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CALIFORNIA
NBC San Diego

Jet Fell Out of Sky Two Years Ago

FA-18-D Hornet crash killed four in University City
By ERIC S. PAGE

Updated 11:47 AM PST, Wed, Dec 8, 2010

Two years ago, a military jet fell out of the sky and killed a family in University City…

…Echoes from the crash are still being felt. Last month, military officials said that a new high-
tech, high-priced fighter jet may soon be flying over MCAS Miramar. The military wants to base
the new F-35 fighter jet at Miramar. The so-called Joint Strike Fighter would replace the aging
F/A 18 Hornet…

The full text of the article is available on the NBC San Diego website found here:
http://www.nbcsandiego.com/news/local-beat/Jet-Fell-Out-of-Sky-Two-Years-Ago-
111541814.html

http://www.nbcsandiego.com/results/?keywords=%22ERIC+S.+PAGE%22&author=y&sort=date
http://www.nbcsandiego.com/topics?topic=University+City
http://www.nbcsandiego.com/news/local-beat/Jet-Fell-Out-of-Sky-Two-Years-Ago-111541814.html
http://www.nbcsandiego.com/news/local-beat/Jet-Fell-Out-of-Sky-Two-Years-Ago-111541814.html
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SOUTH CAROLINA
The Island Packet

Sanford noise test request well-intended, but ill-timed
Opinion
Island Packet

Published Saturday, December 4, 2010

Gov. Mark Sanford's tenure often has been marked by good ideas ineptly proffered. So, too, is his
proposal to bring an F-35B to Beaufort for a test flight.

Sanford reasons that residents concerned about too much "sound of freedom" can hear for
themselves just how loud the Navy's version of the new fighter jet will be.

This would be fine if we weren't just days from the Navy's decision on how best to assign 13
squadrons of the next-generation jets or if there were a chance such a flight would influence that
decision…

The full text of the opinion piece is available on the Island Packet website found here:
http://www.islandpacket.com/2010/12/04/1466570/sanford-noise-test-request-
well.html#ixzz17SZpfszh

The Island Packet

Public still has no true jet noise comparisons
Opinion
Charlie Davis

Fripp Island

Published Friday, December 10, 2010

The full-page ad of the Military Enhancement Committee on Dec. 2 was interesting for what it
said and what it did not say. ..

…Significantly, however, the ad did not compare noise levels of the aircraft using their engine
afterburners…

The full text of the opinion piece is available on the Island Packet website found here:
http://www.islandpacket.com/2010/12/10/1473619/public-still-has-no-true-jet-
noise.html#ixzz17ibJBGms

http://www.islandpacket.com/2010/12/04/1466570/sanford-noise-test-request-well.html#ixzz17SZpfszh
http://www.islandpacket.com/2010/12/04/1466570/sanford-noise-test-request-well.html#ixzz17SZpfszh
http://www.islandpacket.com/2010/12/10/1473619/public-still-has-no-true-jet-noise.html#ixzz17ibJBGms
http://www.islandpacket.com/2010/12/10/1473619/public-still-has-no-true-jet-noise.html#ixzz17ibJBGms
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WIS News 10

Some Beaufort Residents Question Marines' New
F-35 Jets
WIS News 10

December 8, 2010

A small group of residents in South Carolina's military-friendly Beaufort are raising objections to
the potential noise and disruption a new Marine Corps fighter jet might bring to their region's
tranquility and tourism.

The Department of the Navy is slated to make a decision in the coming days about the placement
of 13 F-35B fighter squadrons along the East Coast, with a mix of aircraft and support units
expected to go to Beaufort's Marine Corps Air Station and North Carolina's Cherry Point Air
Station.

Program boosters, such as Rep. Joe Wilson, R-S.C., say about 1,700 jobs and $300 million in
construction hang in the balance.

While not taking issue with Marine training at nearby Parris Island Recruiting Depot or the F/A-
18s flying now from the air station, a group dubbed "Best for Beaufort" says they are worried the
new jets will be noisier and come in squadrons requiring more takeoffs and landings than the
current jets do. The jets are in testing and the Marines want it deployed in 2012.

"I think tourists come to Beaufort for a natural history experience and a cultural experience," said
Kim Gundler, who runs a kayak tour business with her husband.

Gundler, 46, said she's a member of the Chamber of Commerce and supports the thousands of
Marines who call the region home. "But if people come to Beaufort and want to enjoy a natural
history experience, the sound of jets may not be conducive to that," she said.

Gundler's husband David Gorzynski said he's well aware how important the military is for the
community, given that his father served in the Marines and retired there.

"I understand the significance of the Marines to the local economy, and I certainly don't want to
get rid of the air station. But I do not want to see the noise get any greater," said Gorzynski, 47.

Gorzynski said his business depends on nearby salt water marshes, the local wildlife and air
quality, and he's concerned about effects on birds in the area.

"I can see how the noise affects our pets. I just don't think I've gotten enough information on the
impact of this," he said.

Robert Pollard, 65-year-old Army veteran and Westinghouse engineer who retired here three
years ago, said residents should be able to express doubts about the new jets without being seen as
antimilitary or Beaufort bashers. He said the group numbers about 240, and many prefer to keep
quiet because they are worried about hurting their businesses.

Pollard says the Best for Beaufort group has argued the F-35B will require more thrust and a
noisier engine than the current F/A-18s now flown from the air station.

"The noise is extremely detrimental to people's health," said Pollard.
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Pollard points out that under a "preferred option" backed by Wilson and other boosters, Beaufort
would get three active duty squadrons and two training squadrons, while the North Carolina's
Cherry Point gets seven active duty squadrons and one reserve squadron.

The active duty and reserve units would deploy periodically, and are composed of 16 jets each.
The training units would have up to 20 jets each. Pollard said he thinks rotating units lessen the
affect of the noise on the environment, whereas the training units destined for Beaufort would
remain in place and require more takeoffs and landings every day.

"No one else wants those training squadrons," Pollard said.

The jets are supposed to take the place of the Corps' aging EA-6B Prowlers, AV-8B Harriers and
F/A-18 Hornets.

The F-35B is one of three versions, with other types built for the Air Force and the Navy. The
program has come under scrutiny from budget cutters in Washington with its $380 billion price
tag as the Pentagon's largest weapons program.

South Carolina's outgoing Gov. Mark Sanford entered the debate last week, warning the Pentagon
that opposition to the Marine Corps presence in the state could rise if the new jets prove to be
louder than expected.

Sanford suggested the Navy send one of the fighters undergoing testing in Maryland to Beaufort
so residents there might judge noise levels for themselves, but backers discounted that.

"It's highly unlikely any aircraft would be sent down from Maryland," said Garry Parks, the
chairman of Beaufort's Chamber of Commerce Military Enhancement committee.

Parks, a retired three-star Marine Corps general, said he thinks concerns about high noise levels
are honest differences of opinion.

"The F-35 is comparable to the decibel level in both military and afterburner modes" to present
day aircraft, Parks said.

Parks also said contentions of a larger number of landings and takeoffs are a "worse case
scenario" if no units ever deployed and no aircraft were ever under repair.

Gov.-elect Nikki Haley sent a letter to the top general in the Marine Corps, "voicing my strong
support" for the two training squadrons and the three operational squadrons the same day Sanford
sent his note.

Wilson called the basing decision for Beaufort "huge. Just huge."

Construction to support the new jets would amount to $351 million over three years, and require
1,527 government jobs and 200 private sector jobs, Wilson said.

The F-35s, Wilson said, will insulate the base from potential base closure pushes in coming years,
and the Marines will work to reduce the noise levels for nearby residents by juggling flight times,
directions and frequency.

"I'm confident this will enhance the region. I think these jets truly are the sound of freedom," said
the congressman.
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SOUTH DAKOTA
NPR, Morning Edition

Plan To Widen Airspace Riles Dakota Ranchers
by Charles Michael Ray

SDPB

December 6, 2010

The northern Great Plains is among the most isolated parts of the country, making it perfect for
raising cattle and finding solitude. But it's also an ideal training area for the Air Force, which
hopes to expand its flights there.

That possibility is a cause for concern for people in both the ranching and aviation industries in
the area. At 500 feet overhead, a B-1 bomber at full throttle can sound louder than a rock concert.
The noise is above the normal threshold for pain…

The full text of the article is available on the National Public Radio website found here:
http://www.npr.org/2010/12/06/131788452/plan-to-widen-airspace-riles-dakota-ranchers

http://www.sdpb.org/radio/
http://www.npr.org/2010/12/06/131788452/plan-to-widen-airspace-riles-dakota-ranchers
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VERMONT
Vermont Public Radio

Guard Says F-35 Study Will Address Noise Issue
Ross Sneyd

Tuesday, 12/07/10 5:04pm and Wednesday, 12/08/10 6:06am

(Host) Vermont National Guard Adjutant General Michael Dubie says an "environmental impact
statement" on new fighter jets is on schedule to be released next month.

The Vermont Guard has been tentatively chosen to fly the new F-35 fighter jets…

The full text of the article is available on the Vermont Public Radio website found here:
http://www.vpr.net/news_detail/89448/

http://www.vpr.net/bio/69/
http://www.vpr.net/news_detail/89448/
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VIRGINIA
Virginian Pilot

Va. Beach-Navy agree to talks on Oceana, development
By Deirdre Fernandes

The Virginian-Pilot

December 6, 2010

CORRECTION: The maximum number of homes, existing and new, allowed at the Oceanfront
was about 16,000 based on zoning in place in 2005. The original version of this story contained
incorrect information about the number.

VIRGINIA BEACH

How many homes and hotels can be built at the Oceanfront?

Navy and Virginia Beach officials said they don't know yet, but they plan to figure out the answer
together.

Both sides tamped down growing questions Friday about whether the city's long-term
development plan, which includes a new convention center hotel, would conflict with operations
at Oceana Naval Air Station…

The full text of the article is available on the Virginian Pilot website found here:
http://hamptonroads.com/2010/12/city-navy-agree-talks-oceana-development?cid=srch

http://hamptonroads.com/2007/10/deirdre-fernandes
http://hamptonroads.com/2010/12/city-navy-agree-talks-oceana-development?cid=srch
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GUAM
Guam News Watch

Nelson Family's Dream Home vs. Military's Range
Written by Baldo Besich

Monday, December 6, 2010

GUAM - The Nelson family knew that their home would be affected by the military buildup, but
to what extent? Land speculators told them investors didn't want to deal with firing ranges and
potential battles with the Department of Defense…

…Nelson is referring to the military's plans to put in a hand grenade firing range next to his
property. Since the family was never approached by the Department of Defense they only heard
about the conformation of the plans through the media. Nelson says the family has gone through a
various cycle of emotions…

The full text of the article and video are available on the Guam News Watch website found here:
http://guamnewswatch.com/201012063774/Local-News/Nelson-Family-s-Dream-Home-vs.-
Military-s-Range.html

Pacific News Center

Sen. Guthertz Calls on JGPO to Visit Families
Affected by Firing Range
Guam News

Last Updated on Wednesday, 08 December 2010 11:30

Written by News Release Tuesday, 07 December 2010 14:41

Guam - Senator Judi Guthertz is calling on Federal officials in charge of the Military Buildup to
visit with families who own properties that will be impacted by the proposed firing ranges off of
Rt. 15.

The Chair of the Legislature's Military Buildup Committee met last week with Assistant Secretary
of the Navy Jackalyne Pfannenstiel and urged her to meet with some 50 families, including the
family of former Senator Ted Nelson…

The full text of the article is available on the Pacific News Center website found here:
http://www.pacificnewscenter.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=9865:guthe
rtz&catid=45:guam-news&Ite%20mid=156

http://guamnewswatch.com/201012023743/Local-News/Update-Nelson-Family-Home-Confirmed-As-Property-Impacted-By-Hand-Grenade-Range.html
http://guamnewswatch.com/201012063774/Local-News/Nelson-Family-s-Dream-Home-vs.-Military-s-Range.html
http://guamnewswatch.com/201012063774/Local-News/Nelson-Family-s-Dream-Home-vs.-Military-s-Range.html
http://www.pacificnewscenter.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=9865:guthertz&catid=45:guam-news&Itemid=156
http://www.pacificnewscenter.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=9865:guthertz&catid=45:guam-news&Itemid=156
http://www.pacificnewscenter.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=9865:guthertz&catid=45:guam-news&Ite%20mid=156
http://www.pacificnewscenter.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=9865:guthertz&catid=45:guam-news&Ite%20mid=156
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KOREA
The Korea Herald

Top court upholds compensation for damage from U.S.
base noise
2010-12-09 16:37

The Supreme Court Thursday upheld a lower court's ruling that ordered the government to
compensate residents near a U.S. air base for damages suffered from helicopter noise.

A group of 41 residents living near a U.S. military base in Chuncheon, 85 kilometers east of
Seoul, filed a suit in 2003 against the government, seeking reparation for such damages as hearing
loss and sleep problems caused by helicopter noise…

The full text of the article is available on the Korea Herald website found here:
http://www.koreaherald.com/national/Detail.jsp?newsMLId=20101209000984

http://www.koreaherald.com/national/Detail.jsp?newsMLId=20101209000984
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ALTERNATIVE ENERGY
RF Globalnet

Modeling The Effects Of Wind Turbines On Radar
Returns
By R. Ryan Ohs, Gregory J. Skidmore, and Dr. Gary Bedrosian

Remcom, Inc

December 6, 2010

Wind turbines located near radar installations can significantly interfere with a radar's ability to
detect its intended targets. In order to better understand and mitigate the adverse effects of wind
turbines on radar, the government and wind farm community need tools that can be used to
analyze the radar returns from wind turbines…

The full text of the article and a paper are available on the RF Globalnet found here:
http://www.rfglobalnet.com/article.mvc/Modeling-The-Effects-Of-Wind-Turbines-On-Rada-
0002?VNETCOOKIE=NO

http://www.rfglobalnet.com/article.mvc/Modeling-The-Effects-Of-Wind-Turbines-On-Rada-0002?VNETCOOKIE=NO
http://www.rfglobalnet.com/article.mvc/Modeling-The-Effects-Of-Wind-Turbines-On-Rada-0002?VNETCOOKIE=NO
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JOINT STRIKE FIGHTER
Associated Press

Military Plans To Send Jets To S.C., N.C., Calif., Ariz .

Susanne M. Schafer

09 DEC 10

COLUMBIA, S.C. - The military plans to put 400 of the Marine Corps' new vertical take-off F-
35B fighter jets at four installations in North and South Carolina, California and Arizona.

Navy documents released Thursday by U.S. Sen. Lindsey Graham's office say that up to 128 of
the stealthy futuristic jets will be based in Cherry Point, N.C., and 88 aircraft and a training unit
will go to Beaufort, S.C. Some 96 jets will be based at Miramar, Calif., and 88 will go to Yuma,
Ariz.

The documents say the jets will begin arriving in phases starting in 2012.

The jets are replacing aging F/A-18 Hornet aircraft, AV-8B Harrier jump jets and E/A-6 Prowlers.

"This is wonderful news and I could not be more pleased with today's announcement," Graham,
R-S.C., said in a statement. "Beaufort has a long and storied history with the Marine Corps. With
the decision today, Beaufort will continue to play an integral role in the future of the Corps."

The Marine Corps F-35B is one of three versions being built for the military to replace the aging
F/A-18 Hornet aircraft, AV-8B Harrier jump jets and EA-6B Prowlers. The Navy and Air Force
will have their own versions of the jet.

The decision will send:

• three operational squadrons and a pilot training center to the Marine Corps Air Station
Beaufort;

• eight operational squadrons to Marine Corps Air Station Cherry Point, N.C.;

• six operational squadrons to Marine Corps Air Station Miramar, Calif.; and

• five operational squadrons with an additional test and evaluation unit to Marine Corps Air
Station Yuma, Ariz.

Budget cutters in Washington have scrutinized the aircraft because their $380 billion price tag
makes them the Pentagon's largest weapons program. It also has experienced delays in testing.

Boosters of the aircraft, such as Rep. Joe Wilson, R-S.C., said the program means about 1,700
jobs and $400 million in construction for South Carolina alone.

"What an exciting day for Lowcountry residents and the 'Fighter family' as we celebrate the
'Sound of Freedom' in South Carolina," Wilson said in a statement.

North Carolina Gov. Beverly Perdue had lobbied for all the East Coast warfighting squadrons to
land in Cherry Point, and leaving the pilot training to Beaufort.

Some residents in Beaufort objected to potential noise from the new jets, which they say will be
heavier and require more thrust than the F/A-18s currently being flown. They also say the pilot
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training unit will require more takeoffs and landings than operational units and that not enough
testing on noise problems has been done.

Their complaints were heard by outgoing South Carolina Gov. Mark Sanford, who wrote Defense
Secretary Robert Gates last month that support for the Marine Corps in the normally military-
friendly state could fall if the new jets prove to be louder than expected.
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Signed: Record of Decision for the U.S. Marine Corps
East Coast Basing of the F-35B Aircraft

The following 9 attached pages contain the full text of the ROD of the Decision for the U.S.
Marine Corps East Coast Basing of the F-35B Aircraft.







The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) published a Notice of Availability (NOA)
in the Federal Register (75 FR 30023) on May 28, 2010 for the Draft EIS. The Draft EIS was
circulated for review and comment to government agencies, local organizations, American
Indian tribes, and interested private citizens from May 28 through July 12, 2010. The Draft EIS
was also available for general review in public libraries in the communities affected by the action
and online at http://www.usmcJSFeast.com. Five public meetings were held in North Carolina,
South Carolina, and Georgia in June 2010. Specifically, meetings were held on June 15, 2010 in
Havelock, NC; June 16, 2010 in Emerald Isle, NC; June 17, 2010 in Bayboro, NC; June 22, 2010
in Beaufort, SC; and June 24, 2010 in Ludowici, GA. Two federal agencies, 7 state agencies, 10
elected officials, 48 organizations, and 1,200 individuals submitted comments during the review
period. All public comments received were reviewed, considered, and addressed appropriately in
the Final EIS.

The NOA for the Final EIS was published in the Federal Register (74 FR 53233) and local
newspapers on October 22, 2010. The Final EIS was distributed to Federal, State, and local
agencies, elected officials, and other interested parties. A summary of comments received during
the 30-day public waiting period, which ended on November 22, 2010, is provided below.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: The Marine Corps developed four split-siting action
alternatives for basing the operational and PTC squadrons at MCAS Beaufort and MCAS Cherry
Point. The split-siting alternatives allow for utilization of capacity that will be created with the
replacement of the F/A- 18 squadrons at MCAS Beaufort and the replacement of the AV-8B
squadrons at MCAS Cherry Point. In addition, split-siting the alternatives allowed the Marine
Corps to balance environmental impacts with mission requirements. The four action alternatives
included the following:

• Alternative 1 (Preferred Alternative) — Three operational squadrons and the PTC at
MCAS Beaufort in Beaufort, South Carolina and eight operational squadrons at MCAS
Cherry Point in Havelock, North Carolina;

• Alternative 2 — The PTC at MCAS Beaufort and 11 operational squadrons at MCAS
Cherry Point;

• Alternative 3 — Eight operational squadrons at MCAS Beaufort and three operational
squadrons and the PTC at MCAS Cherry Point; and

• Alternative 4 — Eleven operational squadrons at MCAS Beaufort and the PTC at MCAS
Cherry Point.

Under all basing alternatives, the Marine Corps will conduct F-35B training and readiness
operations within existing Department of Defense (DoD)-managed airspace and training ranges
located on the East Coast including, but not limited to: restricted airspace (R)-3007 (inclusive of
Sections A, B, C, and D) and -5306A; Marine Corps Auxiliary Landing Field (MCALF) Bogue;
Coastal Military Operating Areas (MOAs) 1 East and West, 2, 4, and 5; Core MOA; and
Warning Areas (W)-72, -122, -134, -157, -158, -159, -161, and -177. Training ranges include
Townsend Bombing Range (TBR) and Bombing Target (BT)-9 and -11.



A fifth alternative, the No Action Alternative, assumes no aircraft will be replaced, aircraft
operations will continue at the current level, and there will be no construction, demolition, or
personnel changes related to basing the F-35B aircraft on the East Coast. The No Action
Alternative does not meet the purpose and need of the action. The DoN selected Alternative 1 as
the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1, the Preferred Alternative, best meets the purpose and
need of the Proposed Action, and balances environmental impacts with mission requirements.

With a goal of identifying feasible alternative basing locations to fulfill the purpose and need for
the Proposed Action, the Marine Corps first examined all therëquirements for basing the F-35B.
Specifically, the Marine Corps evaluated candidate-basing alternatives relative to the following
screening criteria: proximity and access to airspace and training ranges; mission compatibility;
and sufficient infrastructure capacity to host the aircraft, personnel, and supporting elements. As
a result of the evaluations, 13 candidate bases were identified and subjected to initial analysis;
however, only MCAS Beaufort and MCAS Cherry Point satisfied all of the screening criteria and
were carried forward for full analysis in the ETS.

CEQ regulations (40 CFR 1 505.2[b]) require an Environmentally Preferable Alternative be
identified. The No Action Alternative would not introduce any new impacts different than the
affected environment, and for NEPA purposes, is considered the Environmentally Preferable
Alternative. The No Action Alternative does not meet the purpose and need for the Proposed
Action.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: The Final ElS and this ROD are based on the most up-to-
date information regarding expected training operations. As the Marine Corps collectively gains
experience with the F-35B, both in training and in combat, greater understanding of its
capabilities and limitations will lead to development changes or different operations and training
requirements. The Marine Corps expects to continue updating training plans to reflect lessons
learned from training evolutions and deployment experience. Due to the evolving nature of these
F-35B training requirements, additional proposals for training areas and air space, on or off
DoD-owned lands, will likely emerge as necessary or useful for applying the aircraft’s
capabilities to ever-changing missions. Environmental impacts associated with such emerging
training requirements will be evaluated as appropriate under NEPA, and will, where applicable,
include consultations pursuant to Federal, State, and local laws, rules, and regulations.

The Marine Corps prepared an ElS to evaluate the potential environmental impacts associated
with the implementation of each of the alternatives carried forward for analysis. Impacts were
assessed for the following resource areas at MCAS Beaufort and MCAS Cherry Point: airfields
and airspace; noise; air quality; hazardous materials, toxic substances, and hazardous waste;
safety; land use; socioeconomics; environmental justice/protection of children; community
services; utilities and infrastructure; ground traffic and transportation; biological resources;
geology, topography, and soils; water resources; cultural resources; and coastal zone
management. In addition, the following resource areas at MCALF Bogue and core training areas
were assessed: airspace use and management, noise, air quality, land use, and safety. Discussions
of impacts are integrated throughout Chapters 4, 5, 6, and 7 of the Final EIS.
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The Preferred Alternative will not result in impacts that exceed regulatory standards and will be
implemented consistent with existing plans, programs, and standards for any of the resource
areas analyzed in the ETS. However, potential impacts due to aircraft-generated noise will occur
due to operational changes at the airfields. These impacts are presented below.

Noise
Impact analysis of noise on land use categories focuses on those areas affected by airfield noise
as defined by the Air Installation Compatible Use Zone Program (AICUZ). The land uses that
are most sensitive to noise typically include residential and commercial areas, public services,
and areas associated with cultural sensitivities and recreational activities. Under the AICUZ
program, three Noise Zones are identified for community compatibility purposes. Noise Zone I
includes areas exposed to noise levels less than 65 decibels (dB) using averaged sound levels that
occur during the day and night (or DNL). Noise Zone II comprises those areas exposed to noise
levels of 65 to 75 dB DNL, and Noise Zone III comprises those areas exposed to noise levels
greater than 75 dB DNL.

At MCAS Beaufort, on/off-station areas affected by DNL greater than or equal to 65 dB will
increase by 203 acres; affecting approximately 1,690 additional people; and 498 additional
housing units. Noise Zone II acreage will decrease over all land use categories with the exception
of medium density residential, urban, and public lands. Noise Zone III acreage will increase over
low-density residential, commercial, light industrial, public, and MCAS Beaufort lands. No
schools will be exposed to DNL greater than or equal to 65 dB. Speech interference for the area
around MCAS Beaufort will likely continue. No residential areas are at risk for Potential Hearing
Loss (PHL) on MCAS Beaufort; based on census data from 2000, approximately 48 additional
people would be exposed to DNL greater than or equal to 80 dB as a result of the proposed
action. However, that exposure is not anticipated to result in permanent hearing loss. A detailed
discussion of this issue is provided in the Final ElS on pages 4-17 and 4-18 and in Appendix D.

At MCAS Cherry Point, on/off-station areas affected by DNL greater than or equal to 65 dB will
increase by 3,380 acres; affecting approximately 1,657 additional people; and 194 additional
housing units. Noise Zone II acreage will increase over all types of land use areas, with the
exception of light industrial where it will decrease. Noise Zone III acreage will increase in all
categories, with the exception of medium density residential where it will remain unchanged and
commercial where it will decrease. As shown on page 5-16 of the Final ETS, five schools
currently are exposed to DNL greater than or equal to 65 dB (1 to levels of 65-70 dB; three to
levels of 70-75 dB; and 1 to levels of 77-80 dB). Under the Preferred Alternative, DNL exposure
for those schools will remain within the same contour (e.g., the school exposed to 65-75 dB DNL
will continue to be exposed to 65-70 dB DNL). DNL at the schools will continue to exceed land
use recommendations defined in the AICUZ program and Department of Housing and Urban
Development guidelines. Periodic speech interference for certain areas around MCAS Cherry
Point will likely continue. No residential areas are at risk for PHL on MCAS Cherry Point; based
on census data from 2000, approximately 39 additional people would be exposed to DNL
greater than or equal to 80 dB as a result of the proposed action. However, that exposure is not
anticipated to result in permanent hearing loss. A detailed discussion of this issue is provided in
the Final EIS on page 5-14 and in Appendix D.
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At MCALF Bogue, on/off-station areas affected by DNL greater than or equal to 65 dB will
increase by 1,580 acres; decrease by 17 housing units; and result in no net changes in the
population exposed to that noise level. No schools will be exposed to DNL greater than or equal
to 65 dB. Periodic speech interference for the area around MCALF Bogue will likely continue.
No residential areas proximate to MCALF Bogue are at risk for PHL; based on census data from
2000, approximately 14 fewer people would be exposed to DNL greater than or equal to 80 dB
as a result of the proposed action. Exposure is not anticipated to result in permanent hearing loss.
A detailed discussion of this issue is provided in the Final EIS on page 6-20 and in Appendix D.

Potential noise impacts were calculated using the highest potential operational tempo (i.e.
number of potential operations and number of potential aircraft) and represent the most
conservative estimate of impacts.

Change from Final EIS
Since publication of the Final EIS, MCAS Beaufort engineers determined that because of
existing soil conditions at the construction location of the first PTC construction hangar,
approximately 175,000 cubic yards of soil (about 24 acres by 6 feet deep) will be needed for
surcharging. A surcharge is a pile of earth whose weight serves as a load to accelerate the
compression of softer soils beneath a construction site, in this case to accommodate a hangar. By
compressing soils, the amount of structural settling will be reduced or eliminated. The proposed
soil borrow site is an already disturbed site located on Air Station property. The soil will be
removed from the borrow area, placed onto the hangar construction site, and subsequently
managed so as to reduce erosion and sedimentation during the compression phase. Once the
required level of compression has been accomplished, the borrowed soil will be removed,
returned to the borrow area, and the borrow site re-vegetated to reduce erosion. MCAS Beaufort
Public Works will ensure the contractors will follow all requirements to minimize and avoid
erosion and sedimentation during all phases of construction, surcharging, and re-vegetation.

The Preferred Alternative, when considered with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable
future actions, will not have significant cumulative impacts to resources. The geographic scope
of this cumulative analysis includes the two Air Stations, airfields, and associated airspace at
MCAS Beaufort, MCAS Cherry Point, MCALF Bogue, as well as training airspace and ranges.

At the ranges and in training airspace, operations by military aircraft and F-35Bs will occur at
TBR, BTs 9 and 11, as well as in existing special use airspace (i.e., restricted areas, military
operations areas, and warning areas). The cumulative total operations will be within the capacity
of the ranges and within each airspace unit, and as such, no conflicts with range and/or airspace
management or use will occur and no cumulative impacts will result. Overall, noise levels from
cumulative actions will not change from those presented under the Preferred Alternative.

The potential effects of proposed green house gas (GHG) emissions are by nature global and
cumulative impacts. The ETS compared GHG emissions that will occur from the Preferred
Alternative to the U.S. GHG baseline inventory of 2006 to determine the relative increase in
proposed GHG emissions. These data show that carbon dioxide equivalent (C02e) emissions
associated with the Preferred Alternative will amount to approximately 0.0007 percent of the
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total C02e emissions generated by the U.S. Therefore, cumulative GHG emission and the
potential to affect climate change will be negligible. However, the Marine Corps is developing
and implementing energy conservation programs, as well as participating in the development of
renewable energy projects designed to reduce dependence on fossil fuels.

MITIGATION MEASURES AND MONITORING: For purposes of the Final EIS,
mitigation measures are defined as those measures to be implemented above and beyond those
already required under regulation and the permitting processes. Use of North Carolina and South
Carolina state regulation best management practices (BMPs), application of activities prescribed
in existing natural and cultural resource management plans,implementation of construction
permit requirements, and adherence to state, federal, and local regulations will continue to apply
for the F-35B East Coast Basing proposal since they are part of existing Marine Corps
management actions to minimize impacts.

In response to public concerns related to noise and safety, the Amphibious Assault Ship Training
Facility (LHD/LHA) was relocated at MCAS Beaufort. This change is discussed in sections
4.3.2,4.6.2,4.7.2,4.9.2,4.15.2, and 4.17.2 of the Final EIS.

In terms of measures to mitigate noise impacts, comments on the Final EIS have suggested the
need for additional measures. Based on the nature of the comments, examples could include
noise attenuation construction, modification of flight patterns, or modification of base operating
procedures. The Marine Corps does not plan to adopt such measures at this time; however, as
noted in the following paragraph, will reevaluate the need for such measures as more noise
modeling data become available.

Once the F-35B is operating at each installation, the squadrons will have time to either employ
the operational profiles defined for this analysis or modify them to accommodate the unique
qualities of the F-35B. At that future time, the Marine Corps will conduct additional noise
modeling in order to validate the original assessment of potential noise impacts. In addition, if
the above referenced evaluation concludes that substantial differences exist between the noise
impacts presented in the Final EIS and newly modeled impacts, the Marine Corps will include
that data in the AICUZ program so that impacts on sensitive receptors such as schools can be
better assessed. Implementation of this program is a requirement for all installations, and
involves detailed study of actual operations, flight tracks, hours of operation, and other factors to
provide recommendations to the community regarding compatible land use. However, these
described efforts may not mitigate all potential noise impacts.

AGENCY COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION: The Air Force participated in the
preparation of the ElS as a Cooperating Agency, as the Air Force has special expertise for shared
use of the Air National Guard at Townsend Bombing Range and in developing environmental
documentation for the initial JSF joint training site at Eglin Air Force Base. The Marine Corps
also initiated consultation with the South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental
Control and 15 federally recognized Native American tribes.
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Coastal Zone Management Act Consultation
A Coastal Consistency Determination (Appendix G of the Final EIS) was sent to the South
Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control, Office of Ocean and Coastal
Resource Management on July 23, 2010 and concurrence was received on September 16, 2010.
A Negative Determination was sent to the North Carolina Department of Environment and
Natural Resources, Division of Coastal Management on August 10, 2010 and concurrence was
received on November 23, 2010.

Federally Recognized Native American Tribes
Letters and copies of the Draft EIS and Final EIS Executive Summary were distributed to 15
federally recognized Native American tribes during the 45-day public comment period and 30-
day wait period, respectively. Two responsive comments were received during the 30-day wait
period. The Catawba Indian Nation had no concerns with the preferred alternative though they
did suggest that shovel testing for the purpose of determining whether archaeological deposits
are present be completed in wooded areas prior to construction. The Tuscarora Nation stated that
they would like to be notified if human remains are unearthed.

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ON THE FINAL EIS: The Marine Corps reviewed and
considered all comments that were received during the 30-day wait period (October 22, 2010
through November 22, 2010) following the issuance of the NOA of the Final EIS. A total of 337
comments were received on the Final EIS. A description of comments received is provided
below. The majority of comments, 71%, were in full support of the proposed action and the
preferred alternative; approximately 14% support another alternative and approximately 15%
either object to the entire effort, objected to the analyses presented in the EIS, or were technical
in nature. As was the case with comments received on the Draft EIS, objections expressed in the
Final EIS comments focused primarily on potential noise related impacts and safety concerns.
Noise comments were not substantially different from the noise comments received on the Draft
EIS and were already considered and addressed in the Final EIS.

Safety comments focused mainly on the proposal to base the Marine Corps F-35B PTC at MCAS
Beaufort, SC. This PTC will serve as the final stage of preparation before an F-35B pilot joins
an operational squadron as a combat-ready aviator. Prior to joining the PTC at MCAS Beaufort,
each pilot will have previously completed a two-year aviation training regimen known as “flight
school”, which culminates with his or her graduation from Naval Aviation’s advanced jet aircraft
training curriculum. The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) recognizes these “Winged”
aviators as professionally licensed aircrew. The PTC at MCAS Beaufort will then be responsible
for transforming these disciplined aviators into F-35B fighter-attack pilots. PTC events will
focus on individual aircraft and multi-plane F-35B tactics. A large percentage of these events
will be performed in next generation state-of-the-art simulators, involving a substantial number
of simulator flights prior to initial aircraft sorties. In addition, the majority of flight events will
be executed within the confines of dedicated special use airspace. Whether re-qualifying
experienced aircrew or preparing first-tour pilots for initial operational responsibilities, the PTC
will utilize regimented standard operating procedures and maintain Naval Aviation’s highest
commitment to safety.
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CONCLUSION: After careful consideration of the purpose and need for the Proposed Action,
the analysis contained in the Final EIS, and comments received on the Draft and Final EIS from
federal, state, and local agencies, non-governmental organizations, and individual members of
the public, I have decided to proceed with the Preferred Alternative which entails an
operationally balanced, split-basing of squadrons at MCAS Beaufort (three operational
squadrons and the PTC) and MCAS Cherry Point (eight operational squadrons) for the East
Coast basing of the F-35B.

D te Roger M. Natsuhara
Principal Deputy Assistant Secretary of the

Navy (Energy, Installations and Environment)
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Beaufort Gazette

Beaufort Prepares For Possible Fighter-Jet
Announcement
Patrick Donohue

08 DEC 10

The Department of Navy could announce today how many Joint Strike Fighter squadrons will be
based at Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort, according to the Beaufort Regional Chamber of
Commerce.

The chamber scheduled a press conference at 3 p.m. today to discuss the allocation of 13 new JSF
squadrons between MCAS Beaufort and Marine Corps Air Station Cherry Point, N.C.

But it also scheduled an alternative time Friday, in case no decision is announced today.

Corps officials have said only that the decision would likely come this month.

"We've been told absolutely nothing," said Lt. Sharon Hyland, MCAS Beaufort spokeswoman.
"We're waiting with our fingers-crossed like everybody else in Beaufort."

A spokeswoman for U.S. Rep. Joe Wilson, R-West Columbia, whose district includes Beaufort
County, said Wilson's office also is in the dark about the Navy's plans.

"We're waiting on pins and needles," said spokeswoman Pepper Pennington.

The Navy is required to publish its decision in the Federal Register, but it's not clear if the Navy
or the air station would announce it locally.

The decision is the final chapter of a process that began in May, when the Navy published the first
draft of a report examining the environmental and socioeconomic effect of housing the jets at the
two bases.

That report, and a final version released this month, recommended basing three active-duty
squadrons and two training squadrons at MCAS Beaufort. The jet eventually will replace all of the
Marine Corps' F-18 Hornets, which now are flown at the air station. Variants of the JSF, also
known as the F-35, are to replace fighters flown by other military branches as well.

The Navy's proposal has drawn the support of several local, state and federal politicians, and the
ire of a group of more than 240 local residents who say too little is known about how much noise
the new jet will make. The F-35 is capable of taking off and landing vertically, an attribute that in
similar aircraft requires more thrust than conventional take-offs and landings require.

Extensive noise testing on the Marine Corps' variant of Joint Strike Fighter has yet to be
performed, according to Corps officials.

Most recently, Gov. Mark Sanford withheld his support for the proposal in a letter to Defense
Secretary Robert Gates. Sanford urged the secretary to send one of the fighter jets undergoing
flight tests at Naval Air Station Patuxent River, Md., to Beaufort for demonstration flights. The
flights would help calm local fears over jet noise, Sanford wrote.

It is still unknown whether such flights are possible, according to the Governor's Office.
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MARINE MAMMALS
Ukiah Daily Journal

Head of NOAA Addressing the Public Today in Ukiah
Justine Frederiksen

December 8, 2010

The head of the National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) will be in Ukiah today to
discuss issues surrounding the environment, wildlife and industry of the Mendocino County coast.

"The ocean and rivers of our district are essential to the well-being and prosperity of the families
and the economy of the North Coast," said Rep. Mike Thompson, (D-Napa), who requested that
NOAA Administrator Jane Lubchenco hold the public meeting with his constituents. ""I'm
pleased that (she) has agreed to come and listen to the concerns of the residents of our district."

At least one district resident is very concerned about the permit NOAA recently granted to the
U.S. Navy to begin five years of "warfare testing and exercises" in the Northwest Training Range
Complex, which includes Northern California, Oregon, Washington and Idaho.

"We are asking that she rescind the permit until we can protect some of our biologically sensitive
areas," said Rosalind Peterson, a Redwood Valley resident and president of the Agriculture
Defense Coalition, explaining that NOAA is planning to hold workshops to identify what areas
need protection. "Why not delay (the testing) until the workshops are completed. That's all we're
asking for."

Peterson said the Navy's mitigation measures only protect mammals "9 percent of the time," and
that testing of sonar may disrupt both the salmon and gray whale migrations. She said this would
have severe impacts on not only the animals, but on the tourism and fishing industries as well.

"It isn't that we're saying the Navy shouldn't be able to practice, but we think a lot of this testing is
redundant, and some areas should be protected," she added. "We think the testing should be on
hold until NOAA has identified the biologically sensitive areas."

The Mendocino County Board of Supervisors agrees, and drafted a letter to that effect in October.

"It is illogical to needlessly permit the Navy to further negatively impact protected species at the
same time other agencies are investing significant funding in recovery efforts," states the Oct. 12
letter addressed to Lubchenco and signed by board chair and Supervisor Carre Brown. "We
strongly concur with (Rep. Thompson's letter stating) that it is "unacceptable that the Navy will
not even consider some restrictions on its activities to reduce its potentially significant, but in
many cases largely unknown, impacts on marine resources nor provide specific justification for its
compelling need to avoid any restrictions."

The supervisors' letter goes on to state that the board "concur(s) with the Humboldt County Board
of Supervisors that the only viable mitigation for our coast is avoidance,' and we further request
that NOAA delay issuance of the required permit for 60 days to allow the public additional time to
comment."

Peterson said she is also concerned that some of the Navy's testing could trigger earthquakes and
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result in toxic chemicals and debris left behind.

"We're going to turn in petitions signed by thousands and thousands of residents -- two binders
full of signatures -- asking that NOAA rescind the permit," she said.

Lubchenco will be at the Board of Supervisors Chambers at 501 Low Gap Road from 1 to 3 p.m.
today taking comments. Speakers from various entities are invited to make a short presentation
and there will be time to respond to written questions.
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Examiner.com

Meet Navy-NOAA heads killing millions sea animals
Deborah Dupré

Human Rights Examiner

December 6th, 2010 9:07 pm ET

Public meetings about approved Navy 5-year war testing off California coast...

NOAA issued the permit and Letter of Authorization to the Navy, finalized November 12, 2010,
part of which is below. It protects no National Marine Sanctuaries, Marine Reserves, Biologically
Sensitive Areas and does not stop the Navy from testing new weapons systems (including sonar),
during gray whale migrations or salmon migrations…

The full text of the article and multiple resource links are available on the Examiner found here:
http://www.examiner.com/human-rights-in-national/meet-navy-heads-planning-to-kill-millions-
more-sealife

http://www.examiner.com/human-rights-in-national/meet-navy-heads-planning-to-kill-millions-more-sealife
http://www.examiner.com/human-rights-in-national/meet-navy-heads-planning-to-kill-millions-more-sealife
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Times-Standard

Navy on deck to answer questions about West Coast
training grounds
John Driscoll

The Times-Standard

Posted: 12/05/2010 01:14:49 AM PST

The U.S. Navy has decided to hold a set of public meetings about its proposed expansion of
training grounds on the West Coast, after concerns about environmental effects reached the
surface.

Rep. Mike Thompson requested the meetings on the Northwest Training Range Complex, which
stretches from the Puget Sound area to the water off southern Humboldt County. In all, the range
is 122,400 square nautical miles. Most air, surface and subsurface training occurs off Washington,
and in California, exercises take place from 12 to 250 miles offshore.

Concerns about harm to marine mammals, the rich fisheries off the coast and the use of depleted
uranium in ammunition have been raised since the Navy first released an environmental analysis
of the expansion earlier this year.

In the environmental document, the Navy says that shock waves from inert bombs, intact missiles
and targets hitting the water's surface could injure fish and that underwater explosions -- in
designated areas off Washington -- could hurt invertebrates. But the report determines that the
effects would not be significant overall.

Sonar emissions and increased ship traffic may affect marine mammals along the coast, the report
reads, but the intensity, duration and frequency of its use isn't likely to hurt protected species.

Thompson, D-St. Helena, said that he wants a trained Navy, especially given the terrorist threats
the United States faces -- but he wants the Navy to minimize its effects n sensitive marine areas.
He said the Navy should not proceed with the range expansion until the scientific studies it has
ordered are done.

”My biggest concern is they're moving ahead before we really know if there's danger they can
do,” Thompson said.

Thompson also said he's appreciative that the Navy is willing to come and hear from concerned
citizens.

IF YOU GO:

What: Navy hearing on training range

When: Dec. 15 from 5-7 p.m. at Wharfinger Building in Eureka

and Dec. 16 from 5 to 7 p.m. at Pentecost Hall in Fort Bragg
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OUTLYING LANDING FIELD –
NC & VA
Tidewater News

Va. Beach to blame for Navy’s interest in Western
Tidewater
By Tony Clark

Published 10:28am Saturday, December 4, 2010

The Navy’s decision to pursue use of Franklin Municipal Airport raises a number of legitimate
concerns; safety, quality-of-life issues and environmental and financial considerations all must be
studied and taken into account…

…But in my opinion, the reason these two proposals, for all their differences, are inexorably
linked is the same reason we have been confronted with this debate in the first place: because the
City of Virginia Beach has created an environment that is untenable for the Navy and unsafe for
its residents and has caused instability and uncertainty regarding the future of Naval Air Station
Oceana…

The full text of the opinion piece is available on the Tidewater News website found here:
http://www.tidewaternews.com/2010/12/04/va-beach-to-blame-for-navy%E2%80%99s-interest-
in-western-tidewater/

http://www.tidewaternews.com/2010/12/04/va-beach-to-blame-for-navy%E2%80%99s-interest-in-western-tidewater/
http://www.tidewaternews.com/2010/12/04/va-beach-to-blame-for-navy%E2%80%99s-interest-in-western-tidewater/
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Daily Press
Editorial: Sound of freedom

Isle of Wight should be proud to welcome the Navy to train at
a local airport
1:10 p.m. EST, December 8, 2010

There's more to patriotism than slapping a "Support our troops" decal on the car and mouthing
thanks to veterans when November rolls around.

There's also the obligations that go along with the real meaning of the word, like service and
sacrifice.

Men and women in uniform serve and sacrifice to protect our nation and its interests.

It's appalling when the rest of us display the real measure of our gratitude by refusing to make
even small sacrifices to allow them to do their job well.

The latest display is the Isle of Wight County Board of Supervisors' unanimous opposition to the
Navy's plan to train pilots at the lightly used Franklin airport. The objection is mainly to the noise,
although the Navy plans to do touch-and-go landings with turbo-prop aircraft, not noisier jets.

While the airport is owned by the city of Franklin, it's located in the county, where some residents
and their elected officials are balking. Yes, the noise might inconvenience them, but some of the
same craft, and much larger jets, land often at the airport in Newport News without any ill effect.
As people who live near Langley and Oceana know, the sound of aircraft is the sound of freedom.
And in this case, the sound of cha-ching, as the economic benefits of the Navy's activities would
help a community hard hit by the closing of the International Paper mill. Some people worry the
Navy's use could interfere with development around the airport, but given all the open space in the
county, it can surely accommodate its development needs elsewhere.

Most of us can hardly imagine what it would be like to land on the deck of an aircraft carrier, in
the dark on roiling seas. It takes enormous skill — and practice. Much of that practice takes place
on land, but it has to be in an place that's far enough removed from the lights of urban life to
recreate the conditions that a pilot approaching a carrier faces.

The Franklin airport, the Navy decided, will do, temporarily. It's fairly remote but close enough to
Norfolk to be convenient (crews won't have to travel to Florida to train). The Navy has a long-
standing claim — it used the airport during World War II and when it turned the facility over to
the city of Franklin, it was with the condition that the Navy could always have access if it needed
it.

Now it needs it.

What the Navy really needs is a new outlying landing field. Fentress Field in Chesapeake, the
practice facility associated with the East Coast Master Jet Base at Oceana, is compromised by
development. The Navy is eyeing several sites that are necessarily far from developed areas, but
it's getting push-back from people in Virginia and North Carolina who are fine with accepting the
Navy's protective service but don't want to be inconvenienced in order to allow it to function. It's
especially disappointing when the opposition comes from people like Rep. Randy Forbes, who

http://www.dailypress.com/topic/us/virginia/isle-of-wight-county-PLGEO100101161000000.topic
http://www.dailypress.com/topic/us/virginia/newport-news-city/newport-news-%28newport-news-virginia%29-PLGEO100101184030000.topic
http://www.dailypress.com/topic/economy-business-finance/international-paper-company-ORCRP008049.topic
http://www.dailypress.com/topic/us/florida-PLGEO100100400000000.topic
http://www.dailypress.com/topic/unrest-conflicts-war/wars-interventions/world-war-ii-%281939-1945%29-EVHST00000110.topic
http://www.dailypress.com/topic/us/north-carolina-PLGEO100100900000000.topic
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represents a district that benefits from the military but opposes a practice field within it.

There's something hypocritical about this region bemoaning the economic hit it will take when
JFCOM closes up shop and an aircraft carrier moves to Florida but yanking in the welcome mat
on another Navy operation. From Hampton to Norfolk, localities make sacrifices for the military
and enjoy the benefits it brings; perhaps they can illuminate Isle of Wight's leaders on how that
works.

And there's this: The Franklin airport was happy to receive $2.6 million in federal stimulus money
to upgrade its runway. Now it's payback time.

It's easy to be a patriot so long as someone else is making the sacrifices. The sacrifice Isle of
Wight and Franklin are being asked to make is small compared to those made by the men and
women of the Navy. Instead of griping about noise, they should be proud to offer their airport in
its service.

http://www.dailypress.com/topic/us/virginia/hampton-county/hampton-%28hampton-virginia%29-PLGEO100101154030000.topic
http://www.dailypress.com/topic/us/virginia/isle-of-wight-county/isle-of-wight-%28isle-of-wight-virginia%29-PLGEO100101161030000.topic
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