discussed in
Section 3.2, NAS Oceana changed some of the operational
procedures assumed during the initial noise modeling study mnm_.
the F/A-18 squadrons were based at NAS Oceana.
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DA e . Title: CVB2P2OF 2
P g . 1| Grouping: Local Agency
: jﬁoj Linid Arehiirel Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA
L Augus 13, 2002 ' ;
Page o

Y NUMBER RESPONSE
hate

mber 1708 o Is dhi wop
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soce Sepriber 1998 @ CvB2-3  The EIS acknowledges in Section 4.3 that the city's
provtovily, It it vied oA comprehensive planning and zoning processes would be less
PR affected by the increase in off-station land area within the
projected noise zones and APZs if all or a majority of the Super
Homet squadrons were stationed at NAS Oceana, because of the
greater land area within the projected 1999 noise zones and APZs
adopted by the City of Virginia Beach as opposed to the modeled-
2000 noise zones and APZs. However, the modeled 2000 noize
zongs and APZs more accurately portray the minimal acceptable
areas whers land use controls are needed to promote compatibie
development.

CVB24  As stated in the EIS, the Navy will continue to work with the City of

Virginia Beach to plan for compatible land use development within
the projected noise zones and APZs under the selected
alternative.
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Grouping: Local Agency

Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA

NUMBER RESPONSE

CvB3-1  Comment noled; no response required.
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Title: CVB3P20OF5
. T . ' ) : -Grouping: Local Agency

M. secure; the Navyrs sensitivity to the Impacts of (L8 operstion:

o T Y » ALY B tm paces v e operations Location: City of Virginia Beach,VA

35 upon the redfdents ¢ thv City, aa shiéln by the construction of

% 4 hush housey and oﬂjusmeot Bt L1ight sparationa so us.to lossen " | NUMBER RESPONSE
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, ' ’ ’ ' ) * distribute the baneficial as well as the adverse impacts of
homebasing to more than one community. Table 2-19 provides a
comparison of the costs and the environmental consequences of
each of the homebasing allernatives.

CVvB3-3  Quality of life is a subjective determination based on personal
experiences and preferences. Some of the community
characteristics that affect quality of life include population densnty.
educalional, recreational, and cultural opporiunities; housing
characteristics; and access to community and health care.services. '
The preferences and values attributed to these characieristics will
vary by the individual as well as the form in which these
characleristics are presented in the community. Therefore, the EIS
makes no judgement on quality of life.
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CvB34  The initial OLF siting study encompassed the geographical area
within an approxumately 50-nautical-mile (NM) radius of NAS
Ocsana. Sites i Virginia did not meet the environmental and
operational criteria.

CvB3-5

The Navy will continue to work with the Gity of Virginia Beach to
plan for compatibie Iand use development within the projected
noise zones and APZs for the selecled alternative.
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The Navy will continue to work with the City of Virginia Beach to
plan for compatible land use development within the projected
noise zones and APZs under the selecfed aiternative.
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NUMBER RESPONSE
CVB3-7  The noise study for the realignment of F/A-18 aircraft from

NAS Cecil Field, Florida, to NAS Oceana was used to predict the
noise exposure associated with the F/A-18 squadrons before the
decision was made and implemented lo base the majority of
squadrans at NAS Qceana, The projected noise contours and
APZs were the bast available information, given the assumptions
of how the airéraft would be flown if it were based at NAS Oceana.
The noise model incorporates a number of parameters that affect
the noise coritaurs, including the location of the flight tracks and
the fight profiles (power and speed seltings and altitudes) along
aach flight track. These parameters can be specific to operational
procedures employed at a particular airfield. As discussed in
Section 3.2, NAS Oceana changsd some of lhe operational
procedures assumed during the initial noise modeling study after
the FIA-18 squadrans were based at NAS Ocseana.







NAS OCEANA CONTROLLED AIR SPACE

Area 1990 Census 2000 Census 2004 Population People Per Change Percent of Increase
Population Population (Estimated) Square Mile (2000)
48532 (Acres) 176,692 193,643 196,741 224 16,951 9%
75.8 Sq. Miles 16,951
INTER-FACILITY TRAFFIC AREA
Area 1990 Census Population 200 Census Population
5389 (Acres) 4419 3939

8.4 Sq. Miles







Chronology of the City of Virginia Beach Efforts to Reduce Encroachment

Auqgust 23, 1994

City Council adopts an “Airport Zoning Program” consisting of the Airport Noise
Attenuation and Safety Ordinance (AICUZ Ordinance) and amendments to the City
Zoning Ordinance (CZO), Site Plan Ordinance, and Subdivision Ordinance. Noise zones
were created surrounding NAS Oceana and NALF Fentress. Regulations requiring
disclosure and noise attenuation measures became effective on January 1, 1995.

The Program includes use of a “Land Use Compatibility Table,” provided by the
Navy, which indicates what uses are ‘Compatible’, ‘Conditionally Compatible’ (need
-sound attenuation, for example), and are ‘Not Compatible.” These uses, in terms of
those that are conditional uses in the CZO, are listed in Section 221.1 of the CZO.

Nowvember 1997

In November of 1997, the City of Virginia Beach adopted its Comprehensive
Plan, which expresses to the community the reasonable expectations that will govern
development in the city. This plan was arrived at after extensive input from all segments

of the community, including the Navy.

September 22, 1998

City Councii adopts amendments to the AICUZ Ordinance and CZO. On May 18,
1998, the Secretary of the Navy issued a Record of Decision and General Conformity
Determination for Realignment of F/A-18 Aircraft and Operational Functions from Naval
Air Stations (NAS) Cecil Field, Florida, to other East Coast Installations. Alternative
Realignment Scenario 2 was implemented by the Nawy. Alternative Realignment
Scenario 2 called for nine F/A-18 fleet squadrons and the Fleet Replacement Squadron
(156 aircraft and 3,700 military and civilian personnel) to be realigned to NAS Oceana.

In response to this realignment, the City proposed minor changes to existing
codes pertaining to Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ). The changes had

the following results:
1. Renters, as well as lessees and purchasers of property in an airport noise

zone or accident potential zone, must be made aware of the associated

noise levels and hazards of living in such zones. The term “renters” is
used so as to include persons renting under other than a formal written

lease.
2. The noise zones were renamed as follows:
Old Name New Name
High Noise Zone 3 Greater than 75 dB Ldn
Medium Noise Zone 2 70-75dB Ldn
Moderate Noise Zone M 65-70dB Ldn

Low Noise Zone 1 Less than 65 dB Ldn



The new names were in keeping with national standards and match
designations used by neighboring cities. Use of these uniform
designations was requested by the Navy and made compliance easier for

realtors in the region.

After September 22, 1998, the City, at the urging of the Navy, amended its zoning
ordinance to include Section 221.1, “Special standards for certain conditional uses
located within airport noise and aircraft accident potential zones.” This amendment
prohibits certain uses altogether in certain affected areas, and places restrictions on
certain other uses in other identified areas. Where the decibel reading is anticipated to
be between 65 and 75 dB, a full range of residential uses is allowed, but sound
attenuation measures are required in the construction of the units.

1999

Changes are made to the Navy's AICUZ Map reflective of the 1998 realignment. The
City, however, maintains the pre-1999 AICUZ on the Zoning Map, with the concurrence
of NAS QOceana, as additional changes were seen as possibly forthcoming due to the
introduction of F/A-18 E/F Super Hornets to NAS Oceana. The decision is made to
postpone changes to the Zoning Map until a decision is reached regarding the EIS for
the Super Hornets and the Navy, based on the final decision, can develop new zones.

2001

Navy uses what becomes the “2000 Base Map” in the Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) for the east coast placement of the F/A-18 E/F Super Hornet in the adverse
condemnation lawsuit. This is “current” impact including new APZs.

July 2002

The Navy issued the draft EIS for East Coast placement of the Super Hornet aircraft. A
Base 2000 map was used for comparison for all Alternatives. This Base Map showed
new and modified APZs and greatly reduced noise impacts from the city’s official map.

December 2002

Chief of Naval QOperations promulgated new AICUZ Program Guidelines in the OPNAV
Instruction 11010.36B.

February 2003

In 2002, the City embarked on a refinement of land use plans for the Transition Area. A
report known as the TATAC report was arrived at with wide community involvement and
review. When the Council adopted this plan in February 2003, it reiterated the suitability

of low-density residential land use patterns for this area.

Junea 2003

The AICUZ Office at NAS Oceana met with staff of the Planning Department to inform
them of the new Department of Defense Instruction (OPNAVINST 11010.36B, issued on
December 19, 2002). According to the representatives from the AICUZ Office, the new



Instruction applies to all of the military branches and is direction from the Pentagon, not
from NAS QOceana itself.

The new Instruction includes changes to the Land Use Compatibility Table (pages 16 to
20 in the attached), such that a number of uses previously ‘Compatible’ or ‘Conditionally
Compatible’ are no longer so. For example, residential uses, which previously were
‘Conditionally Compatible’ in the 70 to 75 AICUZ and ‘Compatible’ in the 65 to 70
AICUZ, are no viewed as being ‘Compatible’. Thus, residential use in the area of the City
of Virginia Beach covered by an AICUZ is now ‘Not Compatible’.

The representatives of NAS Oceana informed the staff that they would be applying the
new Land Use Compatibility Table to rezoning and conditional use permit applications
effective immediately, consistent with the DOD Instruction. They note that letters will be

" provided on applications to which they are opposed.

The representatives of NAS Oceana also request a meeting with the Planning
Commission to inform them of the new Instruction. That meeting was held on June 27,

2003.

With the July Planning Commission Public Hearing, letters opposing applications (based
on the new DOD Instruction) were received from NAS Oceana. All such letters were and

are now included with the staff report.

September 2003

The Acting Secretary of the Navy released the Record of Decision (ROD) on the Super
Hornet EIS, dated September 4, 2003, to the public in the Federal Register/\/ol. 68, No.
175 on September 10, 2003 approving Alternate 6. This alternate has a map with
considerable smaller impacts and changed APZs in comparison to the current City map.



LAND USE COMPATIBILITY WITH AICUZ (pre-2002 and post-2002)

Y = Compatible (use appropriate) :

Y* =[pre-2002 and post-2002 DOD Instruction] Conditionally Compatible (use may be appropriate with noise

attenuation; or under certain circumstances, the use may be compatible)
N* = [post 2002 DOD Instruction] Generally Incompatible

N = Incompatible (use not compatible)
(AICUZ post-2002 DOD Instruction) NOISE ZONE 1 NOISE ZONE 2 NOISE ZONE 3
(AICUZ pre-2002 DOD Instruction) | Less than 65 dB Ldn 65 to 70 70 to 75 Greater than 75
| Before |  After Before | After | Before | After | Before |  After

Outdoor Amphitheaters
(incompatible over 60 Ly,)

Nature and Wildlife Preserves

Livestock Farming

Neighborhood Parks and
Playgrounds

Schools, Preschools, Libraries

Residential: Single Family, Multiple-
Family, Mobile Homes, Retirement
Homes, Intermediate Care
Facilities, and Nursing Homes

Hotels and other Transient Lodging

Hospitals

Auditoriums, Concert Halls, Indoor
Areas, Churches

Z 2 |22 Z
Zl 2 (Z|1Z| Z




(AICUZ post-2002 DOD Instruction) NOISE ZONE 1 NOISE ZONE 2 NOISE ZONE 3
(AICUZ pre-2002 DOD Instruction) |  Less than 65 dB Ldn 65t070 | 70to75 Greater than 75
Before After Before After Before After Before  After

Office Buildings: Business,

Education, Professional and " " .
Personal Services, R&D Offices Y Y Y Y Y Y
and Laboratories

Water Recreation Facilities, Riding
Stables, Regional Parks and
Athletic Fields, Outdoor Spectator
Sports, Golf Courses

Y* Y* N N

Commercial/Retail, Shopping
Centers, Restaurants, Movie Y Y
Theaters

Commercial/Wholesale, Industrial,
Manufacturing (industries with y Y Y v e v
vibration-sensitive equipment may

be incompatible)

Y |y

Agriculture (except residences and
livestock) and Fishing Y Y Y Y Y |Y

_Extractive Industry (Mining) Y Y Y Y Y Y

NOTE (from the 2002 DOD Instruction):

' (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.



(b) Where the community determined that these uses must be allowed, measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor Noise
Level Reduction (NLR) of at least 25 DB in DNL 65 — 69 and NLR of 30 dB in DNL 70 — 74 should be incorporated into
building codes and be in individual approvals; for transient housing a NLR of at least 35 dB should be incorporated in DNL
75-79.
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Commission is well aware, the Navy recruits sailors and retains families.”

Retired Admirals’ Letter to BRAC Commission (July 5, 2005)
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IMPLEMENTATION OF FINAL
HAMPTON ROADS JOINT LAND USE STUDY

The Final Hampton Roads Joint Land Use Study (“JLUS”) represents continuing coordination
between the Navy and jurisdictions in the Hampton Roads area in developing sound land use
policies to enable the presence of military operations in the area (full copy attached).

Air Operations around NAS Oceana and NALF Fentress are complex and interrelated. Air
Operations at the Master Jet Base and the transition area between NAS Oceana and NALF
Fentress are vital to the success of the Navy mission and will be protected by the Jurisdictions.

Concern that recent economic growth around NAS Oceana has led to encroachment is
unfounded. The encroachment issue has arisen recently not as the result of new growth around
NAS Oceana, but as the result of a Navy regulatory change in 2002. The OPNAV Instruction
dated 19 December 2002 resulted in thousands of existing homes being declared incompatible
with existing air operations. The OPNAYV instruction altered permitted uses, but did not change
the noise generated by NAS Oceana or the number of people affected.

Concern that continued economic growth around NAS Oceana will lead to additional
encroachment is also unfounded. Virginia Beach is close to full “build-out” and the area around
NAS Oceana is technically “built-out” already. The City’s population increased by .8 percent a
year in the 1990’s and .4 percent a year since 2000. Zoning entitlements around NAS Oceana
have remained virtually unchanged. In fact, the number of new houses constructed in the NAS
Oceana controlled airspace has declined every year since 1999 and for 2004 (188 units) was the
lowest it has been since 1985.

Starting with the adoption of an “Airport Zoning Program in 1994, the City of Virginia Beach
has focused on protecting the military mission at NAS Oceana. These efforts included a “Land
Use Compatibility Table,” and a protective Comprehensive Plan and culminated in the new

JLUS.

After much time, effort, thought and compromise, the JLUS was completed in April 2005 and
has been adopted by the Jurisdictions. The JLUS is the culmination of a decades worth of effort
to come to grips with concerns about encroachment and is only now being implemented. In fact,
because the JLUS is less than 90 days old, almost all of the discussion and concern about
encroachment has been generated without any consideration as to how the JLUS will be
implemented or how it will address and ameliorate encroachment around NAS Oceana. Even
though the JLUS is now the seminal planning land use document for property surrounding NAS
Oceana, it was not considered as part of the Navy deliberative process and no mention of it is
made in any of the Data Calls.

4850-9640-0128.1



IMPLEMENTATION OF FINAL HAMPTON ROADS JOINT

LAND USE STUDY
Page 2.

The JLUS made a comprehensive set of detailed recommendations that balanced:

1. the feasibility of implementation;

2. the ability to sustain the economic health of the region and protect individual property
rights;

3. the protection of the critical missions performed by NAS Oceana, NALF Fentress,
Chambers Field and adjacent military facilities; and

4, the protection of the health, safety, welfare and overall quality of life of those who

live and work in the Hampton Roads Region.

Those Detailed Recommendations are to be implemented by the Hampton Roads Region
generally, the Navy, the City of Norfolk, the City of Chesapeake and the City of Virginia Beach
and involve specific recommendations utilizing eight basic approaches:

Coordination/Organization,;
Communications/Information;
Sound Attenuation;

Real Estate Disclosure;
Planning and Public Policy;
Land Use Regulation;
Acquisition; and

Military Operations.

PN

With regard to Virginia Beach specifically, the JLUS contains:

1. a “Statement of Understanding between the City of Virginia Beach and the U.S.
Navy” that provides “... a complete and detailed description of AICUZ related
understandings and actions by both parties...” and

2. a “... summary of proposed City actions...” that include purchases of impacted
properties and the creation of an avigation easement program.

Following the adoption of the JLUS, NAS Oceana has begun implementation of the JLUS
Recommendations as well and on 23 June 2005 requested “Encroachment Partnering Funds”
from Commander Navy Installations pursuant to section 2684a of title 10, United States Code, to
commence implementation (“Partnering Funds Request” attached.).

The JLUS is a good plan, it will protect the missions at NAS Oceana and I urge you to study it
even though the Navy, DOD and the jurisdictions have only begun implementation. In fact, just
this week, after NAS Oceana’s commanding officer voiced concems about encroachment in a
proposed housing subdivision near NALF Fentress, the City of Chesapeake denied the
developer’s request to rezone the land.

4850-9640-0128.1



Post-Joint Land Use Study Action Items
July 13, 2005

Action Items _ Due

POLICIES / GUIDELINES
1. Revise Comprehensive Plan to refer to:

a. Transition Area / Interfacility Traffic Area (related to AICUZ Overlay District) August

b. Other areas in City affected by 65dB+ (related to AICUZ Overlay District) August

c. Oceanfront Areas related to (AICUZ Overlay District & Oceanfront CZO amendments) October
2. Revise Oceanfront Resort Area Concept Plan October
3. Prepare Design Guidelines for Atlantic/Pacific, Oceanfront and Rudee Loop Areas October
4. Prepare Old Beach and, if agreed to, Lakewood Neighborhood Design Guidelines October
C7Z0 AMENDMENTS
5. Revise RT-1 and RT-2 provisions for Atlantic/Pacific Area, Oceanfront and Rudee Loop Areas October
6. Revise RT-3 provisions for Old Beach District Center Area October
7. Revise various CZO provisions for Old Beach and, if agreed to, Lakewood Neighborhoods October



Action Item Due

8. Prepare AICUZ Overlay Ordinance August

a. Transition Area (Interfacility Traffic Area)

b. Oceanfront Areas

c. Other areas affected by 65dB +

d. Incorporate Avigation Easements into rezoning process

e. Revise the AICUZ / CUP Chart in the CZO to conform to AICUZ Overlay Ordinance
9. Revise Appendix I, Airport Noise Attenuation and Safety Ordinance August
OTHER WORK PROGRAMS / ACTIONS
10. Extend deadline of Interim Development Guidelines (Done)
11. Review and comment on draft 1999 AICUZ Map Update July
12. Contact Virginia Real Estate Board to implement provisions of noise disclosure law December
13. Amend the USBC to incorporate noise attenuation provision for non-residential uses . (to be done by October)
14. Create City web link to address AICUZ / JLUS June
15. Assist Navy to conduct FAA briefing on possible use of ‘FAR Part 150’ elements August
16. Establish process to allow Navy review of all by right’ development applications June
17. Ensure planning department staff advises developers/property owners

to contact Navy when incompatibility may occur — Prepare memo for Director‘s signature June



Action Item

Due

18. Ensure that Navy is part of the School Board’s Site Selection review process

19. Establish process to ensure Navy input regarding transportation CIP and construction planning
20. Conduct staff training session on noise attenuation practices

21. Create a public education program regarding safety and restrictions in AICUZ areas

22. Plan & coordinate federal, state and/or local funding for conservation / acquisition per JLUS

23. Participate in development of a regional committee on military affairs through HRPDC

June
July
. (to be done by July)
August
(1* phase done by Oct. 05)

August



July 5, 2005

Base Realignment and Closure Commission
2521 South Clark Street

Suite 600

Arlington, Virginia 22202

Dear Commissioner:

We, the undersigned (Enclosure 1), heartily agree with the Secretary of Defense's decision to not
include Naval Air Station Oceana (NASO) as a candidate for closure in the 2005 Base Realignment
and Closure (BRAC) process. We have flown every tactical aircraft in the inventory of the United
States Navy for more than 40 years; have flown off of every aircraft carrier in that inventory, and
have fought every war that this nation has been involved in since World War [I. We have been
stationed at virtually every one of our Navy's bases both in CONUS and abroad. We have lead
- innumerable major commands, ships and battlegroups. We have dealt with the needs of hundreds of
thousands of sailors over our collective careers and know the services’ needs for recruitment and,
more importantly, retention. Our experience also gives us great insight into the military value of
bases, threats of encroachment and interaction with elected officials at the local level.

Because of the above listed experience, we believe very strongly that NASO is and will continue
long into the future to be the best site for the Navy's East Coast Master Jet Base. We have provided
(Enclosure 2) a Point Paper that will support our argument; however, we believe that the strongest
reasons for keeping NASO as the Master Jet Base for the East Coast for the Navy come down to
three central issues:

Opposition to NASO
Encroachment
*  Support for NASO

The opposition to continuation of NASO as a Master Jet Base is confined to a very small, we repeat,
very small number of individuals. The one organized group who say they do not favor closing
NASO, but merely realigning the assets is the Citizens Concerned About Jet Noise (CCAJN).
Although they claim to have membership of over 5,000, the truth is that their “membership*" is likely
a fraction of that. This means that in the City of Virginia Beach, with its approximately 441,000
residents and the City of Chesapeake, where Fentress Auxiliary Landing Field is located, with its
210,000 residents, less than one tenth of one percent of the citizenry is actively opposed to NASO
operations.

Even more telling is the scientifically vaﬁd survey done by the City of Virginia Beach, using an
independent contractor (Continental Research), of not just citizens living throughout the city, butina
statistically representative number of households within various noise zones covered under the

Aircraft Installation Compatible Use Zone (AICUZ) map. Of those who were asked whether jet

noise was a reason they were unhappy with their decision to select where they live, a total of only

T



Base Realignment and Closure Commission
July 5, 2005
Page 2

1.5%responded yes. This included zero responses from those in the 65db or lower zone, 1.6% in the
65 to 70db zone, and 2.9% in the 70 to 75db zone, Also, the av<iage rating on a scale of 1 to 10 of
whether jet noise was bothersome between 10:00 PM at night and 7:00 AM was 3.57. This
compares to, on the same scale, a 2.76 response for traffic noise. The entire survey is included as
Enclosure 3. '

With respect to the issue of encroachment we take particular exception to the response provided by
the Secretary of the Navy in a letter from Anne Rathimell Davis to the Chairman of the BRAC
Commission in response to questions asked at the May 17, 2005 hearing that read, "Under the
assumption that future growth in the vicinity of Virginia Beach could impact NAS Oceana's mission
as the East Coast's Master Jet Base . . .” — a bit of history is in order.

NASO began as a several hundred-acre landing field in the World War II era and has now grown to
over 5,331 acres within the fence and an additional 3,680 acres in restrictive easements outside the
main fence. It also includes the 2,560 acres Fentress Auxiliary Landing Field in Chesapeake,
Virginig, and an additional 8,780 acres of restricted easements. This landing field is located
approximately 7 miles from NASO. Over this time, the City of Virginia Beach has grown from a
small town and surrounding county, which merged in 1963, and now is home to a population of
approximately 441,000 people. Most ofthe land around Oceana was zoned for residential and other
uses in the sixties, seventies and early eighties. There have been very few major rezonings in and
around NASO since then, even in the important Interfacility Traffic Area between NASO and

Fentress.

The City, in an effort to support NASO, went to the Virginia General Assembly in 1994 to receive
enabling authority. They City then adopted an Airport Zoning Ordinance in August of 1994 and
promptly instituted its provisions. This allows the City to better plan for development around NASO
and to require noise attenuation where appropriate.

Since the Airport Zoning Ordinance was put in place, there have been very few upzonings in the area
adjacent to NASO. In fact, there were several downzonings of allowed density. One must put in
perspective that Virginia is a very strong property rights state and once property is vested with
zoning, regardless of how many years the zoning has been in place, the City must either allow
development to go forward or buy the property rights. One must also keep in mind, when the City
adopted its Airport Zoning Ordinance residential development was allowed by the OPNAV
Instruction 11010.36A in the 65-75 db range as long as appropriate noise attenuation was included in
the construction. This includes approximately 12,000 developed acres around NASO on which
approximately 92,000 people currently live along with 8,000 undeveloped acres. This was based on
the 1999 AICUZ (Air Installation Compatible Use Zone) map that was adopted by the City at the
request of the Navy.




Base Realignment and Closure Commission
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When the Navy revised the OPNAV Instruction, on 19 December 2002, the residences within the
area between 65-74 db became incompatible and are now considered to be encroaching on NASO.
The Navy’s alteration of the noise: contours in, the revised OPNAV Instruction did not change the
noise generated or the number of people adversely affected. It is a definitional change, not an
alteration of the physical reality.

In order to address the revised OPNAYV Instruction, the City Council has, in concert with the cities of
Norfolk and Chesapeake, the Hampton Roads Planning District Commission, and the Office of
Economic Adjustment, recently completed an extensive Joint Land Use Study (JLUS) to address the
revised OPNAYV Instruction. The specifics of the JLUS recommendations and how they will be
incorporated into the City's zoning ordinance and other development ordinances are included in
Enclosure 4. The City of Chesapeake has also adopted similar changes to its zoning and other
development ordinances to incorporate the recommendations of the JLUS.

The Interfacility Traffic Area that is a defined area betwveen NASO and Fentress Auxiliary Field in
Chesapeake caused specific concerns for the Navy. These concerns are covered at length in the Joint
Land Use Study and the recommendations were adopted by both City Councils. City Council in
Virginia Beach is aggressively and forthrightly addressing the encroachment issues created by the
revised OPNAV Instruction as they addressed encroachment under the previous OPNAV Instruction.
Options to acquire and reserve significant areas of the Interfacility Traffic Area are underway in
cooperation with the Navy and other agencies.

We also want to bring to the Commission's attention the great support that Virginia Beach has
provided to NASO. That support is best itemized through the aforementioned Point Paper, which
outlines the many millions of dollars the City has spent on relocating schools identified in the
previous BRAC rounds; building a first class highway network around NASO in just the last 10
years; providing a world class education system and a high quality living environment for the service
men and women and their families. Virginia Beach has the lowest crime rate of any city its size in
the nation, the lowest residential tax rate, by far, of any city in the Hampton Roads region of 1.5
million people, and also has the best performing school system in the region.

It is pointed out repeatedly in the Point Paper that the quality of life for service men and women and
their families in Virginia Beach is unexcelled. Tremendous job opportunities for spousal and family
employment, higher education opportunities, great medical care, including the half billion dollar
Portsmouth Naval Medical Center, a tremendous support network for military families with children
with special needs, miles of beaches, public parks and other attributes too numerous to mention all.
contribute to the unequaled quality of life to service members and their families. Because of the
extensive Hampton Roads military establishments, our military members enjoy the opportunity to
rotate, sea-to-shore and shore-to-sea duty, providing family stability and conserving Navy PCS
funds.
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Service men and women and their families love Virgini a Beach and love being stationed here, and as

the BRAC Commission is well aware, the Navy recmits sailors and retains families.

In closing we would also like to state that Virginia Beach's and NASO location adjacent to the city of
Norfolk, where the majority of the east coast aircraft carriers are stationed, is also very advantageous
for military families. Personnel, before deployments, can stay with their family, even as they load
the carriers and other ships during the day and stay with their loved ones up until the moming of
departure. Returning from cruise, they can immediately be home and spend time with their family
and then worry about unloading the ship and returning assets to the tremendous infrastructure at
Naval Air Station Oceana. Locating tactical air and other assets away from Naval Air Station
Oceana would mean military personnel would - a weel before and a week after every deployment -
be forced to leave their families to move support gear and other assets to the carriers, in essence
adding two weeks or so to every deployment. This can only have a deleterious effect on retention.

We are sure you are also aware of the National Command Authority activity supported by Naval Air

Station Oceana. The support of those operators must be given a high priority in any discussion the

Commission may have on the future of Naval Air Station Oceana.

. We believe Naval Air Station Oceana is, and should continue in the long term to be, the heart of
Naval Aviation on the east coast. This is the position that the Secretary of Defense has taken and we

strongly endorse his decision for the above-mentioned reasons as well as the multiple other reasons
that we have included.

Respectfully Submitted,

/s/

RRM/clb
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Enclosures (4)
Signature Page
Point Paper
AICUZ Zone Household Survey
Joint Land Use Study Timeline

c: Donald Rumsfeld, Secretary of Defense
Admiral Vern Clark, Chief of Naval Operations
The Honorable John W. Warner
The Honorable George Allen
The Honorable Thelma D. Drake
The Honorable Governor Mark R. Warner
The Honorable Mayor and Members of City Council
Mr. James K. Spore, City Manager, City of Virginia Beach
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_/s/ %%ﬁ%fz -
Vice Admiral Richard Allen, Retired dmizAl Roy/F. Héffmann, Retired

'l—?‘r KMA—-..;
al Harold J. Bernsen, Retired Rear Admiral org@ssfen, Retired
PESWIN

Rear Admiral Martin Carmody, Retired Admiral Frederick I. M!:tz, Re:ci@
/s/ : /s/
Admiral Edward W. Clexton, Retired Rear Admiral Lafayette F. Norton, Retired
/s/ /sl
Admiral Ralph Cousins, Retired Vice Admiral Jimmy Pappas, Retired

Dantone, Reti Admiral Gerald L. Riendeau, Retired

Admiral Richard Bﬁleavy, Reti}cﬁ

» 0 N

Adsfiira] Francis L. Filipiak, Retired

QMC/‘ C..-.~

Admiral William R. Flanagan, Refired

[s/

Admiral Mark Gemmill, Retired

/s/

Rear Admiral Karen A. Harmeyer, Retired




Base Realignment and Closure Commission
July 5, 2005
Enclosure 1

Page 2
“/TZCM;Q'M R Da&,\e\\_ /s/
Admiral Raynor A. K, Taylor, Retired Signature

Rear Admiral Phillip O. Geib, Retired

WM/ C UO«@— PrintName

Adm#fal Richard Ustick, Retired

7] Signature

Admiral Thomas M. , Retired
Print Name
Signature
\.\‘N ay C G VEELY s Signature
Print Name
M C E ? Print Name
Slgnature _
Ve Mm.r C. Brucom Signature
Print Name
Print Name
/s/
Signature
Rear i E P Y i Signature
Print Name
Print Name
/s/
Signature

Rear Admiral Panl Sutherland, Retired Signature
Print Name

Print Name




Point Paper
Regarding Naval Air Station Oceana

The City of Virginia Beach has invested $202 million in transportation improvements around
NAS Oceana during the last 10 years. This includes: Dam Neck Road, the intersection of
London Bridge Road and Great Neck Road, Oceana Boulevard, and the currently approved
Birdneck Road project. The Southeastern Parkway and Greenbelt (SEPG) will hopefully be
constructed within the next eight years, which will provide interstate access from NAS
Oceana to I-64 in Chesapeake. NAS Oceana already has excellent access to 1-264,

The City relocated two elementary schools from the APZ following the 1993 BRAC round.
The City currently has 87 schools serving the citizens of Virginia Beach. This includes 56
elementary schools, 14 middle schools, and 11 high schools. Ninety-nine percent of our
schools required to participate in the Standards of Learning met the accreditation
requirements and eighty-three percent met the requirements of the No Child Left Behind
program.

The cities of Virginia Beach, Norfolk, and Chesapeake along with the Navy and the U. S.
Office of Economic Adjustment completed a Joint Land Use Study (JLUS) to accommodate
the realities of the OPNAV Instruction 11010.36B issued in December 2002. This
instruction changed the status of 92,162 people living around NAS Oceana from compatible

to non-compatible.

The City of Virginia Beach has joint service agreements with NAS Oceana for ﬁre, police,
EMS and other services.

The City of Virginia Beach has recently made accommodations for greater U.S. Navy
participation in the city's capital improvement roadway program and related project planning
meetings. In addition to reviewing discretionary development proposals, a process that has
been on-going for many years, arrangements have recently been made to enable the Navy to
review all "by-right" development applications"

The City of Virginia Beach is "Navy friendly." For example, the Mayor traveled to San
Diego when the F/14 aircraft was directed to be single sited at NAS Oceana. The Base
Commander stated that the current Mayor of San Diego had never been on his base, let alone
a Mayor from 2,800 miles away. She also traveled to Bayonne, New Jersey, when the
Military Sea Lift Command was relocated to Virginia Beach and to Cecil Field when those
assets were realigned to NAS Oceana after the 1995 BRAC.

The City has a long history of assisting the Navy in security issues - a relationship that has
only become stronger since 9/11,

Oceana has the unrestricted use of a massive training area off the coast of Virginia/North
Carolina that they solely control. This is a fully instrumented course for air combat and other
maneuvers. There are also many bombing and other training areas available close by.




Point Paper NAS Oceana

During the F/A-18 E/F (Superhomet) Environmental Impact Statement process, the Navy
asserted that gg Air Force or Navy Air Base east of the Mississippi met the training or
aircraft requirements,

During the 1995 BRAC, NAS Oceana was ranked the #1 Navy/Marine Corps air station in
military value.

The population of Virginia Beach has only increased by approximately 30,000 residents
spread over the City's 310 square miles since 1995.

The City of Virginia Beach is close to complete build-out. The area around Oceana is
technically completely built-out. The City's population increased by .8 percent a year in the
90's and .4 percent a year since 2000 (Weldon Cooper Center statistics).

The City has a long history of working with the Navy on issues of encroachment,
transportation, etc.

Virginia Beach is served by two full service hospitals located within the city limits, as well as
three full service hospitals in the adjoining city of Norfolk and one in neighboring
Chesapeake. There are also numerous surgical centers and drop-in general practitioners
offices. The region has a teaching hospital at Sentara Norfolk General which partners with
the Eastern Virginia Medical School to provide world-class medical care. The Naval
Hospital Center, Portsmouth, has recently completed a several hundred million dollar
expansion and modemization program to support the region's military installation clinics.

In addition to NAS Oceana, Dam Neck Annex, Fort Story Army installation, and Little Creek
Amphibious Base are also located in Virginia Beach. Virginia Beach is adjacent to the City
of Norfolk, which is the home of the largest naval sea power port in the world. This co-
location allows sailors to load and unload before and after deployments and still remain at

home,
The City of Virginia Beach has the lowest real estate tax rate of any large city in Virginia.

Personnel stationed at NAS Oceana volunteer in our civic leagues, emergency medical
services program, in our schools, scout troops, etc.

The Mayors of Virginia Beach and Chesapeake have asked our congressional delegation for
appropriations to help purchase land rights in the interfacility area.

Virginia Beach supports many families with exceptional family members and works to meet
the needs of these families through the Commumnity Services Board and our school system.

Virginia Beach and the surrounding communities provide an excellent quality of life for
military families and, as a result, retention is high for military personnel based in the region.
This saves the Navy money by keeping highly (and expensively trained) personnel.

The proximity of NASO to the training ranges and carriers provides a great savings in fuel
costs over all other alternates.
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Timeline

Joint Land Use Study
April 25, 2005

08/23/94

12/19/02

02/25/03
04/2003

12/02/03
12/09/03
01/06/04

06/04 -
12/04

01/03/05

01/04/05
01/18/05

01/25/05
02/08/05

01/31/05
02/02/05

02/10/05

03/10/05

City amends Zoning Ordinance to include AICUZ provisions

Operational Navigation Instructions (OPNAV) released by Department of
Defense

City Council Adopts TATAC Recommendations
OPNAYV Instructions Briefing to City Council
Virginia Beach Comprehensive Plan Adopted
City Council Establishes AICUZ Task Force

City Commits to participate on Joint Land Use Study (JLUS)

JLUS Meetings, Workshops and Open Houses held

AICUZ Task Force Public Meeting
(24 points presented and recommended to City Council)

City Council receives briefing- recommendations from AICUZ Task Force

City Council Public Hearing on JLUS
Fminent Domain in Accident Potential Zones removed from JLUS study

Voluntary Purchase of Property in Accident Potential Zones removed from JLUS
study

Public Town Hall meeting (Advanced Technology Center)
Public Town Hall meeting (VB Fire Training Academy)

JLUS Regional Policy Committee meeting creates Virginia Beach and U.S. Navy
Subcommittee

Regional JLUS Policy Committee Meeting agreement on revised timeline through
April 7



Joint Land Use Study (JLUS)

Timeline
03/15/05 City Council - JLUS Workshop Brieﬁngv
03/17/05 Public Information Forum — 6:30 p.m. at Advanced Technology Center
03/22/05 City Council Public Hearing on JLUS
04/05/05 Council provides direction to the JLUS Policy Committee liaisons
04/07/05 Regional JLUS Policy Committee meeting
Provide direction to EDAW to prepare final draft JLUS
04/18/05 Receive final draft JLUS from EDAW
04/21/05 Regional JLUS Policy Committee meeting
Vote on JLUS
04/26/05 City Council briefing on JLUS
05/03/05 City Council Public Hearing on JLUS
05/10/05 - City Council vote on JLUS
05/24/05 Begin city process affecting Comp Plan and AICUZ overlay ordinance




