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Appendix H
Comments Received on the Draft EA

Section 1
Public Comments Received



Public Comments Received

Last Name First Name Date Received
Abbott Janice December 11, 2021
Abel Nathaniel December 14, 2021
Adams Wendy December 4, 2021
Alexander Connie November 29, 2021
Alexander Connie December 31, 2021
Alexander Eunice December 4, 2021
Allegretto Lawrence November 28, 2021
Alters Daniel November 20, 2021
Anonymous 1 December 3, 2021
Anonymous 2 December 5, 2021
Asinger Tim December 1, 2021
Atkinson Marianne December 5, 2021
Baker Donna October 30, 2021
Barber Karen October 28, 2021
Barber Karen December 7, 2021
Barbour David October 20, 2021
Barbour Robert November 20, 2021
Barr Laurie December 31, 2021
Bauman Doug December 2, 2021
Beck Susan December 27, 2021
Berkowitz Henry December 9, 2021
Bill December 4, 2021
Bochanski John December 12, 2021
Bowers Jim December 3, 2021
Bowes Jo Ann November 23, 2021
Brandom Barbara December 3, 2021
Brooks Dawn December 31, 2021
Bryant Brent November 30, 2021
Bucheit Fred November 24, 2021
Buriak Dan December 6, 2021
Buss Steven December 4, 2021
Caldwell-Young Martha November 21, 2021
Campbell Benita December 4, 2021
Cardellino Dave December 20, 2021
Cavanaugh Janice December 29, 2021
Cickay Steve December 14, 2021
Clark CIiff April 6, 2021
Clark Jennifer December 13, 2021
Clark Sandra December 4, 2021
Clifford Stephen December 4, 2021
Colatch John December 3, 2021
Cole Carol November 14, 2021
Cole Carol November 27, 2021
Colucci Pia November 20, 2021
Conlin Brandon December 14, 2021
Coons Heather November 2, 2021
Copenhafer Jordan December 29, 2021
Crowley Daniel December 3, 2021




Public Comments Received

Last Name First Name Date Received
Dabanian Kathy November 20, 2021
Detar Jason December 12, 2021
Dettwiler Peggy December 29, 2021
Dignazio Teri December 5, 2021
Dillett Pamela November 22, 2021
Dillett Pamela December 12, 2021
Dillon Susan January 20, 2022
Dodson Ryan November 21, 2021
Dodson Ryan December 5, 2021
Dolan Susan November 16, 2021
Drumbheller Lois November 7, 2021
Eckenroth Debra December 30, 2021
Eisenhour Kenneth December 29, 2021
Elias Karen December 4, 2021
Elias Karen December 10, 2021
Elliot Jennifer December 5, 2021
Errick Dave December 7, 2021
Errick Dave December 7, 2021
Ershler Amy December 27, 2021
Fahy Helen December 14, 2021
Fiorini Mark December 9, 2021
Fishman Janet December 19, 2021
Fitch Brenda December 13, 2021
Fitch Brenda December 13, 2021
Fitzgerald Loren November 30, 2021
Fleisch John December 9, 2021
Fuhrman David November 17, 2021
Giambelluca Peggy December 13, 2021
Gilmore Jason January 13, 2022
Golla Bonnie December 29, 2021
Greisinger Eric December 14, 2021
Gunderson Jacquelyn December 18, 2021
Habashy Noel December 6, 2021
Hancock Patricia December 11, 2021
Harris Larry & Sheila December 20, 2021
Heckbert Paul November 24, 2021
Heller Joan November 16, 2021
Heller Lance November 17, 2021
Hendrix Mark December 31, 2021
Henkel Patrise December 9, 2021
Henry Maureen December 11, 2021
Heston Mary Anne December 8§, 2021
Heston Mary Anne December 9, 2021
Hickey Brendan December 18, 2021
Hingson George December 13, 2021
Hinman Linda December 22, 2021
Hixson Rick December 30, 2021
Hoffman Virginia November 16, 2021




Public Comments Received

Last Name First Name Date Received
Hoffman Virginia December 14, 2021
Hoffman Virginia April 22,2022
Holtz Tim December 6, 2021
Horowitz Laura November 20, 2021
Horowitz Laura December 5, 2021
Hricak Georgina & James December 31, 2021
Hrobuchak David December 5, 2021
Huggins Richard December 11, 2021
Hunts November 24, 2021
Hyde Linda December 15, 2021
Janarella Vito & Wendy December 31, 2021
Jones Karlie December 31, 2021
Jonsey November 28, 2021
Kaufman Ray December 11, 2021
Kavalukas Brian December 3, 2021
Kelley Paul December 3, 2021
Kennedy Dan November 20, 2021
Kenny Thomas & Marguerite | December 5, 2021
Kerrigan Kathleen December 4, 2021
Kessler Thomas December 7, 2021
Kessler Tim December 7, 2021
Ketchum Blake November 20, 2021
Kirby Martha December 5, 2021
Klingaman Linda December 27, 2021
Knapp Susan December 6, 2021
Knefley Michael April 22,2021
Kober Wayne December 6, 2021
Kochel Jeffrey December 15, 2021
Kovacovsky Georgann December 20, 2021
Kyle Daniel December 31, 2021
Lantz Aron December 16, 2021
Latterman Holly December 2, 2021
Laubscher Wayne December 31, 2021
Leitch Mary Ann November 20, 2021
Lemnitzer Anna December 14, 2021
Lerch Susan December 10, 2021
Leske Dave December 20, 2021
Levengood Greg December 14, 2021
Levin Jon November 20, 2021
Lieberman Alexis December 9, 2021
Logan Donna December 5, 2021
Loigman Bruce December 9, 2021
Lyman Thomas November 14, 2021
Lynch Mary Lynn December 6, 2021
Macdonald Leo November 21, 2021
MacKenzie Therese November 20, 2021
Madden Barbara December 23, 2021
Marshall Dean November 22, 2021




Public Comments Received

Last Name First Name Date Received
Marshall Dean December 4, 2021
Marusiak Matthew April 28, 2021
Mato Scott December 5, 2021
Mato Shelly November 2, 2021
Mato Shelly November 5, 2021
McDonald Thomas December 13, 2021
McElwaine Andrew December 29, 2021
McGeeney Bill December 11, 2021
McKinney Vicky November 13, 2021
Messina Edward December 7, 2021
Middleton John December 8, 2021
Miller J Charles November 13, 2021
Miller Jason December 15, 2021
Miller Jared December 8, 2021
Moon Vicki December 21, 2021
Morello Lou December 5, 2021
Moyer Ben November 22, 2021
Nachman Anna Marie December 15, 2021
Nachman Edward December 15, 2021
Newhouse Carolyn December 20, 2021
Nolt Jeffrey December 12, 2021
Olshefskie Carl November 23, 2021
Ott Mark December 6, 2021
Parana John November 21, 2021
Park November 16, 2021
Patrick Nancy December 15, 2021
Paul Judy December 6, 2021
Pell Melissa December 12, 2021
Perrin Juliet November 30, 2021
Peters Donna No Date
Pettigrew Ann December 4, 2021
Philibotte Jason December 10, 2021
Piorkowski Stanley December 4, 2021
Pollack Mary December 17, 2021
Reed Kevin December 1, 2021
Reed Kevin December 3, 2021
Reeder Rose November 20, 2021
Reeder Rose December 10, 2021
Reichstall December 20, 2021
Rice James December 9, 2021
Richard Patricia December 26, 2021
Richard Patricia December 28, 2021
Richard Patricia December 28, 2021
Richard Patricia December 29, 2021
Rickard Charles December 30, 2021
Rickard Pat December 30, 2021
Roberts David December 4, 2021
Robinson Robert December 3, 2021




Public Comments Received

Last Name First Name Date Received
Roden Paul December 4, 2021
Ross Robert November 20, 2021
S. Travis December 3, 2021
Schaeffer Laurie December 2, 2021
Schaitkin Lauri December 13, 2021
Schenkein Ronnie December 21, 2021
Schenkein Ronnie December 31, 2021
Scoufield Gail December 22, 2021
Seltzer Elizabeth November 20, 2021
Serafini Joseph December 2, 2021
Shaffer Theodore December 14, 2021
Shipley Jason November 20, 2021
Sidecar Tourz December 21, 2021
Slyder Linda December 31, 2021
Smedley Vicki December 14, 2021
Snyder John December 5, 2021
Snyder John & Olga December 24, 2021
Sourbeer Ben December 16, 2021
St. John Katherine November 30, 2021
Stahr Stanley December 8, 2021
Steele Michael & Laura December 4, 2021
Stickles Bill November 24, 2021
Story Julie December 13, 2021
Stretavski Kevin December 2, 2021
Swanson Jason December 14, 2021
Swanson Nancy December 19, 2021
Tompkins Phillip November 21, 2021
Tompkins Philip November 21, 2021
Trayer Lee December 5, 2021
Trowbridge Alice December 31, 2021
Truax Gary January 18, 2022
Tucker Terry December 31, 2021
Turek John December 27, 2021
Ulmer Stephanie December 5, 2021
Vuccola Craig November 16, 2021
Wadsworth Andrew November 20, 2021
Wagner Raymond December 23, 2021
Wagner Sandra December 19, 2021
Walls Jerry November 1, 2021
Walls Jerry November 21, 2021
Walls Jerry November 28, 2021
Walt Steven December 6, 2021
Wasserman John December 4, 2021
Wear 111 Jack December 21, 2021
Webber Melissa December 8, 2021
Weidner Samantha November 28, 2021
Welfling Alison November 3, 2021
Wingert H Eugene November 21, 2021




Public Comments Received

Last Name First Name Date Received
Wolferman Sondra No Date
Wolstenholme Ralph November 27, 2021
Yearick David & Julene December 3, 2021
Zang Elizabeth November 3, 2021




From: Janice Abbott

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] NO MOA for PA WILDS
Date: Saturday, December 11, 2021 4:11:33 PM

I am writing to express my disapproval of a MOA in the PA Wilds. It is wrong to even
consider doing a MOA in this protected area. This area should not have even been considered .

Sincerely,
Janice . Abbott



From: Nathaniel Abel

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA Low

Date: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 3:27:45 PM
Hi,

I assume you get many comments from people who are lovers of the wild areas. Most of them
commenting how you will ruin it.

I am an avid backpacker who regularly spends time in places like the Hammersely Wild Area.
I would find it awesome if while backpacking I would get a fly-by. Count me in.

I would find it an awesome experience that would be outside of my ordinary life, which is
what [ am seeking in my outdoor excursions.



From: WA

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] National Guard should not strafe PA Wilds
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 7:37:22 AM

There should be an opportunity for public comment from impacted areas and an Environment
Impact assessment before the Maryland National Guard allows tree top practice exercises in
the PA Wilds. My family and scouts visit several parks in this area, including Cherry Springs,
and we highly value the safety, serenity, and community there. Having been strafed while
touring the Scottish highlands, I know it can be a loud and terrifying experience that should
not be permitted near public hiking trails.

This proposed training area is the largest stretch of wilderness remaining in Pennsylvania, with
2 National Scenic rivers and 12 state parks. Making this a training area will harm wildlife and
interfere with public use of the land. The National Guard must explain this plan and seek
approval from the public.

Sincerely,
Wendy Adams
Doylestown, PA 18902



From: Connie Alexander [

Sent: Monday, November 29, 2021 8:59 AM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD [ < cH-R:x

KRISTI L G5-13 USAF ANGRC NGB/A4 ; NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS
Org <NGB.A4.A4A.NEPA.COMMENTS.Org@us.af.mil>;

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Proposed Duke Low Level MOA

Major Andrien,

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the proposed Duke Low Level MOA draft
Environmental Assessment and draft FONSI. I am attaching my letter that I have sent to the
Potter County Commissioners and other officials and organizations. Iam a concerned cifizen
of Potter County and am not in favor of the change fo the existing Duke MOA.

While researching the need to lower the flight level. it has become apparent to me that AF
Bases throughout the country are proposing changes to existing airspace. They appear to be
doing this "piecemeal” and not through a Programmatic NEPA analysis.

T have taken a look at the approved MOA revisions at Smokey Hill ANG Range (KS) and
Holloman Air Force Base (NM). and the proposed Evers MOA (WV, VA), Moody AFB (GA)
and the Alpena Airspace (MI). There may be others. At Moody. the proposed airspace is
lowered to 100 ft AGL in very limited circumstances. With the Evers proposal. the low level
fraining (1000" AGL) is reportedly over abandoned strip mines. This is in sharp contrast to the
proposed Duke Low Level MOA with relativelv few exceptions fo the 100 ft AGL. This
knowledge gives me no confidence that the proposed Duke EA and FONSI are sound.

complete and adequately protect human health and the environment. Iam not in favor of the
Duke MOA revisions and support the "No Action Alternative".

After conversations with friends and neighbors here in Potter County. I have found there is
very little knowledge of the Duke MOA proposed revisions. With an October 2021
publication. the proposal has come out during the very busy hunting and holiday seasons. Our
residents must have access to this information through public meetings that are well
publicized, available virtually. and serve all the various communities in the region. High
speed internet access is not available everywhere.

Thank-you for your consideration in this matter.
Respectfully submitted.

Connie Alexander
Shinglehouse, PA



Connie Alexander

November 26, 2021

Potter County Commissioners
Nancy Grupp, Chair

1 North Main Street
Coudersport, PA 16915

Re: Duke Low Level Military Operational Area (MOA) Proposal
https://www.175wg.ang.af mil/Duke-MOA-Low/

Dear Ms. Grupp

My husband and I chose Potter County as our retirement home in 2012 and have greatly enjoyed
the peace, quiet, and solitude that this area offers. It is an extraordinary experience to be able to
step out onto my porch and hear nothing but the sound of the wind blowing through the trees. It
1s a privilege that I have apparently taken for granted.

I have recently become aware of the Maryland Air National Guard’s proposal to convert the
existing Duke Military Operations Area into the Duke Low Level MOA for fighter jet pilot
training. They are planning on conducting exercises approximately 170 days a year for two hours
a day with perhaps 6 aircraft, primarily in Potter County. The Environmental Assessment (EA)
that has recently been made public states that “....individual low level overflights would be loud
enough to startle individuals and cause readily perceptible vibrations in homes and buildings
directly under their flight paths™ (page 3-26 ). Yet I am expected to accept the often repeated
statement, “These effects would be less than significant”. Who are they kidding! It is clear to
me that low level, high speed fighter jet pilot practice does not belong over a civilian
population. The risks to health and safety are too great and the long term negative health effects
have not been fully studied. The Maryland Air National has taken a real short cut at the expense
of the people of Potter County by not evaluating the proposal by way of a complete and
comprehensive Environmental Impact Statement.

I have great respect for our military. Both my husband and son-in-law are veterans of the Armed
Forces. However, the Air National Guard unit proposing flights into Potter County and the
military bases from which they originate are far removed physically, economically and
emotionally from this area, its people and the beauty of the landscape. This is atypical of the
normal military community and is a significant void in my opinion. I have real concerns that the
people of this region are being taken advantage of due to haste and oversight on the part of the
Maryland Air National Guard in the greatly deficient EA and FONSL



Furthermore, it is striking to me that the examination of alternative sites in the EA is so weak
and extremely limited given the importance and long term use necessary for required low level
training. For instance, the statement in the FAQ section that “...the US Navy has decreased the
amount of time an outside user is allowed to schedule their range” speaks of a much broader
Department of Defense (DOD) problem. The military apparently is requiring specific training
needs prior to providing the means in which to accomplish them. They are literally “putting the
cart before the horse* and the citizens of Potter County and beyond are being asked to pay the
price. Please see the attachment (Appendix 1) to this letter which is an important examination of
the apparent DOD policies and decisions that have led to the problem that we are facing today,
that of the potential for low level, high speed fighter jet pilot practice in our midst!

The citizens of Potter County are counting on you and all of our elected officials to protect OUR
best interests and health and safety. When evaluating your actions, please consider OUR shift
workers in our manufacturing and health care industries with daytime sleep requirements, OUR
local need for rapid aerial medical teams or search and rescue missions, OUR combat veterans
with PTSD seeking peace and solitude, OUR horseback riders and kids at summer camp who
will no longer be safe because of the rearing/bolting of their horse. The list goes on and on and
my love of quiet porch sitting pales in comparison. The Maryland National Guard should not get
a pass on the inadequate and hasty EA and FONSI that has been submitted.

It is fair and not unpatriotic to question any DOD decision that will have direct, negative
consequences to the people you serve. The DOD must address the new requirements for low
level fighter jet pilot practice at the national level. At the very least, at this point in time, the MD
ANG must submit a complete and carefully prepared Environmental Impact Statement for the
proposed Duke Low Level MOA. Thank you for your continued work and dedication to the
citizens of Potter County.

Very truly yours,
Connie Alexander

CC:

Maryland Air National Guard, Major Jeffrey Andrieu
Governor Tom Wolf

Senator Robert Casey

Senator Pat Tomey

Congressman Fred Keller

PA Senator Chris Dush

PA State Representative Martin Causer
PennFuture

Pennsylvania Chapter of the Sierra Club
Pennsylvania Environmental Defense Foundation
Pennsylvania Forest Coalition



Appendix 1

Comments on the ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR MODIFICATION OF DUKE
MILITARY OPERATIONS AREA (The Duke Assessment)

1.

The requirement for low level altitude training was generated by policy making at the DoD
level. The decision and policy emanating from that decision constitutes a major Federal
action pursuant to NEPA, and therefore, subject to NEPA analysis and documentation at a
programmatic level. A “major Federal action” is defined in NEPA as an agency action that
“significantly affect[s] the quality of the human environment”. The courts have previously
ruled that Agency Rules and policies can be considered major Federal actions as defined by
NEPA. Implementation of policies directing low level altitude training requires a broader
strategy to evaluate the best locations to implement and meet directed training demands and
under what conditions.

The decision and requirement originates from the National Defense Strategy dated 2018. The
following language has been taken from the Summary Document National Defense Strategy
2018 (Sharpening the American Military’s Competitive Edge) The US military, in order to
build a more lethal force, must “Modernize key capabilities. We cannot expect success
fighting tomorrow’s conflicts with yesterday’s weapons or equipment. To address the scope
and pace of our competitors’ and adversaries’ ambitions and capabilities, we must invest in
modernization of key capabilities through sustained, predictable budgets. Our backlog of
deferred readiness, procurement, and modernization requirements has grown in the last
decade and a half and can no longer be ignored. We will make targeted, disciplined
increases in personnel and platforms to meet key capability and capacity needs. The 2018
National Defense Strategy underpins our planned fiscal year 2019-2023 budgets,
accelerating our modernization programs and devoting additional resources in a sustained
effort to solidify our competitive advantage.” This is accomplished by: “Joint lethality in
contested environments. The Joint Force must be able to strike diverse targets inside
adversary air and missile defense networks to destroy mobile power-projection platforms.
This will include capabilities to enhance close combat lethality in complex terrain.”

The Draft ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT for the Georgia Moody Air Force
Base Comprehensive Airspace Initiative, SEPTEMBER 2020, makes clear the relationship
between the DoD decision and policy requirement for training operations at low level
altitudes, articulated in the 2018 Defense Strategy. The following language from the Moody
AFB EIS is as follows:
“From 1990 to 2018, the focus of Air Force training operations was against low-threat
enemies, which kept most aircraft training above 10,000 feet above ground level (AGL)
to avoid the threat. The National Defense Strategy of 2018 however refocused the Air
Force’s training to engage near-peer, high-threat enemies. This requires training at low
altitudes to avoid the threat envelope of modern surface-to-air missiles.”



2. It appears that existing training missions are attempting to meet DoD policy initiatives and a
NEPA analysis piecemeal through an “integration of parts”. Thus far, under comparable
conditions, each “part” has determined a different level of documentation is adequate.

In the eastern part of the US there are at least (2) efforts ongoing to expand air training
operations to include low level altitude flying. These actions are comparable in mission
scope. The first, and subject to this review, is the Duke Military Operations Area (MOA).
The Duke Environmental Assessment summarizes its purpose as follows: “The purpose of
the proposed action is to establish low-level airspace beneath the existing Duke MOA to
train and prepare military pilots and aircrews for current and future conflicts. The action
provides reasonable flexibility for aircrew usage and ATC de-confliction. The 175 WG
cannot train to realistic threat or target scenarios in the existing Duke MOA because the
airspace begins at 8,000 ft MSL (approximately 6,000 to 7,000 ft above ground level [AGL]
or the distance above the ground). Pilots operating the A-10C will regularly descend down
to 1,000 ft AGL or lower during a simulated gun or rocket delivery.......Simulated diving
weapon delivery profiles span the altitudes between 100 ft AGL and 18,000 ft MSL.” The AF
NGB contends the EA is adequate to conclude the NEPA analysis with an EA and a Finding
of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

Concurrent with the NEPA effort at the Duke MOA, Moody Air Force Base is proposing
new low-altitude Military Operations Areas (MOAs) immediately underneath existing
Special Use Airspaces (SUAs) within the Moody Airspace Complex to increase the capacity
of low-altitude MOAs and align the Moody Airspace Complex with the various aircraft
training missions at Moody Air Force Base (AFB), Georgia. Training flights at Moody are
being realigned or reconfigured to more appropriately accommodate the training missions at
low altitude (less than 8,000 feet MS). To date, Moody AFB has prepared a draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of
this Proposed Action.

3. The analysis of alternatives is incomplete and superficial.

The Definition of “Reasonable Alternatives” from Section 989 of the AF Implementing
Regulations for the Environmental Impact Assessment Process is as follows:

“Reasonable” alternatives are those that meet the underlying purpose and need for the proposed
action and that would cause a reasonable person to inquire further before choosing a particular
course of action. Reasonable alternatives are not limited to those directly within the power of the
Air Force to implement. They may involve another government agency or military service to
assist in the project or even to become the lead agency. The Air Force must also consider
reasonable alternatives raised during the scoping process (see § 989.18) or suggested by others,
as well as combinations of alternatives. The Air Force need not analyze highly speculative
alternatives, such as those requiring a major, unlikely change in law or governmental policy. If
the Air Force identifies a large number of reasonable alternatives, it may limit alternatives
selected for detailed environmental analysis to a reasonable range or to a reasonable number of
examples covering the full spectrum of alternatives. “



It is inconceivable that there are no other alternatives to the civilian airspace identified herein.
For purposes of this analysis, the AF arbitrarily limits the distance to the training airspace to 200
miles from Martin State Airport. The A-10 Wharthog has a flying speed of 420 mph and
cruising speed of 348 mph. It can be to Fort Drum NY in a little over an hour.

Failure to perform adequate coordination with existing military operations is not an adequate
justification to remove an alternative. As stated in Section 989 above, reasonable alternatives
may involve other governmental agencies or military service to assist in the project. Scheduling
conflicts at the Patuxent River Restricted Areas, or allowance of “reduced use by outside users”
appears to be an internal DoD issue. Apparently, it is easier to avoid internal discussions and
target civilian airspace. R-5002 (Warren Grove Range, NJ) and R-5802 (Ft Indiantown Gap,
PA) is eliminated because Airport R-5002 is not available when a range control officer is not
present? Why can’t additional personnel address this concern? Why weren’t the current military
operations considered in combination to accomplish mission objectives?

Based on Figure 2-6 of the EA, it appears heavy use airspace could be avoided enroute to areas
of Western Maryland. Maryland is home base for AF NGB components requiring low level
altitude training. Maryland receives the economic benefit of the base of operations. Why was
Western Maryland not considered?

A call for a Programmatic NEPA analysis for conducting low level airspace training is not only
required but would assist the DoD to develop a coherent plan to more efficiently and effectively
accomplish mission objectives. Moving operations into civilian airspace because the service
components fail to cooperate, and it’s easier, is not acceptable.



From: Connie Alexander

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD; KUCHAREK, KRISTI L GS-13 USAF ANGRC NGB/A4; NGB
A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Cc: Richard

artin,

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Proposed Duke Low Level MOA
Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 8:01:17 AM
Attachments: Connie Alexander Duke MOA EA + App 1 (6).pdf

Additional Comments Duke MOA EA 12-30-2021.pdf

Dear Major Andrieu and Ms. Kucharek:

I am a concerned citizen in Potter County, Pennsylvania and have submitted a letter
commenting on the proposal and addressed it to our Potter County Commissioners (November
26, 2021). I copied you and others at that time. I have not received a response or reply that my
letter has been received by your office and my concerns documented. I have attached that
letter today for completeness.

My purpose for writing again is to follow up on my previous letter and add additional
comments. These comments and my initial letter are attached below. Specifically, my
additional comments are in regard to: 1. The dismissal of the Evers MOA for 175th WG
training, 2. Low level pilot training procedures in a civilian environment, 3. Federal Aviation
Administration involvement, 4. Local weather concerns, and finally, 5. The historical
realignment of the A-10 aircraft out of Pennsylvania to Maryland due to BRAC. Please also
make these part of the proposed project's Administrative Record.

Additionally, I believe that it would be very useful in the interest of transparency, for a copy
of the entire Proposed Duke Low Level MOA Administrative Record to be made available for
information and review by the public. Perhaps it can be disseminated in a document provided
to our public libraries in the region.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.
Sincerely,

Connie Alexander

Shinilehousei PA

CC.

Nancy Grupp, Potter County Commissioners
Governor Tom Wolf*

Senator Robert Casey*

Senator Pat Toomey*

Congressman Fred Keller*

Congressman Glenn Thompson*

PA Senator Chris Dush

PA State Representative Martin Causer

PA Dept. of Conservation and Natural Resources*
PA Wilds Center for Entrepreneurship

PA Forest Coalition

PA Environmental Defense Foundation



PennFuture

PA Chapter of the Sierra Club*

Natural Resources Defense Council

Victor Sparrow, Director of Graduate Programs in Acoustics, Penn State
Mathias Basner,MD, University of Pennsylvania, School of Medicine

*copy sent by USPS



Connie Alexander

November 26, 2021

Potter County Commissioners
Nancy Grupp, Chair

1 North Main Street
Coudersport, PA 16915

Re: Duke Low Level Military Operational Area (MOA) Proposal
https://www.175wg.ang.af.mil/Duke-MOA-Low/

Dear Ms. Grupp

My husband and I chose Potter County as our retirement home in 2012 and have greatly enjoyed
the peace, quiet, and solitude that this area offers. It is an extraordinary experience to be able to
step out onto my porch and hear nothing but the sound of the wind blowing through the trees. It
is a privilege that I have apparently taken for granted.

I have recently become aware of the Maryland Air National Guard’s proposal to convert the
existing Duke Military Operations Area into the Duke Low Level MOA for fighter jet pilot
training. They are planning on conducting exercises approximately 170 days a year for two hours
a day with perhaps 6 aircraft, primarily in Potter County. The Environmental Assessment (EA)
that has recently been made public states that “....individual low level overflights would be loud
enough to startle individuals and cause readily perceptible vibrations in homes and buildings
directly under their flight paths” (page 3-26 ). Yet I am expected to accept the often repeated
statement, “These effects would be less than significant”. Who are they kidding! It is clear to
me that low level, high speed fighter jet pilot practice does not belong over a civilian
population. The risks to health and safety are too great and the long term negative health effects
have not been fully studied. The Maryland Air National has taken a real short cut at the expense
of the people of Potter County by not evaluating the proposal by way of a complete and
comprehensive Environmental Impact Statement.

I have great respect for our military. Both my husband and son-in-law are veterans of the Armed
Forces. However, the Air National Guard unit proposing flights into Potter County and the
military bases from which they originate are far removed physically, economically and
emotionally from this area, its people and the beauty of the landscape. This is atypical of the
normal military community and is a significant void in my opinion. I have real concerns that the
people of this region are being taken advantage of due to haste and oversight on the part of the
Maryland Air National Guard in the greatly deficient EA and FONSIL.



Furthermore, it is striking to me that the examination of alternative sites in the EA is so weak
and extremely limited given the importance and long term use necessary for required low level
training. For instance, the statement in the FAQ section that “...the US Navy has decreased the
amount of time an outside user is allowed to schedule their range” speaks of a much broader
Department of Defense (DOD) problem. The military apparently is requiring specific training
needs prior to providing the means in which to accomplish them. They are literally putting the
cart before the horse* and the citizens of Potter County and beyond are being asked to pay the
price. Please see the attachment (Appendix 1) to this letter which is an important examination of
the apparent DOD policies and decisions that have led to the problem that we are facing today,
that of the potential for low level, high speed fighter jet pilot practice in our midst!

The citizens of Potter County are counting on you and all of our elected officials to protect OUR
best interests and health and safety. When evaluating your actions, please consider OUR shift
workers in our manufacturing and health care industries with daytime sleep requirements, OUR
local need for rapid aerial medical teams or search and rescue missions, OUR combat veterans
with PTSD seeking peace and solitude, OUR horseback riders and kids at summer camp who
will no longer be safe because of the rearing/bolting of their horse. The list goes on and on and
my love of quiet porch sitting pales in comparison. The Maryland National Guard should not get
a pass on the inadequate and hasty EA and FONSI that has been submitted.

It is fair and not unpatriotic to question any DOD decision that will have direct, negative
consequences to the people you serve. The DOD must address the new requirements for low
level fighter jet pilot practice at the national level. At the very least, at this point in time, the MD
ANG must submit a complete and carefully prepared Environmental Impact Statement for the
proposed Duke Low Level MOA. Thank you for your continued work and dedication to the
citizens of Potter County.

Very truly yours,
Connie Alexander

CC:

Maryland Air National Guard, Major Jeffrey Andrieu
Governor Tom Wolf

Senator Robert Casey

Senator Pat Tomey

Congressman Fred Keller

PA Senator Chris Dush

PA State Representative Martin Causer
PennFuture

Pennsylvania Chapter of the Sierra Club
Pennsylvania Environmental Defense Foundation
Pennsylvania Forest Coalition



Appendix 1

Comments on the ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR MODIFICATION OF DUKE
MILITARY OPERATIONS AREA (The Duke Assessment)

1.

The requirement for low level altitude training was generated by policy making at the DoD
level. The decision and policy emanating from that decision constitutes a major Federal
action pursuant to NEPA, and therefore, subject to NEPA analysis and documentation at a
programmatic level. A “major Federal action” is defined in NEPA as an agency action that
“significantly affect[s] the quality of the human environment”. The courts have previously
ruled that Agency Rules and policies can be considered major Federal actions as defined by
NEPA. Implementation of policies directing low level altitude training requires a broader
strategy to evaluate the best locations to implement and meet directed training demands and
under what conditions.

The decision and requirement originates from the National Defense Strategy dated 2018. The
following language has been taken from the Summary Document National Defense Strategy
2018 (Sharpening the American Military’s Competitive Edge) The US military, in order to
build a more lethal force, must “Modernize key capabilities. We cannot expect success
fighting tomorrow’s conflicts with yesterday’s weapons or equipment. To address the scope
and pace of our competitors’ and adversaries’ ambitions and capabilities, we must invest in
modernization of key capabilities through sustained, predictable budgets. Our backlog of
deferred readiness, procurement, and modernization requirements has grown in the last
decade and a half and can no longer be ignored. We will make targeted, disciplined
increases in personnel and platforms to meet key capability and capacity needs. The 2018
National Defense Strategy underpins our planned fiscal year 2019-2023 budgets,
accelerating our modernization programs and devoting additional resources in a sustained
effort to solidify our competitive advantage.” This is accomplished by: “Joint lethality in
contested environments. The Joint Force must be able to strike diverse targets inside
adversary air and missile defense networks to destroy mobile power-projection platforms.
This will include capabilities to enhance close combat lethality in complex terrain.”

The Draft ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT for the Georgia Moody Air Force
Base Comprehensive Airspace Initiative, SEPTEMBER 2020, makes clear the relationship
between the DoD decision and policy requirement for training operations at low level
altitudes, articulated in the 2018 Defense Strategy. The following language from the Moody
AFB EIS is as follows:
“From 1990 to 2018, the focus of Air Force training operations was against low-threat
enemies, which kept most aircraft training above 10,000 feet above ground level (AGL)
to avoid the threat. The National Defense Strategy of 2018 however refocused the Air
Force’s training to engage near-peer, high-threat enemies. This requires training at low
altitudes to avoid the threat envelope of modern surface-to-air missiles.”



2. It appears that existing training missions are attempting to meet DoD policy initiatives and a
NEPA analysis piecemeal through an “integration of parts”. Thus far, under comparable
conditions, each “part” has determined a different level of documentation is adequate.

In the eastern part of the US there are at least (2) efforts ongoing to expand air training
operations to include low level altitude flying. These actions are comparable in mission
scope. The first, and subject to this review, is the Duke Military Operations Area (MOA).
The Duke Environmental Assessment summarizes its purpose as follows: “The purpose of
the proposed action is to establish low-level airspace beneath the existing Duke MOA to
train and prepare military pilots and aircrews for current and future conflicts. The action
provides reasonable flexibility for aircrew usage and ATC de-confliction. The 175 WG
cannot train to realistic threat or target scenarios in the existing Duke MOA because the
airspace begins at 8,000 ft MSL (approximately 6,000 to 7,000 ft above ground level [AGL]
or the distance above the ground). Pilots operating the A-10C will regularly descend down
to 1,000 ft AGL or lower during a simulated gun or rocket delivery.......Simulated diving
weapon delivery profiles span the altitudes between 100 ft AGL and 18,000 ft MSL.” The AF
NGB contends the EA is adequate to conclude the NEPA analysis with an EA and a Finding
of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

Concurrent with the NEPA effort at the Duke MOA, Moody Air Force Base is proposing
new low-altitude Military Operations Areas (MOAs) immediately underneath existing
Special Use Airspaces (SUAs) within the Moody Airspace Complex to increase the capacity
of low-altitude MOAs and align the Moody Airspace Complex with the various aircraft
training missions at Moody Air Force Base (AFB), Georgia. Training flights at Moody are
being realigned or reconfigured to more appropriately accommodate the training missions at
low altitude (less than 8,000 feet MS). To date, Moody AFB has prepared a draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of
this Proposed Action.

3. The analysis of alternatives is incomplete and superficial.

The Definition of “Reasonable Alternatives” from Section 989 of the AF Implementing
Regulations for the Environmental Impact Assessment Process is as follows:

“Reasonable” alternatives are those that meet the underlying purpose and need for the proposed
action and that would cause a reasonable person to inquire further before choosing a particular
course of action. Reasonable alternatives are not limited to those directly within the power of the
Air Force to implement. They may involve another government agency or military service to
assist in the project or even to become the lead agency. The Air Force must also consider
reasonable alternatives raised during the scoping process (see § 989.18) or suggested by others,
as well as combinations of alternatives. The Air Force need not analyze highly speculative
alternatives, such as those requiring a major, unlikely change in law or governmental policy. If
the Air Force identifies a large number of reasonable alternatives, it may limit alternatives
selected for detailed environmental analysis to a reasonable range or to a reasonable number of
examples covering the full spectrum of alternatives. “



It is inconceivable that there are no other alternatives to the civilian airspace identified herein.
For purposes of this analysis, the AF arbitrarily limits the distance to the training airspace to 200
miles from Martin State Airport. The A-10 Wharthog has a flying speed of 420 mph and
cruising speed of 348 mph. It can be to Fort Drum NY in a little over an hour.

Failure to perform adequate coordination with existing military operations is not an adequate
justification to remove an alternative. As stated in Section 989 above, reasonable alternatives
may involve other governmental agencies or military service to assist in the project. Scheduling
conflicts at the Patuxent River Restricted Areas, or allowance of “reduced use by outside users”
appears to be an internal DoD issue. Apparently, it is easier to avoid internal discussions and
target civilian airspace. R-5002 (Warren Grove Range, NJ) and R-5802 (Ft Indiantown Gap,
PA) is eliminated because Airport R-5002 is not available when a range control officer is not
present? Why can’t additional personnel address this concern? Why weren’t the current military
operations considered in combination to accomplish mission objectives?

Based on Figure 2-6 of the EA, it appears heavy use airspace could be avoided enroute to areas
of Western Maryland. Maryland is home base for AF NGB components requiring low level
altitude training. Maryland receives the economic benefit of the base of operations. Why was
Western Maryland not considered?

A call for a Programmatic NEPA analysis for conducting low level airspace training is not only
required but would assist the DoD to develop a coherent plan to more efficiently and effectively
accomplish mission objectives. Moving operations into civilian airspace because the service
components fail to cooperate, and it’s easier, is not acceptable.



Alexander, Connie. Re: Duke Low Level Military Operations Area (MOA) Proposal. Letter to
the Maryland Air National Guard through the Potter County Commissioners. 26 November 2021

Additional Comments submitted for the Public Record, 30 December 2021:
Comment 1. Analysis of Alternatives.

This comment is focused on the dismissal of the Evers MOA as an alternative. The District of
Columbia Air National Guard (DCANG) recently prepared and finalized the EA for
modifications and additions to the existing Evers MOA located in northern Virginia and West
Virginia. The EA was finalized in December 2020 and expanded the air space from 450 square
nautical miles to 3500 nautical miles, a sevenfold increase. According to the analysis provided
on pg. 2-9, section 2.3, of the Draft Duke Low Level MOA, “The primary consideration for
eliminating use of the Evers MOA was that the existing MOA (1,000 ft AGL floor) or the
proposed modifications (1,000 ft AGL floor) by other users would not support A-10C low-level
qualifications training below 500 ft AGL and would not be adequate for 175 WG low-level flight
operations to maintain proficiency. Evers MOA cannot be expanded below 1,000 ft AGL due to
mountainous terrain and the resulting sparse radio coverage. In addition, the national radio quiet
zone is beneath the Evers MOA.”

- Itis recognized that the Green Bank Observatory (GBO) and associated quiet zone
(NRQZ) is an exclusive area, however, according to the ANG in the Evers EA (page 3-14)
“the GBO and NRQZ are beneath the existing Evers MOA. The military training events
and the GBO/NRQZ have coexisted for many years.”

- Low altitude training currently takes place at Evers. As outlined in Section 3.1.2.3 of the
Final Evers EA, there is existing military air traffic on Military Training Route (MTRs)
throughout the areas beneath the existing and proposed Evers MOAs. “These air
operations are both lower to the ground, more frequent, and along designated routes.”
The referenced MTRs at Evers may not be under direct control of the DCANG; my
understanding is that they are controlled by Langley AFB (Report to Congress
Sustainable Ranges 2007).

- The Final EA for Evers identifies the MDANG as an expected user of the Evers
MOA, and as a significant user. Apparently, the 175" has a current reservation for
training at the Evers MOA.

- Itis noteworthy that the 113" WG (DCANG) has been included in the Draft Duke Low
Level EA as a user, and that in the final EA for Evers, the Duke MOA was dismissed as
an alternative for the 113" WG (page 2-12).

The apparent lack of clarity regarding the use of the Evers and Duke MOAs begs the following
questions:

- Where are MDANG 175" WG pilots currently training to meet some or all pilot
qualifications?
- Where is the MDANG 175" WG listed as a user of air space for training purposes?



Comment 2. Low Level Pilot Training Above a Civilian Population

A statement regarding upgrading and accommodation of the 175" Wing training requirements at
low level, refer to aircrew missions that require “operating below medium and low weather
decks, search patterns for isolating personnel, threat reactions against simulated threats, and
finding targets visually” (page 1-5, Draft Duke Low Level MOA). Furthermore, another
statement about the unsuitability of low-level training over water (Final Evers EA, page 2-13)
“because of the absence of terrain features, moving vehicles, personnel, and surface roadways do
not provide realistic training scenarios” leaves one to wonder how these are provided in a non-
military environment. Who are the personnel being targeted, whose moving vehicles are being
observed/targeted, and how are simulated threats generated in a civilian landscape for military
pilots flying at low level?

Comment 3. Federal Aviation Administration (FFA) Involvement

The FAA will review, comment and provide the final approval of any change to the national
airspace. How is this agency being kept informed and updated on the public comment and
questions about the Draft Duke Low Level MOA? Have they received all comments and
questions and provided input? If not, when will this occur? Will the FAA comments and
response be made public?

Comment 4. Weather Conditions

The following statement can be found on page 5-1 of the Draft Duke Low Level MOA, “The
proposed Duke MOA would only be activated and used during VMC, whereas VFR flight rules
would always be permitted. (ie. Pilots would always have sufficient visibility to maintain visual
separation from terrain and other aircraft during approach and departure from airports).” The
Northern Tier has highly changeable and unpredictable weather resulting in a great number of
overcast days and precipitation events. Some areas are subject to lake effect snows. I have found
no references about the local climate and its adverse effect on visibility in the region in the Draft
Duke Low Level MOA. Have the local weather conditions been evaluated for suitability and
safety for low level flights?

Comment 5. Realignment of the A-10 Aircraft from Pennsylvania to Maryland

In its 2005 BRAC Recommendations, the DoD recommended that the 111th Fighter Wing be
inactivated from the Willow Grove Naval Air Station, Horsham, PA and it subsequently assigned
A-10 aircraft to the 175" WG among others. This recommendation was part of a larger BRAC
move that would close the Willow Grove operation. At that time, Pennsylvania’s governor
fought the recommendation, but the DoD prevailed. The aircraft had resided at the Horsham base
for 68 years. The last flight of the A-10 from its Pennsylvania base was in 2011. What was the
rationale for the realignment to Maryland when apparently Maryland, according to the Draft
Duke Low Level MOA EA has no capacity to accommodate training (Maryland airspace was not
even considered as an alternative).



From: Eunice Alexander

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source]

Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 5:02:49 AM
Dear Sir/Madame:

The WILDS of Pennsylvania are not appropriate areas for low-flying practice by the National
Guard. Extreme noise pollution such as that caused by tree-top level strafing is traumatic to
most birds and mammals. Put yourself on the ground and your child and imagine this.

I am confident that you'll prevent such manuvers.

Best wishes,
Funice Alexander



From: Lawrence Allegretto

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] low flying planes

Date: Sunday, November 28, 2021 6:03:29 AM

Let them fly!!l1 | think its awesome to see our military planes fly overhead.l am 69 years old
and always enjoyed seeing and hearing the planes fly over northern Elk County
Pennsylvania.LET “EM RIP!11! LAWRENCE ALLEGRETTO

WILCOX PA.



From: Daniel Alters

Sent: Saturday, November 20, 2021 5:37 PM

To: NGB Ad/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org <NGB.A4.A4A NEPA.COMMENTS.Org@us.af.mil=
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Maryland Air National Guard Low-level FLights

I accidently "sent” an uncompleted email. so I'll try agaimn. [ am commenting on the proposal by the Maryland
Air National Guard to conduct low-level flights over Pennsylvania air space. As a life-long Pennsylvania
resident, I am disappointed 1n this proposal, for the following reasons:

1. Why not conduct these flights in Maryland air space.

2. Almost the entire area proposed for these flights has the special designation as "Pennsylvama WIlds" due to
it's extraordinary environmental features. It 15 quiet.is home to many wild animals. Many birds call the Wilds
home, such as the American Bald Eagle and the Northern Goshawk, both of which breed in northern
Pennsylvania are subject to stress should low flying aircraft go near their nest sites.

3. While scattered, many people live within the PA Wilds, and their lives would be disturbed by low flying
aircraft.

4. I've heard stories about some pilots being 'cowboys' during the flights. taking unnecessary risks. Low flymng
combat aircraft are dangerous enough. no one needs additional risks.

5. There was definitely one incident involving an aircraft of the NY ANG cutting a high-voltage power line
crossing a river, with that line then laying across the major highway in the river valley.

[ demand the Maryland ANG comply fully with the federal laws requiring an Environmental Impact Study. As a
former manager of the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection, I am aware of the importance of
a well-prepared Statement, containing improvements and revisions following full and complete review of
comments and recommendations by the public.

Dan Alters



From: I
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Flight training over Pennsylvania wilderness
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 6:46:14 AM

Why don’t you fly these missions 100 feet overhead from the illegal immigrants flooding over our southern border?
What real life mission are you training for zooming over the Pennsylvania forests? The threat is the invasion at our

southern border, now and until it’s deterred with military force.



From: I
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PA Wilds and Warthogs
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 3:05:56 AM

| think the low level flights of the Warthogs should continue with some
modifications. Keep up the good work.



From: Tim Asinger |

Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 9:20 AM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj UsAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD [T

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PROPOSED DUKE LOW MOA - DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Major Andrieu,

As a concerned citizen of living in McKean County, a
business owner that operates throughout the
Northern Tier of PA and an outdoor enthusiast of
this region, I'd like to respectfully request a copy of
the DEA - Draft Environmental Assessment

It is my understanding that this information was to be
complete by the Fall of 2021 and is available to public
on request to your email account

The purpose of the request is o better understand
the impacts that the PROPOSED DUKE LOW MOA
may have on this region

One last request would be for information that you or
if you could direct me to information that would
support our region accepting the LOW MOA,
currently public sentiment seems to be one of
negativity and in general against it

Thanking you in advance

Tim Asinger |G
I



From: Marianne Atkinson

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comment - National Guard training locations
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 8:43:04 AM

The PA WILDS is not the appropriate place for disturbance by the National Guard.
The PA Wilds is not the appropriate place to conduct extremely low-level training in
airplanes.

The PA WILDS is a $1.8 billion industry that makes up 11 percent of the region’s
economy. DCNR, alone, has invested over $180 million in the region since 2003.

The proposed training area is the state's largest acreage of wilderness and is home to two
National Wild & Scenic .Rivers and the largest elk herd in the northeast.
Twelve state parks would be impacted by this proposal.

Marianne Atkinson
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Sent: Wednesday, October 20, 2021 8:41 AM

To: aNDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj UsaF ANG ANGRC/a4A0 [ GG

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Flyovers in Pennsylvania

Dear Airman:

| write: to you today to express my disapproval of military aircraft using the airspace over the Hammersley Wildemess in
North cenfral PA. Aircraft there is a noncompatible use of this area which has been set aside for quiet and peaceful

EXperences.

Military readiness is no longer needed as it had been in the 20th century as Biden has boasted to us and the whole world.
Your outfit can achieve its goals by flying over any metropolitan area which is already noisy and congested with
traffic. There your movements will go unnoticed.

If you want to be supported by the citizens of this county, then do not dirty the wilderness and above all do not lose wars
abroad that cost us all more than we can calculate.

David Barbour
Montoursville, PA



From: Robert BARBOUR

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PA Wilds Military use
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 9:07:01 AM

The purpose of this email is to voice my extreme opposition the the Maryland National Guard using the PA Wilds
State Forest Lands for their training grounds. This piece of wilderness is much too valuable to disrupt wildlife and
human use by having jets screaming over the tree tops. I am in no way opposed to our military or blind to the need
for training. This proposed area of use is not reasonable and another area MUST be chosen that would not have the
unquestionable detrimental impact to wildlife and loss of peace and quiet enjoyment of all visitors to that area. In
no way is this proposed use of PA’s State Forest Lands acceptable.

Sincerely,

Rob Barbour



From: L Barr

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [URL Verdict: Neutral][Non-DoD Source] Comment on the Duke Military Operating Area (MOA)
Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 9:11:19 AM

To the Air Force and the National Guard Bureau (NGB),

Please accept this email as my comment on the proposed modification to
the Duke Military Operating Area (MOA) to lower the floor of the existing
MOA from 8,000ft Mean Sea Level (MSL) to 100ft Above Ground Level
(AGL).

Duke MOA Low

Duke MOA Low

The official website for the 175th Wing

My name is Laurie Barr and | reside within the the Duke Military Operating
Area (MOA) where | maintain two Monarch Butterfly Waystations in Potter
County, Pennsylvania.

The first Monarch Butterfly way-station my husband and | began
developing over 15 years ago in Roulette, PA. Another monarch way-
station we began developing in Coudersport, PA in the spring of 2016.
These way-stations are where monarch butterflies return to and
reproduce, year after year. And every year their numbers increase.

Some Monarch Butterflies stay in this region and reproduce all summer
long, others pass through this region and continue their migration North.
See A Journey North: https://journeynorth.org/monarchs

Year after year monarch butterflies return to our two way-stations and
surrounding milkweed fields located in the Duke Military Operating Area
(MOA). Milkweed is the host plant and single food source for monarch
caterpillars.



During the Monarch's migration in the spring butterflies congregate in large
numbers in trees in order to stay warm at night. These trees are 'roosting
sites' used by Monarchs during their annual spring and fall migrations.

One of these roosting sites is pine trees located in Patterson State Park in
Summit Twp., Potter County within the Duke Military Operating Area
(MOA). Year after year successive monarch butterfly generations return to
the Patterson State Park roost.

Interruption of the Monarch Butterfly migration could do immeasurable
harm to a species that already meets the criteria for listing as an
endangered species according to The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

The only reason the Monarch Butterfly has not been listed, according the
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is lack of funding.

In 2014 The Center for Biological Diversity, Center for Food Safety, Xerces
Society and a private individual petitioned the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
to list the monarch as an endangered or threatened species. In 2016 the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service launched the status review and made a
positive 90-day finding.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service found the Monarch Butterfly "meets the
criteria for listing as an endangered or threatened species, however the
service does not have the funding and/or personnel to devote to a listing
proposal because there are listing actions with a higher priority." This could
be found here: Questions and Answers: 12-month finding on a petition to
list the monarch butterfly
https://www.fws.gov/savethemonarch/FAQ.htmI|#FAQ2

On December 15, 2020, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service announced that
listing the monarch as endangered or threatened under the Endangered
Species Act is warranted, but precluded by higher priority listing actions.
The decision is the result of an extensive status review of the monarch that
compiled and assessed the monarch’s current and future status. The



monarch is now a candidate under the Endangered Species Act; we will
review its status annually until a listing decision is made."

https://www.fws.gov/savethemonarch/ssa.html

Monarchs only travel during the day.

e Each spring and fall, millions of eastern North American monarch
butterflies undergo a long-distance migrations, traveling to and from
Central Mexico & Canada.

During monarch migration butterflies have been spotted flying as high
as 11,000 feet.

The airspace that you are proposing to use for training exercises involves
the Monarch Butterfly's annual migration routes. These have been used for
generations, connecting critical monarch butterfly habitats from Mexico to
Canada. The airspace above the area milkweed crops, monarch way-
stations and roosting sites, include our way-stations and the Patterson
State Park roosting site needs to be avoided in order to prevent harm to
these sensitive Monarch Butterfly populations and their migration routes.

Based on the potential for harm of the Monarch Butterfly Population and
migration route, | am demanding that the 175th Wing, the Air Force and
the National Guard Bureau (NGB) deny the proposed modification to the
Duke Military Operating Area (MOA) to lower the floor of the existing MOA
from 8,000ft Mean Sea Level (MSL) to 100ft Above Ground Level (AGL).

| will promptly pursue legal remedies if the proposed modification to the
Duke Military Operating Area (MOA) is authorized and by doing so causes
injury, reduces the numbers of monarch measurably at these way-stations,
roosting sites and regional habitats that | have worked over 15 years to
conserve and protect.



Sincerely,

Laurie Barr

Monarch Butterflies

Monarch Butterflies



From: Doug Bauman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA opinion
Date: Thursday, December 2, 2021 12:46:57 PM
Greetings:

As a lifelong resident, I oppose the Duke MOA. The effects on the right to quiet enjoyment of life are greatly
affected by this proposal.

Our area is an outdoor enthusiast’s paradise. The Duke MOA is a direct challenge to our area’s greatest appeal, and
a detriment to our local way of life.

The Maryland Air National Guard had every right to conduct their flights — over the great state of Maryland. Please
consider a different area for your tests — there are plenty of rural areas in Appalachia that do not rely so heavily on
tourism.

As one of the largest blocks of public land between NYC and Chicago, we need to protect this valuable resource.
Open land is vanishing to development all over the state and country, and we’re not going to let you affect one of
the few areas of the Northeast where one can go to escape the stress of everyday life.

The PA Wilds are perfect the way they are.

Let’s keep them that way.

Regards,

Doug Bauman



From: Susan Beck
To: HUGHES, BENJAMIN C Capt USAF ANG 175 WG/PA; NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org;
; ROBINSON, DEVIN T Lt Col USAF ANG ANG/CC/PA; KUCHAREK, KRISTI L GS-13
; EU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PLEASE REPLY: Comments on Draft EA - Modification of Duke MOA
Date: Monday, December 27, 2021 8:48:16 AM
Attachments: Comments on Duke Low MOA EA.pdf

Sirs and Ma'ams,

Attached are my comments regarding the Draft EA for the Modification of Duke MOA and
the Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). Please confirm receipt of this email and
include these comments in any decision making on this subject.

Regards,
Susan M. Beck
Colonel (Retired), USAF
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December 24, 2021
Attn:
Maryland National Guard Public Affairs Air National Guard Public Affairs
Captain Ben Hughes Lt Col Devin Robinson
I I
I |
ngb.a4.a4a.nepa.comments.org@us.af.
mil Airspace NEPA Program Manager
Air National Guard Readiness Center
Pennsylvania National Guard Public 3501 Fletchet Avenue
Affairs Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762
CPT Travis Mueller Attn: Major Jeffrey Andrieu
] Attn: Kristi Kucharek, GS-13
I ]
|

Dear Sirs and Ma’ams,

The attached comments are in response to the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA)
for Modification of Duke Military Operations Area. I’m writing on behalf of several
of my family members and friends who live in Pennsylvania and who have expressed
their concerns to me. | served 24 years in the US Air Force, starting my career as an
Air Battle Manager and completing my career as the Director of the Secretary of the
Air Force Action Group under the Clinton and Bush Administrations. Therefore, | am
aware of the potential impacts of the proposed action in this draft EA and have
significant concerns about how this has been handled.

Please ensure these comments are included in any decisions that you make regarding
moving forward with the proposed action.

Regards,

Susan T Beck

Susan M. Beck
Colonel (Retired), US Air Force




Comments on Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for
Modification of Duke Military Operations Area

The Purpose of the EA and its Proposed Action are Misleading

The title of this EA, “Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for Modification of Duke
Military Operations Area,” is misleading because it indicates that the proposed action
being assessed involves the modification of the current Duke Military Operations Area
(MOA), which is not supported by the text of the ANG’s EA. Not only is the title
inaccurate, but the text of the EA seems to obscure the ANG’s actual intent, which is
to create a new airspace called Duke Low MOA, rather than to modify Duke MOA.

In Section 1.0 INTRODUCTION, the Air National Guard (ANG) asserts that this is a
“...modification of the Duke Military Operations Area (MOA) to establish low-altitude
airspace...” However, in Section 1.1 BACKGROUND AND LOCATION, the EA states that
“The proposed Duke Low MOA would underly the existing Duke airspace...” This
clearly indicates that the proposed Duke Low MOA is a separate MOA which the ANG
wants to establish below the existing Duke MOA. This becomes clearer in Section 1.3
PURPOSE AND NEED where the EA states, “The purpose of the proposed action is to
establish low-level airspace beneath the existing Duke MOA to train and prepare
military pilots and aircrews for current and future conflicts.” In Section 2.2
PROPOSED ACTION, the EA states that “The Duke Low MOA may be activated
separately from the Duke MOA or concurrently as needed to facilitate low-level
training requirements.” Figure 2-2 also depicts the proposed Duke Low MOA beneath
the existing Duke MOA. There is additional text in the EA that further clarifies that
Duke Low MOA is a new MOA, separate from the existing Duke MOA, which the ANG
wants to create, rather than a modification to an existing MOA.

Most importantly, with the confusion created by the title and the text in the EA, the

ANG is downplaying the impacts of the proposed action to conduct a lower level of
analysis than that which is actually required for a proposal of this magnitude.

ANG Must Complete an Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed Action

By completing and issuing its Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) for Modification of
Duke Military Operations Area, dated October 2021, and the accompanying Finding of
No Significant Impact (FONSI), the ANG is essentially asserting that this EA and FONSI
are adequate to satisfy the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and the Environmental Impact Analysis Process (EIAP). 32 CFR Part 989 -
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS PROCESS (EIAP), § 989.14 Environmental
assessment says that, “(c) An EA is a written analysis that: (1) Provides analysis
sufficient to determine whether to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
or a FONSI.” The ANG only took the step of developing an EA/FONSI for the proposed
action rather than conducting a more substantial analysis to determine whether an EIS
is warranted for this proposed action. This is clear because neither the EA or the



FONSI states why the ANG concluded that there are no significant environmental
impacts upon implementation of the proposed action that would warrant EIS. This is
required as part of the EIAP.

From a review of the EA/FONSI, the ANG’s proposed action involves the creation of a
new, very low-level MOA that could have significant potential environmental and
human impacts. With its EA/FONSI, the ANG seems to be hanging its hat on 32 CFR
Part 989 - ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS PROCESS (EIAP), § 989.14
Environmental assessment, paragraph (k), which states that “A few examples of
actions that normally require preparation of an EA... include: ... (4) Minor
modifications to Military Operating Areas (MOAs), air-to-ground weapons ranges, and
military training routes.” But it is clear from the text of the EA that the proposed
action is not a minor modification to an existing MOA. Therefore, to fully satisfy the
requirements of NEPA and the EIAP, the ANG needs to expand its analysis and process
and complete a comprehensive EIS for the proposed action, rather than just an
EA/FONSI. The scoping process associated with an EIS, as well as the public hearings
and receipt of comments would enlighten the ANG as to why the analysis associated
with an EIS is crucial to making the correct decision on the proposed action.

§ 989.16 Environmental impact statement indicates that, “(a) Certain classes of
environmental impacts normally require preparation of an EIS (40 CFR 1501.4). These
include, but are not limited to: (1) Potential for significant degradation of the
environment. (2) Potential for significant threat or hazard to public health or safety.
(3) Substantial environmental controversy concerning the significance or nature of the
environmental impact of a proposed action.” The ANG’s proposed action, the
creation of Duke Low MOA, meets at least two of the three conditions above: (2)
Potential for significant threat or hazard to public health or safety, and (3)
Substantial environmental controversy concerning the significance or nature of the
environmental impact of a proposed action.

There are many recent examples that can be cited demonstrating the Air Force’s
recognition of its responsibilities under NEPA and EIAP that the ANG would benefit
from reviewing. These involve the completion of an EIS, rather than an EA/FONSI for
proposals that are equivalent to or comparable to the establishment of Duke Low
MOA. One of these which clearly demonstrates this level of assessment for decision
making is the Final Environmental Impact Statement for Special Use Airspace
Optimization to Support Existing Aircraft at Holloman Air Force Base, New Mexico
(January 2021). [Here is a link to this EIS.] The EXECUTIVE SUMMARY of the EIS
states: “This Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) analyzes the potential
environmental consequences resulting from the United States Air Force (Air Force)
proposal to optimize the special use airspace (SUA) [meaning MOAs] available for
current and anticipated future F-16 pilot training at Holloman Air Force Base (AFB).
Much of the SUA used by pilots assigned to Holloman AFB was developed for legacy
aircraft more than 30 years ago. As such, it does not have the optimum volume or
attributes needed to meet the training requirements of pilots flying modern aircraft.




Reconfiguring existing airspace and establishing new airspace would improve the
availability of suitable training airspace for pilots stationed at Holloman AFB.”

Because the Air Force was considering establishing a new MOA, Headquarters Air
Force deemed it crucial and even required that they complete a comprehensive EIS,
including all the steps of the EIS process detailed in the EIAP. In the EIS, ES.2
Purpose and Need for the Action states, “The purpose of the Proposed Action is to
modify existing airspace and establish new airspace in order to provide readily
available and adequately sized training airspace with appropriate attributes needed
to conduct training missions.” It is obvious that in proposing to create the new Duke
Low MOA, the ANG is trying to do the same thing: establish a new airspace in order to
provide readily available and adequately-sized training airspace with the appropriate
attributes needed to conduct its training missions. The Air Force EIS for Holloman
AFB analyzed three alternatives to modify existing airspace and also to create a new
MOA called Lobos. The EIS stated that, “optimization of the existing, or creation of
new optimized SUA would improve the training opportunity of F-16 pilots, increase
efficiencies, and reduce disruptions to training.” The ANG could benefit greatly from
a review of this EIS and the process behind its development.

Among its many other actions under NEPA/EIAP, the Air Force has also recently issued
an EIS entitled “Airspace Optimization for Readiness Environmental Impact Statement
for Mountain Home Air Force Base” in July 2021. [Here is the link to this EIS.] As
with the Holloman AFB EIS, this EIS is also provides a more in-depth analysis that
demonstrates the Air Force’s recognition that an EIS is needed not only to document
the potential environmental and human impacts, but also to mitigate any impacts of
the proposed and ultimately-selected alternative. One other note about this EIS: the
Air Force extended the period for comments after its public hearings and receipt of
comments from the public and elected leaders with this announcement: “In order to
provide the public and stakeholders more time, the United States Air Force has
further extended the comment period for the Draft EIS. The public review and
comment period will now end on October 25, 2021.” (Comments were originally
required by August 23, 2021.)

There is much the ANG still needs to learn about the area that Duke Low MOA would
overlay and also much that the public needs to know about this proposed action.
Therefore, the ANG should slow down and complete an EIS which would provide more
comprehensive inputs for decision making regarding the establishment of the Duke
Low MOA. While ANG pilot training is important, it is also important to ensure that
the area contemplated for Duke Low MOA is the right place to conduct this training.



From: Henry Berkowitz

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Warthogs in the Pa. WIlds
Date: Thursday, December 9, 2021 10:48:37 AM

This is a very disturbing proposal. Disturbing for a lot of reasons that
the form letters cover quite well, but disturbing because of a intrusion
in a way of life so many have sought in the Pa. Wilds area. I myself
moved my young family away from the city many years ago to lead a
different life where being able to live closer to nature and away from
all the distracting noises of city life. Often, when I am out on the
hillside I live on, I have to stop, sit down and enjoy the quiet that
surrounds me and think about how lucky I am to have that peace. There is
no background noise of buses, trucks, airplanes, lawn mowers, snow
blowers, and lawn trimmers, just quiet. While that may not be for
everyone, it is for some, and there should be places for us too.

Sincerely,
Henry Berkowitz

Sabinsville, Pa. 16943



From: Bill

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] pollution and potential disaster
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 6:56:45 AM

Why can't the military resist destroying the environment even when there are safer alternatives?

[ 1 While using an air tanker on a wildfire, our plane was flying in a generally easterly direction from the
Moshannon air tanker base, approaching the side hill fire header. Airspace was closed to all other

traffic, but a Warthog was flying just above the west branch of Susquehanna River. The air tanker was
diverted just in time to avoid a disastrous mid-air collision. The Air operations manager for Bureau of
Forestry made an official complaint.

[ 1 A National Guard A-10 was flying low above the West Branch of the Susquehanna River in the
vicinity of the village of Keating in western Clinton County. The twin tail section of the aircraft severed a
power line which crossed the river, which whipped the high voltage power line across Pa Route 120.

[ 1 While BOF crews were planting tree seedlings by using mechanized tree planters pulled by small
dozers, National Guard Warthogs would practice strafing by using the active tree planter as targets.
Because of these well-documented concerns, we must reject the Maryland Air National
Guard plans for the Duke Low-level MOA.



From: John Bochanski
Date: Sunday, Dec 12, 2021, 10:10 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD ||

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low flying zone
Hi Major

Please consider having open public discussions regarding the use of the PA wilds for low
flying aircraft training. The proposed use would be disruptive to people and wildlife. The
public should at least be able to voice their opinion.

Thanks
John



-——-Omigmnal Message-—-

From: Dean Bottorf

Sent: Thursday, November 18, 2021 2:31 PM

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org <NGB.A4 A4A NEPA COMMENTS Orgiaus.af mil=
Subject: [Mon-DoD Source] Duke MOA

Dean Bottorf former two term Clinton County PA Commissioner. Duke MOA looks to be the unfortunate rebirth of
Antler MOA. Antler was defeated and for good reason. Here in Clinton County PA for example, people from
every state in the USA visit and fly in the proposed MOA. A little research would tell you that this area 15 the home
of Piper Aircraft. Additionally, decades of funding and work on tourism in the PA Wilds has payed off The
proposed MOA is not uninhabited, it is a vibrant community filled with trails, biking, lunting, camping, fishing,
snowmobiling. It's a paradise visited by 107s of thousands yearly. Oh and people live here too. It won't ke given
up easily. Pressure is building. Get up here and speak to the people.



From: Jim Bowers

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] military flights over PA
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 1:27:53 AM

Keep your flights in MD. I am completely uninterested in your using our airspace.

Jim Bowers
USAF Veteran



From: Jo Ann Bowes

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Flights over Clinton Co PA
Date: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 5:23:51 AM

| am opposed to increased flights over Clinton County PA. | am a hiker and birdwatcher in our mountains
and valleys, mainly for the peace and quiet. the Susquehanna River is part of the migration flyway and
waterfowl would be inpacted by the noise and movement. In the 1980s jet fighters used to fly over my
inlaws' house in Blanchard PA, so low you could almost see the pilots. It made me think our country was
at war, and the noise was deafening. Animals in the fields were quite disturbed. Piper Airport is busy and
the private aviation would be severely impacted. Many people have drones, and | see them frequently
hovering over the river and town, which would be dangerous.

Jo Ann Bowes



From: Barbara Brandom

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc: Richard Martin

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Maryland Air National Guard plans for low level practice over wild PA lands
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 10:46:39 PM

I really enjoy the peace and quiet in the tall trees of Pennsylvania. I feel that the forest has
added years to my life. No doubt this is because of the quiet and clean air.

But the many planes that fly high overhead remind me that I am sitting under a flight path.
Then I remember that the air is not as clean as it could be.

It would be so much worse if the planes were lower, closer to the treetops. I am not seeing as
many woodpeckers as I did last year. Why are they moving away?

Too many industries, including the National Guard claim that what they do has no
environmental impact. False claims of no impact move the results of the unexamined actions
onto the people. Too often it is impossible to remedy the damage that occurs before the true
impacts are recognized.

At the very least the people living in the areas to be impacted must have a chance to discuss
the planned activities and request changes. If this does not happen, the rights of those people
are diminished. Is this how we should live? I think the Constitution of the State of

Pennsylvania says otherwise.

Barbara Wendeborn Brandom, MD (retired)



From: I
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Use of air space over the PAWilds
Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 6:26:52 AM

Hello,

| am an avid hiker and spend a lot of time in the woods in the PAWilds area. While | am not totally
opposed to the Maryland National Guard using this Airspace for flights- | feel the number of allowed days
is excessive. We own an Airbnb and most of our guests come to PA for the isolation of the wilderness.
Please work to keep our mountains serene and free of interuption

Thank you,
Dawn Brooks



From: rent 5ryan:

Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 11:34 AM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD |

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public Meeting Request

Major Andrieu,

Please hold public meetings to share information/address concerns about the Air National
Guard low-fly proposal affecting Potter County, PA.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

BB



From: Fred Bucheit

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] MOA for the PA Wilds
Date: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 4:48:43 PM
Hello,

I very much think this is an outrage that you would
blast this area with the kind of noise that would occur with the planes you plan to
use. Thousands of people bike and hike and camp and hunt and fish in the area you
plan to blast with noise that has levels that will damage the ears of many people and
many animals. I'm not against training pilots and whatever else you want to
accomplish. But certainly you can find better areas to do it. If not, then I suggest
that you forget the training and put the pilots in simulators. thanks for your
consideration Fred Bucheit



From: Dan Buriak

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Opposition to lowering flight levels - Tamarack Swamp Area
Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 8:41:23 AM

My name is Dan Buriak, and I am the owner of 20 acres and a residence at 3779 Tamarack
Road, Renovo, PA. My property is within the proposed zone to lowering flight paths from
8000 feet to 100 feet, specifically the Tamarack Swamp area.

I am opposed to this MOA expansion proposal as it will grossly decimate our PA woods,
wildlife and of course living at our residence. I must admit I was astonished to even hear your
plan, and am terribly disappointed at such disregard for our mountain residences and the
caretaking of these PA Wilds that so many of us protect and cherish.

Please feel free to contact me should you need further clarification of my vehement opposition
to this proposal.

Dan Buriak




From: seb

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] National Guard Training Above PA Wilds
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 5:27:53 AM

Dear Sir/Madam,

| am writing to express my strong opposition the use of the airspace above the “PA Wilds” area by
the National Guard for military training. There are fewer and fewer place in the great State of
Pennsylvania where my family and | can go to enjoy the peacefulness and beauty of unspoiled
forests. We regularly visit the PA Wilds area to hike and watch the wild animals and bird life in a
peaceful environment. The sounds of military aircraft will greatly diminish this experience for us.

We are also concerned for our personal safety and the safety of others due to the low level flight
training. Military accidents are all too common and low level training over civilian areas is not a good
plan when there are many other options available. While we support our military and our veterans,
we strongly urge the National Guard to find a safer and less disruptive area for their flight training.
Accordingly, | appeal to the Maryland National Guard to stop any plans for using the airspace above
the PA Wilds as a military training area.

Respectfully,

Steven Buss



From: Martha Caldwell-Young

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] I say "no" to flight training over Potter County
Date: Sunday, November 21, 2021 2:20:06 PM

I just read a news article about possible low level flight training by the Maryland National
Guard over Potter County, PA.

I vote no.

I do not want my home to be the training grounds for military harrassment and potential
murder, here or aboard.

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android



From: benita campbell

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Warthogs in PA Wilds
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 5:18:35 AM

To whom this may concern:

Why doesn’t the Maryland Air National Guard (MANG) plan to hold public meetings or perform an
environmental impact study (EIS)? Theoretically, the U.S. military is to serve the people and the
lands of our country, not the other way around.

MANG must hold public meetings in the counties that will be impacted by the flights and must be at
times and places that encourage maximum participation, meaning that those events must be well
advertised (print/internet/radio/TV) and must reach out to the Plain Sect communities living within
this area too.

bl

The National Guard’s unsubstantiated and dismissive statement of “finding of no significant impact
could have been pulled out of the armpit of a pampered billionaire and is outright gaslighting. At
minimum the people in the impacted counties deserve and must have a full and fair EIS.

Pennsylvania wilds constitute 11 percent of the economy worth $1.8 billion. Has the Guard
considered a simple, safe, and reasonable alternative, such as setting up courses for training at
Maryland airports?

Pennsylvania has already experienced dangerous situations from training flights of the NY National
Guard—also at tree-top level, as indicated in the details of DCNR reports concerning previous
Warthog flights over the PA Wilds area.

The Maryland Air National Guard plans for the Duke Low-level MOA is bad for Pennsylvania.

Maryland has its own forested area in its western panhandle, although better alternatives to that
strategy must be devised and considered as well.

Sincerely,

Benita J. Camibell



From: dave cardellino

To: Wanda Shirk; NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re: MOA - MD ANG
Date: Monday, December 20, 2021 6:26:16 AM

Add my name to any correspondence to the powers that be!
Dave

From: Wanda
To: ngb <ngb.a4.a4a.nepa.comments.org@us.af.mil>
Date: Saturday, 18 December 2021 3:21 PM EST
Subject: MOA - MD ANG

On behalf of the Susquehannock Trail Club, as its president, representing 280
members and thousands of non-member hikers of the Susquehannock Trail
System, | request that an extensive environmental impact study be completed
and that public input be considered carefully before the Maryland Air National
Guard proceeds to expand its Military Operations Area to levels as low as 100
above our county and our state forest.

| have heard these planes roar over my house in Potter County. If there is any
right to "peace and quiet," it is certain that they disturb that state. The noise is
incredible and a fearful distraction to any living being. It is heart-breaking to think
that we could live with the sounds of a war zone above us multiple times a week.

Everything that goes into this Military Operation -- the millions of dollars in
hardware, the tens of thousands of gallons of burned fossil fuels, the prioritization
of the military over civilian tranquility -- is antithetical to a good life we have
sought here.

We raise our voices in protest.

Peace ~
Wanda Shirk
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From: STEVE CICKAY

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Please Preserve the Silence of the Forests: Stop Military Training in the Forests.
Date: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 5:44:28 PM

To Whom It May Concern:

| understand that there are plans underfoot to begin conducting military training
exercises in wilderness areas in Pennsylvania.

| just wanted to express my objections to yet another encroachment into nature by our
species.

Most of us live in crowded noisy cities (I am listening to am ambulance siren right
now) and have rare opportunities to experience the silent beauty of natural
landscapes. | understand that the plans are to conduct military exercises with noisy
warplanes flying low to the forest tree lines.

This could create opportunities for accidents that could destroy natural habitats .

State Parks like Bucktail, Cherry Springs, Denton Hill, Elk, Kettle Creek, Lyman Run,
Ole Bull, Patterson, Prouty Place, Sinnemahoning and Sizerville were created to
allow people peace and quiet from the hustle and bustle of ordinary hectic modern
life. So many people enjoy these parks and don't come to them to hear noisy military
aircraft flying over their heads. Hunters, anglers, equestrians, paddlers, bikers,
birdwatchers and ordinary people want to come to the great outdoors for peace and
quiet.

Please stop this initiative. We have already dome so many terrible things to this
planet. Let's leave these beautiful parks alone in natural silence.

Thank you for listening.

Steve Cickay




From: Cliff Clark

To: MAYOR, CHRISTOPHER J Lt Col USAF ANG NGB/A7AR

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: IICEP Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Modification of Duke Military
Operations Airspace (MOA)

Date: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 7:23:35 AM

In looking at the map of mitigated areas, it is clear there is little understanding of the area in general.
To avoid Prouty Place State Park, for instance, which is little more than a few picnic tables, but not
avoid, or even identify and therefore presumably flyover the towns of Emporium, Austin, and
Coudersport among others, is senseless and disturbing. There will be flights at 100 feet over or even
near these towns? Similarly, the identification of wild areas shows the lack of knowledge that they
are no more wild or inhabited by animals than is the rest of the region. This is a special area in that is
peaceful and remote in its entirety. We don't go to parks to recreate. We go out the front door. At
the same time it is not uninhabited but is being treated as such. Many people will be affected by the
noise and distraction. | understand the need to train, the talent it surely takes to be a pilot, and
appreciate the sacrifice needed to protect our freedom, however, the disturbance of flying 170
days/year at 100 feet over this specific area is undeniably excessive and quite frankly, whether it
seems trivial or not, voids the very reason people live here.

Thank you.



From: Other
Sent: Monday, December 13, 2021 2:17 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD |||

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Aircraft

Good Afternoon Sir,

In reference to the proposal of low-flying aircraft if I may be so bold to say “no”. This action comes as there have
been low-flying aircraft that have had our horses running into our fences and shaking our houses. Perhaps a better
idea would be to be an unpopulated areas that would be able to be seen on Google maps. Thank you so much for
your consideration in this matter.

Respectfully submitted ,
Jennifer a Clark

Sent from my iPhone



From: Sandra Clark

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Training in PA WILDS
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 8:24:51 PM

While we support our military, the PA Wilds is not the appropriate place to conduct extremely low-level
training in airplanes. The PA WILDS is promoted as an unspoiled destination for those seeking nature-
based tourism. It cannot become a training ground for treetop-level strafing runs. The National Guard
plan would turn the PA Wilds into a military training area.

Examples include:

Previous training flights by the NY National Guard in Pennsylvania were at tree-top level and had resulted
in extremely dangerous situations. DCNR reports detailed several incidents during previous Warthog
flights by the NY National Guard which raised serious safety concerns during training flights over the PA
Wilds area.

1 While using an air tanker on a wildfire, our plane was flying in a generally easterly direction from the
Moshannon air tanker base, approaching the side hill fire header. Airspace was closed to all other
traffic, but a Warthog was flying just above the west branch of Susquehanna River. The air tanker was
diverted just in time to avoid a disastrous mid-air collision. The Air operations manager for Bureau of
Forestry made an official complaint.

Just what we need is a larger fire and multiple deaths not only of civilians but also military
personnel. Not a smart move at all!

2 A National Guard A-10 was flying low above the West Branch of the Susquehanna River in the vicinity
of the village of Keating in western Clinton County. The twin tail section of the aircraft severed a power
line which crossed the river, which whipped the high voltage power line across Pa Route 120.

This could cause electrocutions, severe power outages and in winter could create problems with
people not having heat and what if the Warthog had crashed? Do you even think these things through?

3 While BOF crews were planting tree seedlings by using mechanized tree planters pulled by small
dozers, National Guard Warthogs would practice strafing by using the active tree planter as targets.

Did you not THINK that there would be people around monitoring those tree planters and driving the
dozers? Are you nuts?

Conversion to a training area will adversely impact our natural resources and the wildlife we protect in 12
state parks. The National Guard must clearly justify all actions which affect the quality of our environment
and the people who work and recreate as well as the people who live in the area. The National Guard
has not considered a simple, safe and reasonable alternative: Since skill-building is based on repetition,
simply set up courses for training at their airports with aircraft race pylons such as are used in Red Bull air
races to safely practice maneuvers. That way, training can be continuous.

Sandra



From: Stephen Clifford

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Warthogs

Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 5:51:22 AM

The PA Wilds are meant to be wild meaning minimal impact by humans. A high velocity machine making
severe, unnatural noises is disrupting to wildlife as well as people seeking needed solitude. And there is
the potential safety problems.

Stephen Clifford



From: John Colatch

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low altitude flights over Pennsylvania Wilds
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 5:11:12 AM

To Whom it May concern,

I am writing to speak against the expansion of low altitude training flights in the northern tier of Pennsylvania know
as the “Wilds.” I write, because [ have experienced low-altitude training slights while living in Franklin County,
Virginia. Training flights from Oceana Naval Air Station used to fly over our part of the county. At the time, we had
two small children, and the sudden roar of the jets terrified them regularly. While driving on the rural two-lane road
that was our connection to towns nearby, I nearly had an accident when a jet suddenly screamed overhead. We were
given a toll-free phone number to call to report such incidents. Not surprisingly, none of the residents who ever
called that number had the call answered. We loved living in that beautiful area, but the harassment from those jets
sometimes made for a miserable existence. Please don’t burden the Pennsylvania Wilds with the same misery.

Sincerely,

Dr. John P Colatch
Milton, PA
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I am very concerned about the Low Fly Zone proposed for this region. I believe it would
potentially have detrimental effects on our farm animals, wildlife, and many who seek
recreational areas. Our area is noted for hunting with many camps and lodges dotting our area.
A prime example is Cherry Springs State Park, renowned for its “Dark Skies”, and is a huge
draw for visitors and astronomers. Many people travel to Potter County from urban areas to seek
refuge from noise, pollution, and a hectic pace.

Although there has been news of establishing a Low Fly Zone over the last year or more,
it is a very disconcerting factor that flights could be 100 feet above ground to 7999 feet. The
altitude of 100 feet is alarming to me. The map printed in The Endeavor shows Potter County as
the center of consideration, “the eye of the storm.”

The Endeavor stated a draft assessment was available for public view at libraries in
Bradford, Coudersport, and Galeton. The Potter Leader Enterprise, November 11, 2021, has a
small announcement of the “Draft Environmental Assessment™ on Page 11 in the classified
section mentioning one other library, being Wellsboro. It could also be available online with
web site stated. My point being that I do not think this is an adequate effort to inform the public
with just four libraries and an on-line web site (with many not having internet availability in our
rural area). Also December 15" is the stated end of the comment period which might limit the
time for response.

I did have an opportunity to review “Volume I of the Draft Environmental Assessment
for Modification of Duke Military Operations Area, Maryland Air National Guard, 175" Wing,
Martin State Air National Guard Base dated October 2021.” As I understand it, Potter County
contains most of the proposed Duke MOA and is needed for the training of the 175" Wing Guard
and that other sites were excluded because of proximity to commercial airports and other
reasons. Additionally, Low Fly Zone flights are expected to be two hours per day, twice per day
and over 170 days per year. I think this is excessive and will add to the cumulative potential
negative effects.

It thus appears that Potter County is targeted for the Low Fly Zone because of being
rural, yet this is the main reason people live in, and visit, Potter County for its rural attributes
which may be negatively impacted.

There were many resources that were carried over in the Assessment for further analysis
such as noise levels, biological resources, safety, and socioeconomic due to potential effects, but
it is unclear how they will impact Potter County. Our area has suffered the loss of big and small
businesses. Now we face the peace and quiet and rural life as we know it being usurped also.

I would like to see further study before the implementation of the Low Fly Zone.

A Concerned Potter County Citizen

Corwt_ Cole
- -o



From: arol coi-

Sent: Saturday, November 27, 2021 11:45 AM

To: aNDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj UsAF anG ancre/asa ([ G

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low Fly Zone

I am very concerned about the Low Fly Zone proposed for Potter County. I believe it would
have detrimental effects on our farm amimals wildhfe environment and our tounism. I have
reviewed the Draft Assessment for Modification of the Duke Military Operations Area
prepared by the Maryland

Air National Guard at the Coudersport Library. I found it to be very detailed with facts
regarding airspace noise land use and safety etc Particularly interesting were the facts on
page 3-20 under the heading of speech interference stating that low flights can interfere with
communication on ground such as radio, TV and telephone use I did not see mention of the
internet. The assessment is full of facts and also phrases such as no significant

impact negligible and minimal effects which I

find disheartening and not completely mnocuous as a lifelong resident of Potter County
familiar with rural life. The 175 Th Wing Guard excluded other proposed sites due to
proximity to commercial airports and other factors but chose Potter County due to being rural.
Rural attributes are the main reason people live and visit Potter County and I believe 1ts rural
attributes will be negatively impacted by the proposed Low Fly Zone The cumulative effect
of excessive Low Fly

Zone flights of two hours a day twice per day and over 170 days per year is potentially
WOITISOIme.

I have wrtten a letter to Knst Kucharek at the Jomt Air Force Base in Maryland expressing
my views and sent copies to Senators Casey and Toomey and to Congressman Fred Keller T

also do not think that a Dec 15 2021 1s faur for public comment since the assessment 15 at
only four libraries and available on line T think there should be public meetings and additional
study on environmental impact on Potter County.

A Concerned Citizen
Carol Cole



From: Pia Colucci

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Warthogs
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 5:26:17 AM

There is no reason these low flights happen over my state's wild lands. I read of three incidents
that occurred which are absurd! Dangerous, and incomprehensible.

A warthog narrowly missed a fire fighting aircraft. Another warthog tail snapped a live wire
sending it across a roadway. Another where the warthog was using people acting seedlings as
targets.

Unacceptable 100%. Stop this immediately.

Pia Colucci



From: Brandon Conlin

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Air National Guard Proposal
Date: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 5:42:32 AM
Hi-

For what it's worth, I oppose the proposal for the Air National Guard to fly so close to the
ground over the wilderness area. I'm not a treechugger but that will really suck to be out
kayaking or hiking in the Hammersley area and have an A-10 buzz over. Having gone to air
shows before that noise level is psychologically disturbing and won't be appreciated by

anything outside.

Thanks for reading.



From: Heather Coons

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA Low Project
Date: Tuesday, November 2, 2021 6:07:10 AM
To Whom It May Concern:

I am against the Air Force and the National Guard Bureau (NGB) proposing to lower the floor
of the existing Duke MOA from 8,000ft Mean Sea Level (MSL) to 100ft Above Ground Level
(AGL). I will reiterate PA DCNR's concerns that the proposed action would drastically
change the character of this region and the numerous state parks and forests that shape its
unique conservation landscape and wilderness. The proposed action is not conducive to the
nature of this wilderness area and could adversely impact the natural resources and wildlife,
interfere with recreation in the affected parks and forests; and be detrimental to the people and
businesses that live and work on these lands.

Thank you,
Heather Coons
NEPA Planner



From: Jordan Copenhafer

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA Low Comment
Date: Wednesday, December 29, 2021 1:29:50 PM
Attachments: image.png

Good afternoon,

I am writing to inform you that I endorse the comments in the letter provided by the Eastern
States Trail-Endurance Alliance on the subject matter of providing comments to the proposed
modifications to the Duke Military Operating Area. I understand the need for realistic training
opportunities for pilots and why this particular area is of interest. That said, the Pennsylvania
Wilds is an area that is already fighting an uphill battle. The proposed modifications to the
Duke MOA would leave this area of Pennsylvania with even greater challenges to overcome.

I ask that you evaluate and consider what is discussed in the letter provided by the ESTEA

(signed by president Jeffrey A. Calvert).

Reference ESTEA letter heading shown below:

Eastern States Trail-Endurance Alliance
499 Stevenson Road
Port Matilda, PA 16870

es100rd@gmail.com

f )

Eastern States

&

December 29, 2021
Maryland Air National Guard
175" Wing
2701 Eastern Blvd.
Middle River, MD 21220

ngb.ad.ada.nepa.comments.org@ us.af.mil
Re:  Proposed Modifications to the Duke Military Operating Area (“Duke MOA™)
- Public Comments from the Eastern States Trail-Endurance Alliance
(“ESTEA")

Best Regards,

Jordan Copenhafer



From: Daniel Crowley

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] flights
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 1:59:08 PM

Keep our pilots sharp the wildlife will survive.



From: KathylLynn Dabanian

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] A-10 Warthog flight training
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 5:22:11 AM

To whom it may concern,

These trainings so close to public wild lands and or anywhere where people
reside is a threat to our lives!

Anything could happen including starting wildfires, tearing down high tension wires
which apparently already

has. It is a disaster waiting to happen aside from what already has happened. It is
ruining the quality of life for

humans and the natural inhabitants of our parklands. It frightens people and animals
when they are flying so

low. Please take all of this in consideration and clearly doing an impact study on
wildlife might be a waste of

money. Seriously it will impact wildlife - that is a given. Birds are already on the down
swing because of

everything we have already done! | have been doing the Cornell Bird Count and our
Bird population is

diminishing. It is already alarming to see before our eyes birds, bugs and wildlife
decrease in the numbers

they have. So please find somewhere else where it will be less harmful to everything
around! Listed below

are some examples of what has already happened.

Previous training flights by the NY National Guard were at tree-top level and had
resulted in extremely dangerous situations.

DCNR reports detailed several incidents during previous A-10 (Warthog) flights by the NY
National Guard which raised serious safety concerns during training flights over the PA
Wilds area.

[ 1 While using an air tanker on a wildfire, our plane was flying in a generally easterly
direction from the Moshannon Air tanker base, approaching the side hill fire header.
Airspace was closed to all other traffic, but a Warthog was flying low just above the west
branch of Susquehanna River. The air tanker was diverted just in time to avoid a disastrous
mid air collision. The Air operations manager for Bureau of Forestry made an official



complaint.

[ 1 Where a power line crosses the West Branch of the Susquehanna River in the vicinity
of the village of Keating in western Clinton County, an A-10 was flying low above the river
and the tail sections of the aircraft severed a power line which crossed the river. The high
voltage power line whipped across Pa Route 120.

[ 1 While BOF crews were planting tree seedlings by using mechanized tree planters
pulled by small dozers, National Guard Warthogs would practice strafing by using the active
tree planter as targets. This was totally unsafe and frightening.

Sincerely, Kathy L Dabanian



From: Jason Detar

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public comment for the Maryland Air National Guard Duke MOA
Date: Sunday, December 12, 2021 5:47:33 AM

Air Force and the National Guard Bureau,

| am writing to provide public comment for the proposed changes to the Duke MOA
that would lower the floor of the existing MOA from 8,000 ft Mean Sea Level to 100 ft
Above Ground Level. The Pennsylvania Wilds region in northcentral Pennsylvania is
unique and sensitive. The wild, undeveloped nature of this region make it a
destination for outdoor recreation and is an important stronghold for wildlife. There is
no other region in Pennsylvania like the Pennsylvania Wilds. The noise associated
with low altitude flights is disruptive to humans and wildlife and therefore | am
opposed to the proposed changes to the Duke MOA that would lower the floor. Such
a change would be disruptive to wildlife and outdoor recreation including camping,
hunting, fishing, and hiking. If outdoor recreation is negatively impacted, the local
economy of northcentral Pennsylvania will also be negatively impacted as outdoor
recreation is an important component of economic revenue. | recognize the
importance of training flights and therefore recommend evaluating an alternate
location to hold the low elevation training flights.

Regards,
Jason



From: Dettwiler, Peggy

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc: Dettwiler, Peggy; Jurgen

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Concern about Flyover Plan
Date: Wednesday, December 29, 2021 12:19:54 PM

Dear Ms. Kristi Kucharek,

My husband and I have lived in Mansfield, Pennsylvania, since 1993, almost 30 years. We
chose the area for its scenic beauty and peaceful atmosphere.

We are very concerned about the proposal of the Maryland National Guard to conduct low-
altitude military training over the portion of the PA Wilds (Tioga and Potter Counties), exactly
where we live! The frequency and altitude as low as 100 feet are truly frightening! The
wildlife will react and scatter, certainly causing more traffic accidents. Our own pets will be
affected as well.

I am the Director of Choral Activities at Mansfield University and work in the Butler Music
Center, the highest building in Mansfield. We offer as many as 100 concerts per year, often
recorded. These flights will certainly impact the music-making in that building.

I do not believe that the Mansfield community has been appropriately informed of this
proposal. I read our area newspaper and have not seen a public meeting scheduled to allow us
to learn more or express our concerns.

Please re-consider this proposal and at the very least, offer a public hearing to provide more
information.

Thank you,
Peggy Dettwiler

Peggy Dettwiler, D.M.A.
She/Her/Hers




From: Teri Dignazio

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org; NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Military fly over training West Branch Susquehanna
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 8:35:45 AM

I am appalled to read about National Guard training over our Pennsylvania's wilderness treasure !
The area of concern, called the PA WILDS is for hiking, nature, solitude. It must not be converted into
a military training ground! This action would effect the public's use and cause other unseen impacts on

wildlife in the region.

I am unaware of any public information or announcements of planned public meetings? When will
these be held? Where can I find dates and location for public reviews in the counties effected?

Just as there is environmental injustice in our urban areas ----- this proposal for military exercises is also a
form of environmental
injustice. Those in public positions need to protect humanity and animal's lives by protecting an area

dedicated to environmental best management practices.

I can not support the environmental pollution which can harm individuals and ecosystems in the PA Wilds region.

https://pawilds.com

Sincerely,

Teri Dignazio
Oxford PA



From: Pamela Dillett

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA
Date: Monday, November 22, 2021 11:23:49 AM

I’m a resident of Clinton County, PA. I moved here to enjoy my retirement surrounded by nature and its peace and
quiet. [ am outraged to hear about the proposal of extremely low altitude flyovers in my area to take place most days
of the year.

This activity took place a few decades ago with the result that area residents and visitors were greatly disturbed—
both physically and mentally—Dby the unbearably loud and omnipresent noise. Hunters were unsuccessful, sleeping
infants woke up crying, and our local airways were prevented from carrying out routine and life saving flights.
Regarding the last point, Clinton County is rural, and patients must regularly be life flighted to better equipped
hospitals in Lycoming, Centre, Montour and Dauphin Counties. These critical flights must not be impeded by the
constant passage of fighter jets.

Clinton County is not a wealthy county, and we rely heavily on tourism for economic viability. Hunters, cross
country skiers, campers, hikers and fishermen will not want to come here with deafening roars assaulting them just
overhead.

I’m also concerned about what impact these war games will have on our wildlife. Central PA is a major migratory
path for thousands of bird species that are already in decline, thanks to climate change. Have you done extensive,
definitive research on how they would be affected?

And what impact will this have on our deer, bears and the numerous other wildlife species that have made their
home here for millennia?

Just the noise alone would be devastating to us all. There are countless studies readily available showing that
prolonged noise over a certain decibel level adversely affects mental health.

We in Clinton County are already bombarded by fracking activities, including thunderous truck noise all day and all
night. We are already extremely disadvantaged.

Leave us alone!

Pamela Dillett

Sent from my iPhone



From: Pamela Dillett
Date: Sunday, Dec 12, 2021, 4:43 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD |||

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] MOA in the PA Wilds

Dear Sir,

As aresident of Clinton County, PA, I’'m concerned about the low flyovers planned for this area. I’'m
requesting an immediate public meeting so more residents can ask questions, voice their concerns,
and inform themselves about this project.

Thank you.

Pamela Dillett

Lock Haven, PA

Sent from my iPhone



From: Susan Dillon

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] opposition to proposed low level flights by Maryland NG in north central PA
Date: Thursday, January 20, 2022 7:42:00 AM

As a resident of north-central Pennsylvania, [ am writing to express my concern and
opposition to the proposed MOA that would allow low level flight training in my area.
The Maryland National Guard says their impact study shows a Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) which is ridiculous. This flight plan would mean residents
and visitors in these counties could hear and see A-10Cs, F-16s and other military
aircraft flying very low (as low as 100ft !!) over their homes, cabins, or popular
outdoor recreation destinations multiple times per day every other day of the year, if
not more frequently, for many years to come. It stretches the imagination to say this
will not impact quality of life for residents, wildlife, livestock, the visitor experience,
and small businesses dependent on visitor spending. They have already admitted
that "some" wildlife could be spooked, "some" windows rattled etc. This is a gross
understatement.

Maryland has similar terrain in their own state that could be used for the training
flights. | believe the main reason they are proposing these flights here in our quiet
corner of Pennsylvania is because they think we will not care enough to object and
there aren't enough of us to matter. The "finding of no significant impact" is insulting
to every resident, business and visitor here in what was (ironically) designated as the
Pennsylvania Wilds. They are refusing (so far) to even have any public meetings
here. If they can't bring themselves to face us in person, then the arrogance is
palpable.

My husband and | owned a small outdoor recreation business for many years and |
can tell you that the number one reason visitors come to our area is for it's natural
setting and that quiet is especially prized. Residents desire the same.

I implore you to reject this plan.

Susan Dillon



From: Ryan Dodson

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] No more Warthog fly-bys please
Date: Sunday, November 21, 2021 7:33:47 PM

DCNR reports detailed several incidents during previous A-10 (Warthog) flights by the NY
National Guard which raised serious safety concerns during training flights over the PA
Wilds area.

[ 1 While using an air tanker on a wildfire, our plane was flying in a generally easterly
direction from the Moshannon Air tanker base, approaching the side hill fire header.
Airspace was closed to all other traffic, but a Warthog was flying low just above the west
branch of Susquehanna River. The air tanker was diverted just in time to avoid a disastrous
mid air collision. The Air operations manager for Bureau of Forestry made an official
complaint.

[ 1 Where a power line crosses the West Branch of the Susquehanna River in the vicinity
of the village of Keating in western Clinton County, an A-10 was flying low above the river
and the tail sections of the aircraft severed a power line which crossed the river. The high
voltage power line whipped across Pa Route 120.

[ 1 While BOF crews were planting tree seedlings by using mechanized tree planters
pulled by small dozers, National Guard Warthogs would practice strafing by using the active
tree planter as targets. This was totally unsafe and frightening.

Ryan Dodson
PA Contractor License 154755



From: Ryan Dodson

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PA Wilds and Warthog fly-overs
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 12:03:15 PM

After a full EIS or alternative publicly reviewable study, Public Meetings must be held
in each of the impacted counties (Cameron, Clinton, Elk, McKean and Potter).

The National Guard must consider safer and more reasonable alternatives than the
exhibited fly-overs that have resulted in severed power lines, near mid-air collisions,
and noise pollution.

Thank you

Ryan Dodson
Lancaster PA
PA Contractor License 154755




From: Susan Dolan

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] DUKE Moa Low

Date: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 10:03:35 AM
To Whom it May Concern:

I oppose the proposed flyover plans for Central PA.

This area is one of the true wilderness areas in the East including not only the PA Wilds area
(a huge source of tourist income) but also the Cherry Springs Dark Sky area, one of the top
places in the US to view the night sky without light interference.

I live here, and the beauty of the quiet woods filled with varied wildlife and birds cannot be
found in many places. The air is clear and the silence is peaceful.

It seems to me that there is little need for this type of exercise to be expanded from what is
already done, especially with the increasing use of drones and other technical, unmanned
weapons.

We do NOT want deafening jet flights screaming 100 feet above our homes and wilderness.
Please reconsider this plan, and let us live in and enjoy our natural environment. Protect our
environment, do not threaten it.

Sincerely,
Susan Dolan



From: Lois Drumheller

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low MOA flights across the Pennsylvania Wilds
Date: Sunday, November 7, 2021 6:15:53 AM

To Whom It Concerns,

This comment is from a Pennsylvanian citizen living in Allegheny County upon learning about a proposal for low
flying A-10 Warthogs to practice combat flying across the Pennsylvania Wilds (rough calculations indicate their
area for war games would cover around 800 square miles) with some flights descending as low as 100 feet above the
ground.

This insane proposal must stop for obvious reasons that include disruption to wildlife in areas that have already
reported incidents where power lines were cut during flight.

There is no further argument. My decision is final enough to fight you every inch of the way on this ridiculous
proposal.

Lois Drumheller




From: Debra Eckenroth

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comment re: MOA
Date: Thursday, December 30, 2021 5:28:15 PM

Please consider this email as a voice in VERY strong opposition to the finding of "no significant impact" on the
environment and way of life should the proposed low flying military training activity be permitted.

Debra Eckenroth




From: KENNETH EISENHOUR

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Fwd: Questions
Date: Wednesday, December 29, 2021 1:38:19 PM

Attachments: DUKE Ken2.docx




December 28, 2021

Dear Sir,

Thanks for giving us an opportunity to ask questions about this low-level Air Force National Guard
training area over Potter County.

1. In your environmental report for the Maryland Guard it says that nobody under the MOA will be
exposed to instantaneous sound levels exceeding 140 decibels. Does this mean they would be
exposed to noises up to that decibels? From what I've been told anything over 85 decibels isn’t good
for someone’s hearing. When | worked in manufacturing, even with hearing protection guys couldn’t
be exposed to those levels more than a few minutes a day. Here’s a chart from the internet that my
boss used use as a reference.

We found some information on internet about one of the
kinds of planes you want fly at treetop level, it said — At
3,600 feet above the ground an A-10 makes noise which
can be measured at between 101.9 to 103.7 decibels.

@ Healthy Hearing

According to OSHA's standards, employers
must implement a hearing conservation program

“when noise exposure is at or above 85 decibels You want to fly between 1,000 feet and 100 feet above the

averaged over 8 working hours, oran 8-hour time- | ground for two hours every other day. Is that right?
weighted average (TWA)."

So, if noise from an A-10 measured at 3,600 feet away is
around 102 decibels, and OSHA says a worker can’t be
exposure exposed to over 102 decibels in an hour and a half of an

This does not mean Hours of

you have to be Decibels

:E:Ziiziours o 90 8 faight-hour workd.?y how can you say .that an . .

BilsE e nEiy |92 - instantaneous noise level not exceeding 140 decibels is

for el with hajse - . safe for people or animals?

exposure. The key

phissels aversgel~ | 100 2 2. Would other military A-10s be permitted to use MOA

.szszviﬁffxfle 102 15 if this is approved? You list a few other expected users.
105 1 Where are these units out of and will any be using planes

hours of very loud

below one-thousand feet? what planes do they fly. Isn’t the
193 Special Operations Wing (SOW) a Pennsylvania unit? Do they still fly A-10’s?

3. You say Weekends would be limited mostly to Saturdays; Sundays. But the Public Affairs
Guidance says that Duke MOA would be activated Tuesday - Friday 10:00am — 12:00pm / 2:00 pm —
4:00pm.” Does this mean Tuesday through Friday or Tuesday and Friday? How strictly will this be
enforced or are these suggestions?

4. In addition to permanent residents for the Northern Tier, this will affect thousands of
Pennsylvanians who have second homes in these countries. It doesn't appear as though you've
included those property owners who are seasonal. There are more than 60,000 seasonal
residents in this area plus tourists. How will you avoid their homes which may be off the
beaten trail? This action which will very likely have a major affect the local economy, tourism, and
sensitive habitats, rare birds, and bats.

Sincerely,

Ken Eisenhour



From: Karen Elias

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] I oppose the Maryland National Guard"s plan
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 12:42:59 PM

The Maryland National Guard's plan to establish a Low Military Operations Area
over portions of the PA Wilds is misguided. If approved, this proposal will permit
flight-training exercises in northern Clinton County for two hours a day, up to 272
days a year, and at dangerously low altitudes (as low as 100 feet above ground). It
seems, having looked at a map of our area and declared it largely unpopulated,

the mlhtary has determined that their operations will have "no significant impact."

DCNR disagrees, stating in response to news of the plan, "The proposed activity
would drastically change the character of this region . . . .”

For an action to have an impact, it must be delivered with some force. Approval of
this project will initially permit A10 and F16 aircraft to participate in these
maneuvers; A10 bombers can fly up to 439 mph, while F16s can reach 1,522 mph.
If additional training programs are granted access to our space, which is likely, F22s
and F25s will be added to the mix, both of which can clock speeds of over 1000
mph.

Flying through our airwaves at these speeds will produce significant noise. The
National Guard's Environmental Assessment (EA) agrees that these maneuvers will
"generate distinct acoustical events" but insists that these will be experienced as no
more than "thunder-claps" that will momentarily "cause brief interruptions in
speech on the ground."

Looking more carefully at the Assessment, however, we see another story. The EA
states that these maneuvers will "cause readily perceptible vibrations in homes and
buildings directly under their flight paths." In addition, the A10s alone, when flying
at 100 feet, will produce decibel levels of 114. (At 110 decibels, hearing loss is
possible within 2 minutes.)

What's missing from the EA is acknowledgment that this plan will become a
profound intrusion for those of us who do indeed populate the area. Time
limitations have not been built into the proposal, which means these training
operations could go on indefinitely. How will they affect our wildlife? our tourism
industry? our real estate values? our psychological well-being? our hiking and ATM
trails? our hunting and fishing grounds? our economic health?

DCNR's statement goes on to say that these operations will “drastically” impact
“the numerous state parks and forests that shape [our region's] unique conservation
landscape and wilderness.”

As camp owners, recreationists, and property owners in Clinton County, we value
the beauty and serenity of our area. The rural character of our county is a precious
resource we are not ready to surrender. This plan will indeed have an impact, and it
will happen at our expense.



[ urge you to withdraw this proposal.

Thank you.
Dr. Karen Elias



From: Karen Elias
Date: Friday, Dec 10, 2021, 12:54 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD [

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] request for public meeting

It is essential that the voices of those who will be most affected by the MOA plan to conduct
low-flying military ops in the PA Wilds region be heard. Please schedule a public meeting.

Thank you.
Dr. Karen Elias
Lock Haven, PA 17745



Ms. Jennifer Elliott
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From: Dave Errick

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Maryland Air National Guard
Date: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 1:20:48 PM

Those of us living in north central Pennsylvania do not want low flying aircraft disturbing our peaceful way of life.
Use the airspace out west over uninhabited federal land or over the ocean. Thank you!

Warm regards,

David E. Errick
D.E. Errick Inc.

Sent from my iPad



From: Dave Errick

Sent: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 4:15 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Maryland Air National Guard / Public Comment

Please do not use our area of Pennsylvania for air practice fly overs. Although we are a rural area those of us living
here do not want our peace of life disturbed with low flying aircraft. Thank you!

Warm regards,

David E. Errick

D.E. Errick Inc.

Sent from my iPad



From: E—
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [URL Verdict: Neutral][Non-DoD Source] The Duke MOA Low Project
Date: Monday, December 27, 2021 12:46:25 PM

To Whom it May concern:

These comments are about the Maryland ANG’s proposal to use the PA Wilds as a
training ground by allowing training units to fly as low as 100 feet above ground
level (AGL) for up to 170 days per year. Training is now limited to 8,000 feet
above mean sea level (MSL) -- or 6,000-7,000 AGL. If the new MOA is approved,
then, other ANGs from across the United States would have the ability to use the
airspace. We could hear and see A-10Cs, F-16s and other military aircraft flying
over our homes, cabins, and serene outdoor destinations multiple times per day
every other day of the year, if not more frequently. The proposal would also
authorize New Jersey and D.C. wings and other wings to fly F16s and request
airspace, increasing days and types of aircraft.

The PA Wilds encompasses the greatest concentration of public lands in
Pennsylvania - more than two million acres including state parks, forests, game
lands, and national wild and scenic rivers (https://pawilds.com/), and includes 29
state parks, 8 state forests, 50 state game lands and the Allegheny National
Forest — the only National Forest in Pennsylvania. It is home to the largest wild
elk herd in the Northeast, two designated National Wild & Scenic Rivers,
thousands of miles of land and water trails, and some of the darkest night skies
in the country (Cherry Spring State Park). The Pennsylvania Grand Canyon,
the Pine Creek Rail Trail, the Mid-State Trail, Pine Creek, places to view elk and
fall foliage are all here. It's wonderful for hunting and fishing, cross country
skiing, mountain biking, trail running, hiking, road biking.

Tourism is a core component of this region’s economy and many small
businesses rely on visitors to stay afloat. Many people live in this region because
it offers a natural sanctuary. People visit the region to fish, hunt, hike, and
escape from the rat-race of urban areas. The PA Wilds hosts several trail running,
biking, hiking and other types of hiking events that attracts many people from all
over. While about half a million people live in the PA Wilds, almost 15 times that
— 7.2M - in day trip visitors annually. Personally, this area has been a godsend
through these very difficult pandemic times.

There is grave potential for mid-air collisions with birds of all sizes. Sudden
noise impacts and perceived threats can cause flocks to scatter and birds to
abandon their nests and young. The intended low-level training flights pose a
significant threat to migratory, breeding, and resident birds. Of particular
concern are the annual periods of peak migration, nesting, and breeding that
occur from March through October. Mature forest birds like the Wood Thrush and
Scarlet Tanager rely on Pennsylvania’s forested landscape with one in twelve
Wood Thrushes and one in ten Scarlet Tanagers nesting in the Commonwealth’s
forests. Additionally, eleven species of hawks and eagles, and two species of
vultures migrate over this part of Pennsylvania by the thousands each year
during the spring and fall. Introducing a human-made disruption of this scale to
avian populations seeking the diverse habitats and migratory corridors that are



endemic to the PA Wilds, could disrupt these critical life stages and cause
irreparable harm.

Another area of concern is agriculture. Agriculture is abundant in the area. The
area is also home to many Amish. Will low-level flying negatively affect farm
animals and horses? The ANG has not provided adequate notice to the public to
review the highly-technical draft Environmental Assessment -- the 45-day period
extends over the Thanksgiving holiday period, a busy time for many families. The
ANG refused to hold public meetings

The PA Wilds is a patriotic region — so much so that ‘patriotism’ is called out as a
theme in the PA Wilds Design Guide for Community Character Stewardship, an
award-winning planning document in use in the region. There are many
veterans living here. It is critical to assess whether these training exercises will
adversely impact the veterans living here who are suffering from PTSD.

Please do the following:

1) Complete a full and thorough Environmental Impact Statement to demonstrate
due diligence in researching and identifying potential risks for this low MOA
proposal in the PA Wilds region for both nature and the residents;

2) Extend the public comment period into 2022 to provide sufficient time for
review and feedback by local stakeholders; and

3) Hold public hearings in each of the PA Wilds counties, so stakeholders,
residents, and visitors to the region can ask questions and hear from the ANG
directly about its plans. These counties include: Warren, McKean, Potter, Tioga,
Lycoming, Clinton, Elk, Cameron, Forest, Clearfield, Clarion, Jefferson and
northern Centre.

Thank you for your consideration,

Sincerely -

Amy Ershler




From: Helen Fahy

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

ce : I
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA Low Altitude Modification EIS

Date: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 9:44:24 PM

| am writing you to express my opposition to your reckless proposal to go from 8,000 ft. MSL to a
mere 100 ft. AGL above my PA Wilds secluded tranquil home. As a private pilot | understand how
extremely dangerous it is to fly at 100 ft AGL at high speeds, 450 knots. You can’t recover from
that altitude. | also understand the adrenaline rush of buzzing close to the ground at 450 knots that
your young pilots experience. We know that your young pilots are not keeping to the 8,000 MSL
limits they are currently under now. Many of us have seen your pilots fly extremely low above our
Genesee farms that we can see the pilot faces. You are not controlling their testosterone now. We
know that 100 ft AGL will not really be the limit they fly and they will be endangering us and
themselves.

| have looked for other MOA current proposals and found the MOA at Michigan’s thumb over Lake
Huron is proposed at 500 ft. AGL. You can’t recover from this altitude either. | would think it would
be much safer to fly above Lake Huron than above my PA Wilds area with towering pine trees, red
tailed hawks, bald eagles, utility wires, windmills, private drones, and private aviation aircraft, in the
flight path. | know how invisible utility wires are from the cockpit. Captain Sully encountered
Canada geese in highly urban NYC airways. You don’t think you will encounter geese and raptors in
the PA Wilds? Why don’t you practice at 100 ft AGL at an abandoned or constructed airfield? It is
reckless to inflict this “low altitude, Top Gun, Maverick, need for speed” risk on us.

| can’t imagine the adverse effect the jarring, startling noise at 114 dBA (indoor rock band volume)
will have on our tourism or my personal tranquility. We can change our tourism advertising to
“Come recreate around fighter jets flying lower than pattern elevations. We have Top Gun,
Maverick Ill scenes (minus Tom Cruise) at least 170 days per year, two times a day,....you are surely
going to get a thrilling air show view, but bring your ear plugs.”

As a pilot | understand the importance of training. My Uncle was a Naval aviator in WWII in both the
European and Pacific theaters and stayed in the Marine Corps test flying experimental aircraft until
retirement. My brother was a pilot and in the Air Force during Viet Nam. There will be inevitable
accidents that will endanger me and my wonderful Potter County neighbors who choose to live in
the PA Wilds and be left the hell alone, instead of the congested urban Baltimore MD area.

Knowing that “public comment” only means that you have to wait 60 or 90 days to take in
comments that you will ignore, since your conclusion is that “this is the only MOA available to you
within a reasonable distance and after all, there are not that many people there, so we won't get
many complaints”. This proposal is likely a sure thing. However, one thing you can do (this is my
ask) is have a contingent plan. When there is a fatal accident, drop the reckless 100 ft. AGL and
go to 5,000 ft. AGL and monitor your Maverick pilots for compliance with the 5,000 ft. Find safe
controlled low altitude areas that a pilot might be able to recover from a problem. There must
be airports that are available for safe low level training, such as Mid State Airport. You don’t
need to endanger us and our tranquility and ruin our tourism with your uncontrolled reckless 100
ft. AGL high speed proposal.



Helen Fahy



From: Mark

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] No Maryland Air National Guard In PA Wilds
Date: Thursday, December 9, 2021 3:54:03 AM

Correction.

To whom it may concern,

As a veteran of a foreign war I believe in the freedom I fought for. I believe in wild open
spaces. There should NOT be training for the Maryland Air National Guard in the PA
Wilds.

They do not even plan to hold Public Meetings or perform an Environmental Impact
Study (EIS). They must hold Public Meetings in the counties which will be affected by
the flights. These meetings must be held at times and places which encourage wide
participation. Meeting must be well-advertised, including efforts to include the Plain
Sect communities residing within this region. The National Guard is operating in bad
faith.

The PA WILDS is a $1.8 billion industry that makes up 11 percent of the region’s
economy. DCNR, alone, has invested over $180 million in the region since 2003.

Do not allow A-10’s to buzz this pristine wilderness.
Sincerely,

Mark Fiorini



From: Janet

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Strafing in national parks
Date: Sunday, December 19, 2021 9:34:43 AM

| am concerned about these precious places being used for military practice.

The PA WILDS is not the appropriate place for disturbance by the National

Guard. Our PA WILDS ranks with the Adirondack Park and Preserve and the Great
Smoky Mountains National Park as places to protect forever.

Hikers, hunters, anglers, equestrians, paddlers, bikers, birdwatchers and others
enjoy nature at its best in the PA WILDS.. We seek a nature-based experience,
not aircraft strafing at tree-top level.

Thank you for reading my comment. I'm counting on you to outlaw this practice.

Sincerely,
Janet Fishman
Philadelphia 19143



From: BRENDA FITCH

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA Low
Date: Monday, December 13, 2021 10:14:09 AM

To Whom It May Concern,

We adamantly OPPOSE this plan! We have an Outdoor Recreational Park here in
McKean County, PA. Our business brings in over 50,000 people per year to this area
from larger cities in the Tri-State Area. Our park helps sustain many businesses in
this area. Our Customers want the peaceful serene atmosphere that they get here
now. If your plan is approved our customer's serenity would be disrupted. If they
wanted the noise of airplanes (Especially 100') they may as well stay home.

If your PLAN is passed, it will not only ruin the serene peacefulness of the Majestic
Allegheny Plateau, it will disrupt the abundant wildlife that we have here.

Another concern is about the Beautiful and Majestic Forests that we have here. If
one of the planes were to crash, it could start a MAJOR forest fire. The area that you
plan on flying is protected by VOLUNTEER FIRE DEPARTMENTS. How do you think
these departments would be able to handle such a crash? The staffing of these Fired
Departments is already understaffed and overworked.

Please RECONSIDER a different location for your project!

Thank you,

Brenda Fitch

Majestic Trails




From: BRENDA FITCH

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA Low
Date: Monday, December 13, 2021 10:26:18 AM

As | said in the previous email, We OPPOSE this plan.

My son was in the Air Force for 10 years and | highly respect the Air Force and how
important it is to train our pilots. My son lived on 3 different bases and | know 1st
hand how loud the plans are. This noise is NOT a healthy noise for this environment.
This area does NOT need to lose another business and the people they attract to the

area.

PLEASE, PLEASE find a different location for this training.

Thank you,

Brenda Fitch

Majestic Trails




From: Sharon
Sent: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 2:55 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD ||
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PA Wilds - Training question
Maj Andrieu,

I’'m a resident of Potter County, PA...quick question for you...is the Maryland ANG not permitted to train over
the less populated areas of Garrett County, MD & Northern WV? If not, why not?

Thank you.

Loren Fitzgerald, SMSgt, USAF (Ret)



From: john fleisch

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc: john fleisch

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comments Regarding - Volume 1 Draft Environmental Assessment for Modification of Duke
MOA - 12/09/2021

Date: Thursday, December 9, 2021 1:52:32 PM

Air Force, National Guard Bureau (NGB), and Maryland Air National Guard
(MDANG),

Of course | support the military in general.

| am a Pennsylvania Resident in the central part of the state. | choose to live
here, like so many others, to experience the bounty of our wilderness areas
like we have in the North Central region of the state. | am an active
fisherman, hiker, bird watcher, boater, and camper and enjoy doing so on
the public lands and waterways available in this region. Most of my friends,
and many others, enjoy the same outdoor activities as me, but also hunt in
the North Central region during the respective seasons for deer, bear, elk,
pheasant, grouse, turkey and other large and small game. Many "out of
staters" come regularly to also enjoy this natural bounty. There is no place |
would rather be than here.

More than 100 years of conservation foresight, coupled with vast public and
private investment, have reserved an incomparable region where local
people have built a new economy, based on national craving for contact
with nature. Additionally, since the inception of the covid pandemic, demand
for all forms of outdoor activities in forested areas has skyrocketed.

| have familiarized myself with an understanding of the proposed "Low
Military Operations Area" proposal. Everything about it is excessive and
significant: the 170 days for training flights (one out of every two days!), the
hours per day flown, the number of aircraft, and most especially the low
altitude of 100 feet.

Noise levels will be unwelcome and intolerable for both humans and
all wildlife involved.

Animals will be disturbed, which could result in their movement to non-
optimal living areas in regards to food and shelter. Breeding could also be
affected. The same applies to all bird families: daily flyways may be altered



in regards to their search for food and shelter from winds and other severe
weather. And the noise levels could also affect their willingness / ability to
breed ... and the young of both animals and birds would likely be in shock
from the noise of low flying aircraft. The ongoing noise may put both animals
and birds constantly on the move to try to avoid it which would greatly
deplete their energy and general health. And Trout and other game fisheries
would also be spooked from the noise / vibration they can hear through the
water and likely stop feeding for the rest of the day, or longer ... thus
causing mal-nutrition. Additionally any angler fishing then is likely done for
the day resulting in a wasted trip.

People will simply stop visiting the forests because it will no longer be fun.
How then will they be able to escape from their daily rigors and stress
levels? And more than ever, parents need to bring their children to visit and
recreate in the forests to keep them balanced with their "at home" screen
time".

In addition to the likely impacts on wildlife, I do not want to hear and feel like I am
in a "war zone" while recreating in the uniquely spectacular "PA Wilds" region of

North Central Pennsylvania. There are only a few places like it in the East.

Therefore, I am strongly opposed to changing from the current operations and
flight levels of 8,000 feet above mean sea level.

John D. Fleisch



From: David Fuhrman |

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 8:25 PM
To: NGB Ad/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org <NGE A4 A4A NEPA COMMENTS.Org@us.af.mil=
Subject: [Mon-DoD Source] Lowering of altitude requirements

I am former Navy, and lived in the Pensacola area for 30 years. We lived just off outlying
field Spencer where Navy, Marnne, and Coast Guard helicopter pilots hone their landing and
take off skills. We were on the approach to the various facilities in the Pensacola and Milton
areas (NAS Pensacola, Saufley Field, and NAS Whiting Field).

I miss my military flyovers. I currently live at the spot where your A10s make their tumn
northward towards Ft Indiantown Gap. Tell the pilots I said, "Come on down" and pay us a
visit but with one precondition: They must drop their wing tips as they go by!

FLY NAVY!

Dave Fuhrman, Disclosure Officer
PA Dept of Labor and Industry, Office of UC Service Centers and Office of UC Benefits and
Policy. (and former Navy spy)!



From: Peggy Giambelluca

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Oppose the Low Fly Zone Intentions
Date: Monday, December 13, 2021 9:55:18 AM

| am significantly concerned about the low fly zone in the Rew, PA area and oppose
this plan,

PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE do NOT disrupt our peaceful natural forest environment!

Thank you.
Peggy Giambelluca



From: Jason Gilmore

To: ROBINSON, DEVIN T Lt Col USAF ANG ANG/CC/PA; ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD;
KUCHAREK, KRISTI L GS-13 USAF ANGRC NGB/A4; NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Military Flights Over the Pennsylvania Wilds

Date: Thursday, January 13, 2022 8:27:19 AM

Hi,

I am concerned with the Maryland Air National Guard’s (ANG) plan to designate the
Pennsylvania Wilds airspace as a military operations area (MOA) for their low-flying military
training, specifically the Duke Low MOA. I am requesting your help in demanding further due
diligence of this proposal through completion of a full Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
A thorough investigation must be conducted on the effects that this type of military
engagement would have on our natural resources, the safety of our citizens, and the potential
adverse economic impact to our rural economies.

The PA Wilds is one of 11 official tourism regions in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and
one of eight state-designated Conservation Landscapes because of its unique natural and
heritage assets. The 13-county PA Wilds region is home to the greatest concentration of public
lands in Pennsylvania. We have 29 state parks, 8 state forests, 50 state game lands, and PA’s
only National Forest, the Allegheny. We have the largest wild elk herd in the Northeast, two
designated National Wild & Scenic Rivers, thousands of miles of land and water trails, and
some of the darkest night skies in the country.

For over 15 years, a collaborative effort among local, state, and federal partners,
philanthropists, and the private sector has focused on intentional economic development built
on the wide-ranging assets of the PA Wilds. This dedicated partnership has turned the PA
Wilds into the quintessential outdoor recreation destination, diversifying rural economies,
creating jobs, inspiring stewardship, and improving quality of life. Today, thanks to the work
of many organizations, businesses, and individuals, tourism is a driving economic force in the
region that makes up a large percentage of our economy. Every year, 7.2 million people visit
the PA Wilds to enjoy the peace and beauty of the great outdoors.

The current draft environmental assessment (EA) and draft findings of no significant impact
(FONSI) of the Duke Low MOA are insufficient. These findings do not adhere to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), given that the proposed Duke Low MOA will have diverse
and complex environmental and community impacts that exceed NEPA thresholds for a
comprehensive EIS and evaluation of alternatives. Additionally, the draft EA does not address
the following key areas:

1. Impact on wildlife and habitats, including critical breeding areas and migration routes for a
wide range of species.

2. Biological and agricultural impact to existing land uses, traditional practices, and
established biological and economic activities, including forest management and farming.

3. New and increased safety hazards that exceed the capacity of local emergency response
services and disproportionately impact specific communities.

4. Noise pollution levels and the potential risks to public health and wildlife, particularly given
the maneuvers will occur at 100 FEET above ground level.

5. Adverse effects on recreational activities, including PA’s hunting seasons and the associated
impact to the recreation community and the revenue that supports the Game Commission’s
budget.



6. Economic impacts, including the risk of negatively impacting the vital local tourism
industry, which is built on peaceful enjoyment of nature and the outdoors by anglers,
backpackers, cyclists, campers, hunters, day hikers, wildlife watchers, horseback riders,
photographers, astronomers, canoeists, and other groups.

7. Equity considerations given that this proposal could disproportionately impact underserved
communities, including a large Amish population, distressed communities, and low-income
households.

There are many elements of this proposal that have not been thoroughly explored and I ask
that you raise your voice in support of a thoughtful adue diligence period, including the
completion of a full EIS that addresses the complete suite of impacts to the community and
environment.

Jason



From: Bonnie Golla

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public Input to proposed Duke Low MOA
Date: Wednesday, December 29, 2021 12:38:51 PM

Dear Sirs:

Regarding the Low Duke MOA: Our family owns a home just outside the Duke MOA
boundary, as well as surrounding land, approximately 45 acres. We use the land for
fishing, hiking, and observing wildlife. This area is part of the region known as the
Pennsylvania Wilds, renowned for its wildlife and wildlife habitats.

| would like to request public meetings be held, in order to answer questions
regarding the potential impact to the area by the proposed Duke Low MOA. | also
request that these meetings take the form of hybrid meetings, conducted via ZOOM
or via a similar method, in order to allow members of the public to attend. The public
in the affected area is currently suffering under increasing numbers of COVID
infections, and virtual meetings would allow the attendance of any interested
individuals.

Some of the questions | would have include: What would be the frequency and
duration of the disruption caused by the flyovers; are there any plans for an
environmental assessment; how would the designated altitude for flyovers be
determined and how much variation would there be; would maneuvers be scheduled
only for sunny days; would this potentially encourage other military organizations to
begin to utilize this area for drills and flyovers.

Thank You,
Bonita S. Golla
Mechanicsburg, PA and North Bend, PA

Sent from Mail for Windows



From: ericgreisinge: [N

Sent: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 3:51 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD [

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Impact on Pennsylvania Wilds

Dear Major Andrieu,
I hope this finds you well and enjoying the holiday season.

I am contacting you concerning the decision to lower the flying elevation in
the Duke Military Operations Airspace located over the Pennsylvania Wilds. 1
learned of this decision through the most recent newsletter of the Susquehannok
Trail Club of which my family have been members since the early 1970’s. My late
father and I both completed Club’s Circuit Hiker Award and I am now guiding my
wife through the Susquehannok Trail System to complete the circuit. A unique
opportunity afforded by the wonderful Pennsylvania Wilds.

Beyond the above points my family’s history stretches back to the 1930’s
when my family built its first camp along the Kettle Creek Watershed located
close to the Hammersley Wild Area.

In addition, and most importantly, my father is buried in the area over
which the Duke Military Operations Airspace stretches. His decision to be
interred in this region was based upon three main criteria, family history, the
untouched wildness of the area, and the undisturbed peace and tranquility of the
area. With all due respect to your command and the United States military of
which members of our family have served from the Civil War through the
Vietnam/Cold War era the decision to lower the airspace destroys the untouched
wildness and undisturbed peace of the area as well as having untold outcomes on
various species of animal.

The wortld is polluted enough with human incursion, and we are currently
living in the midst on an ongoing deadly pandemic that was spurred on by human
intrusion into nature. We do not need another attack on nature.

I strongly urge you to reconsider the decision to lower the airspace of your
command in recognition of the history and wildness of the Pennsylvania Wilds as
well as respecting the peace of the final resting place of many individuals.

I respect your position and thank you for your service. However, I will
continue to work in any way I can, through my many contacts in the
Commonwealth and Federal Government to stop this process. My mother, an



honorably discharged Army Nurse Corps veteran of the Vietnam era will do the
same to ensure that her husband’s final resting place is not subject to unnecessary
disruption.

Respectfully,
Eric B. Greisinger, B.A., M.A., Ph.D.



From: Jacquelyn Gundersen

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [URL Verdict: Neutral][Non-DoD Source] Maryland National Guard Proposal
Date: Saturday, December 18, 2021 10:25:23 AM

I do not support the proposal. Tioga County is my home and I am grateful for and appreciate
its quiet beauty.

Get Qutlook for Android



From: Noel Habashy

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Concerns about lowering the floor of MOA to 100ft AGL
Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 7:53:18 AM

Dear sir or madam,

I am concerned about the ecological, environmental, and human impact of lowering the floor
of the existing MOA from 8,000ft Mean Sea Level (MSL) to 100ft Above Ground Level
(AGL). This region is host to an abundance of wildlife that may easily be disrupted by
increasing air traffic. This is also an area where I enjoy hiking and camping. Please
reconsider this adjustment and not lower the MOA floor.

Thank you for your consideration,
Noel

Noel Habashy
State College, PA



From: Patricia Hancock

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Requesting a public meeting about low flying air training.
Date: Saturday, December 11, 2021 11:06:58 AM

Patricia Hancock



From: sheila harris

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Proposed lowering of MOA
Date: Monday, December 20, 2021 9:46:30 AM
Attachments: Screen Shot 2021-12-20 at 11.27.53 AM.png

Screen Shot 2021-12-20 at 11.27.40 AM.png
Screen Shot 2021-12-20 at 12.05.05 PM.png

Dear Sir or Madam,

The area that the 175th Wing is proposing to train at heights at 100 feet is very popular and
well utilized by many citizens year round for outdoor recreation:
fishing,hunting,hiking,biking,bird watching etc.

Furthermore homes, camps and businesses are scattered throughout.Small business owners
who make a living primarily bases upon activities that center on tourism the PA Wilds will
be driven to ruin as tourism is negatively impacted by huge planes flying over the best fishing
or hunting, quiet hiking areas 2-3 x/week for 2-4 hours 176 days a year.

The area demarcated in purple along the Sinnemahoning also encompasses a single main
state highway,872, that runs right along that river ; 500 feet above those areas with the
purple ink indication is not high enough not to cause issues.

Realistically no matter how rare, there is always the looming issue of a plane crash as
accidents do happen.

We’ve had some very dry summers the past years and as we have only small volunteer fire
departments per hamlet or townships that are far flung around the area map, a plane crash
carrying huge fuel tanks in these forests that have no good road infrastructure would be
devastating.

Kindly consider relocating the low flying part of training to a more remote less used and not at
all populated by people like the Quehanna Wild Area ,for instance, just 2 minutes SW as the
crow flies of the area in discussion.SEE green map below.

Thank you for allowing comment from the public and expanding that window as well.

Respectfully,
Mr Larry and Mrs Sheila Harris






WHAT AND WHERE IS THE DUKE MOA LOW PROJECT?

In support of the 175th Wing, the Air Force and the National Guard Bureau (NGB) are
proposing to lower the floor of the existing MOA from 8,000ft Mean Sea Level (MSL) to 100ft
Above Ground Level (AGL).

This flight modification would accommodate the training requirements for our A-10 aircrews
who must train by simulating all types of weapons delivery and mission sets which can range
from 20,000ft MSL to as low as 100ftAGL.

The current charted Duke MOA is located in North, Central Pennsylvania with a small portion
extending past the southern boundary of New York.



From: Paul Heckbert

Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 6:33 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGEC/A4AD <jeffrey andrien 4@ms.af mil=
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] public meeting needed - PA Wilds

I'm appalled by the idea of a testing zone with nodsy. low-flying airplanes over the PA Wilds. There needs to bea
public meeting about this!



From: Joan Heller

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Clinton County airspace
Date: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 11:24:25 AM

Dear administrators of the Clinton County Airspace:

| retired to central PA for peace and quiet.

There have been military planes that have buzzed my neighborhood.
It is frightening, and loud enough to cause hearing loss.

The steers in my pasture are cowed by this noise

and the wildlife - deer, bear, turkeys, fox, to name a few -

will be negatively affected.

Bombers flying " as low as 100 feet, up to 272 days of use"
they don't say what times of day. In the past this has been day and night.

For people, livestock, and wild animals, this is disastrous.
Please vote against using central PA in this manner!

Joan Heller



From: Lance Heller

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] NO! Duke MOA for Clinton County
Date: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 10:50:29 AM

To whom it may concern,

As a Clinton County resident, veteran, commercial pilot and outdoorsman,
I fully support Pennsylvania Wilds

(https:/form.jotform.com/213114113358040) and strongly object to the
proposed Duke Low Military Operations Area (Duke MOA) proposed for

Clinton and other Pennsylvania counties.

Respectfully
Lance Heller
Clinton County resident



From: Mark Hendrix

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public comment on proposed fly zone
Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 6:04:56 AM

I think it is great and endorse your plans. I enjoy the sound of freedom and support our military to be their best by

training.

Mark Hendrix



From: Patrise Arts

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] opposing approval of low level flights over Pennsylvania
Date: Thursday, December 9, 2021 6:31:49 AM

I am a former Maryland Resident and so I understand the importance of Maryland's air
national guard in protecting the midatlantic region and our nation's capitol. However, [ am
now a resident of western Pennsylvania and I strongly oppose the approval of low level flights
of this extreme closeness to life on the ground. I have heard the jets passing over the Laurel
Ridge where I live, and they are certainly higher than the current minimum of 800 feet. even
then they are disturbing to the peaceful ness of the mountain landscape.

Maryland has easy access to the Atlantic ocean where it could certainly practice these low
level exercises without disturbing residents, visitors, livestock and wildlife. The experience of

these jets at close range is frankly terrifying - the approaching sound, the movement of air, the
sudden violence from above is alarming to me. I cant imagine what small children and animals

experience other than terror.

Please practise your drills where the fewest living things will be affected. It's closer to your
home as well.

thank you

Patrise Henkel



From: MAUREEN HENRY

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public comments on EA
Date: Saturday, December 11, 2021 7:46:25 AM
Hi,

I am expressing our, my familys, concern about the proposed Duke MOA low altitude mitigation map over the PA
Wilds areas and surrounding counties.

We visit these areas frequently specifically because of their peaceful and quiet natural beauty. Flying planes at 100
feet above ground will destroy the peacefulness and serenity of this area. The goal of getting people out of their
homes especially during this time of the pandemic is to provide an attraction of a naturally peaceful area.

The sound of jets at such a low altitude will destroy the peace for humans as well potentially scare wildlife who may
bolt across roadways causing accidents. The loud sounds of jets would cause a ripple effect throughout the area
damaging tourism as well.

Please listen to the community outcry to stop this plan from happening. Please keep our peaceful counties peaceful.

Signed,
Maureen Henry
Edward Henry

Sent from my iPhone



From: mary heston

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Concerns about the proposed training flights in our area
Date: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 5:31:01 PM

I’'m writing to ask for an Environmental Impact Study and a public hearing in Potter County, which is
the county most impacted by these proposed training flights. Although | support the military and |
understand the need for training zones, | am concerned and want to know more about the plans for
these flights. My concerns are:

1. The noise levels and their impact on migrating and nesting birds and on other wildlife, as well
as domestic animals, in our area. According to your own assessment, the brief nature of the
flights would make such disturbance insignificant, but the frequency of flights, perhaps three
days a week, from one to four hours, for approximately 170 days a year may be more
significant than claimed.

2. How the frequency and noise of the flights will affect tourism since many people come to our
area for the peace and quiet presently found here. Campers, sportsmen, hikers,
birdwatchers, stargazers and others come here for respite from urban congestion. Tourism
has become a vital part of the local economy.

3. How the flights may affect the forests that also provide jobs and serve as important carbon
sinks to counter climate change gases. Emissions from the fuel burned during these flights
may have detrimental effects on the forest ecology. How much fuel is burned by an A-10
during its travel to and from the base in Maryland and while in flight over the designated
area?

4. Safety. These planes may fly as low as 100 feet from the ground. How many accidents have
occurred previously during such training flights with A-10’s? | have read that DCNR recorded
several potentially serious incidents involving New York Air National Guard exercises
previously conducted here.

5. Liability. How is property damage in the event of an accident covered?

6. Finally, why must the PA Wilds serve as the sole training area? Why can’t other states, such
as West Virginia, Virginia, and Maryland share some of the responsibility for accommodating
this training? What considerations limited the designated flight zone to our area?

Thank you for your consideration,
Mary Anne Heston

Hector Township, Potter County

Sent from Mail for Windows



From: mary heston

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Additional question concerning MANG proposed flights
Date: Thursday, December 9, 2021 12:44:50 PM

Just one more question: How many other states currently use this air space for military training? In
Appendix C: Aeronautical Proposal, of the Duke MOA FONSI Draft Proposal, Page 104, under Joint
Use, e. Activities, lists A-10, 3 sorties, 2 times a day; F-16, 2 sorties, 2 times a day; and C-130, 1 sortie
per week. The F-16’s are operated by the NJ ANG, and the C-130 is with the PA ANG (page 103).

Does the NYANG still conduct sorties in the area?

Thank you,
Mary Anne Heston
Hector Township, Potter County

Sent from Mail for Windows
A



From: Brendan Hickey

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] A-10 and wilds
Date: Saturday, December 18, 2021 9:33:32 AM

Dear Committee

Personally, | love the A-10 Warthog. It flies low and slow and it gets stuff done, and |
understand the need for pilots to be sharp.

However, when | get into the wilderness, | do it for a reason. | make a long and intentional trip
to get into the deep forest. | leave my cell and all of the other nonsense behind. It's good for
my body and my mind.

An A-10 screaming just above the treetops is wrong. That forest is not a blank spot on the
map. Itis animportant and valuable resource. You wouldn't practice strafing runs over a

bank or a museum or a football stadium. Pennsylvania's wild lands are worth at least that

much to me.

Please protect our shared treasure by prohibiting training flights over the Commonwealth's
wild lands.

Thanks.

Brendan Hickey, PhD



From: George Hingson

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public comment on Duke Military Operations Area Proposal
Date: Monday, December 13, 2021 9:36:14 AM

Hello,

As aresident of Pennsylvania, I am writing to express our deep concerns about the Maryland
National Guard’s plans to establish a Low Military Operations Airspace over the Pennsylvania
Wilds. The area chosen is a haven for wildlife and outdoors enthusiasts. Much of the area
recommended for the 100" AGL contains trail systems that are loved by the residents of the
state. Two of these trail systems (Susquehannock and Donut Hole) are among the 100 longest
backpacking trails in the entire country. Trail systems of this magnitude are both vital to the
identity of this region and extremely rare in the northeast. Alternatives must be considered,
and the public must be allowed to voice their opinion before these natural resources are

damaged.

I request that the ANG complete a full Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), extend the
public comment period, and consider other possible locations for their ongoing military
training operations due to the prospective risks and negative impacts these drills are likely to
cause in our region

Respectfully,
George Hingson

Senior Reliability Project Engineer - Wabtec Corporation
Northeastern University Class of 2018

Bucknell Universii Class 0of 2010




From: Linda Kay Hinman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Opposing the Duke-MOA Low
Date: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 6:15:20 AM

I live in the PA Wilds. | oppose the increase in the number of low-level flights and the addition of
other allowable aircraft flying over this area. The impact on wildlife and humans is not known. The
guesses being made could end up costing us dearly. Once the harm is done it will not be undone.

Please do not move forward with this project.
Linda Hinman

Sent from Mail for Windows



From: Rick Hixson

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc: Rick Hixson

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Negative comments on proposed changes on the DUKE MOA in North Central Pennsylvania
Wilds area

Date: Thursday, December 30, 2021 7:31:14 AM

First, I believe that MD Air National Guard and the people trying to establish this DUKE
MOA have no interest in the impact on the people and environment they are planning to
affect. I can't help but think that the bureaucrat that did the EIS probably never left
Washington, D.C. to actually see what we who live here value as our home, wildlife and forest
treasure. We have had some flights of A-10s and FA-18 fly over Clinton County Pennsylvania
at lower altitudes in the past. It has concerned me then, that privately piloted aircraft and Life
Flight aircraft risk a mid-air collision with these planes. I have taken flying lessons to become
a licensed Light Sport pilot. While in VFR, I cannot imagine how it would be possible to
avoid a mid-air collision with an A-10 closing at 500 mph. Even if avoided, the turbulence
generated by the fast moving heavier A-10 would probably cause a major problem, damage or
loss of control of a Light Sport or a full sized civilian aircraft possibly causing it to crash. We
who live here choose to live here to get away from the big city noise, slums, squalor, rampant
crime, political corruption and “wokeness” that seem to typify the urban experience. The
ocean is in close proximity to Maryland and MD ANG can fly as low as they want without
affecting the environment and people. If there is a critical need for low level flying over
obstacles, I suggest the larger AFBs in the West where there are deserts, sand dunes and
mountains. There are even bombing and live firing ranges available. These are owned and
patrolled by the Federal Government and allow for the type of activity the MD ANG is
seeking. As a retired conservation professional, I do not want to see what has been protected,
conserved and preserved in what is identified as Pennsylvania Wilds be destroyed by flights
that can be flown elsewhere.

R.D. Hixson
Pennsylvania Game Commission Game Protector, retired
USNR ISCS, retired



From: Virginia Hoffman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PROPOSED DUKE MOA LOW ALTITUDE MITIGATION MAP
Date: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 3:14:28 AM

Dear Sirs,

As a private landowner of approximately 300 acres of forest and wildlife directly in the
proposed Duke MOA Low Altitude Mitigation Map, much of which is situated on top of
a mountain in Clinton County and which includes a private resident in which | live 6
months of the year, | have many concerns regarding this proposed change and
therefore list the following:

1. I request a series of public comment meetings be held in all affected counties.

2. | request that hybrid meeting where remote landowners and other affected parties
can likewise attend, comment and question proposed changes.

3. As part of those meetings | request the National Guard do a series of pre-
scheduled and publicly announced fly-overs which would be examples of the
proposed, so that local citizens could be present and experience in person the affects
of the proposed change of lowering the ceiling from 8,000 ft to 100 ft. , and then
follow those demonstrations with public input.

4. | ask you reach out to the Amish Community located in the affected region and
accurately access the impact to what happens when they are using their horses to
plow fields, or house valuable livestock in barns during the fly overs. My concern is
that their valuable animals are at risk of injuring themselves during such low flyover
disturbance. | ask that comments and findings from that group likewise be made
public.

5. | ask the you include national and local environment groups in these meeting and
make public all comments from them, including but not limited to groups that have
taken leadership in aviary migration such as Cornell Lab of Ornithology, National
Audubon Society, American Bird Conservatory, University of Texas Biodiversity
Center, and more.

6. That such above organizations are given the opportunity to access and publish the
impacts to endangered and protected species known to be resident in the proposed
area, for example Northern Goshawk, Little Brown Bats both of which | have
personally seen in Clinton County in the last six months. The area also includes the
endangered Short Eared Owl.

7. Additionally | ask that you outline a proposed plan and fund it to make available
money for people who have adverse impacts due to any flyover event. For example
window breakage, an Amish horse dies or is injured due to fright from a flyover, rental
cabins become unrentable etc.

8. | ask that a national conservatory organization assess and publish finding or
impacts in regards to the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918.

9. In general | am concerned in the degradation in quality of life for humans and
wildlife from living in a military training zone. | wish to fully understand those impacts
prior to any change and for the National Guard to remain open to that input, before,
during and after any changes in regards to this.



This serves as a starter list of my areas of concern which | hope to refine into a
realistic understanding over the next several months.

Thank You,
Virginia Hoffman




From: Virginia Hoffman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] My Public Input Duke Low MOA Environmental Assessment
Date: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 12:49:02 PM

December 14, 2021
Subject: Public Input to proposed Duke Low MOA
Dear Sirs:

| support the military and military training needs having worked on the Space Shuttle
in Houston, TX for many years of my life. As an IBMer and Contractor to NASA, |
wrote and tested software that was used during in-flight, live missions of the Space
Shuttle.

In regards to the Low Duke MOA: | was born and raised in Clinton County, PA and

am 41" generation on owning a home there which | live in about % of the year. It is just
outside the Duke MOA boundary and | also co-own about 300 acres of land on top of
a nearby mountain. | am not a hunter but | use the land for hiking, observing,
photography and preserving wildlife. My extended family and friends visit the area
often as a result of the pristine natural environment the area affords.

| will point out that the targeted area is known as the Pennsylvania Wilds, and
provides jobs centered around maintaining wildlife, wildlife habitats, forests, parks,
recreation and tourism. It draws not only tourists in the traditional sense but likewise
is used to teach the next generation of family and friends a love for nature and a need
to preserve it.

First | would like to request that public Town Hall meetings be held in the area,
scheduled enough in advance, and very well advertised, to be able to book airplane
reservations and be able to attend. The documentation and Environmental
Assessment do not answer my questions, and | feel it is important for the general
public to hear both, question and answers from me and others in order to determine if
the proposal has large or small impacts.

| request that hybrid meetings also be conducted via ZOOM or some such method to
allow the large number of people who own camps and/or visit the region for outdoors
or wildlife related opportunities, may also attend.

| will point out that currently the public in the affected area is suffering some of the
highest COVID-19 rates since the pandemic began in 2020. Infection rates and
community spread began in late October and has grown increasingly each week
since that time. Local hospitals, operating at 130% of capacities, now have patients
stacked up in the hallways and are even turning people away from the Emergency
Room on occassion. The general public is therefore not focused on reviewing this
proposed Low MOA or providing meaningful feedback before the deadline of Dec
31st, to something could have large impacts on their quality of life. A Town Hall



meeting scheduled in late 15t or 2" quarter 2022 would allow for a much better
response.

Additionally | understand that A-10C Warthog, the primary reference aircraft in this
proposal, was released in March 1977, almost 25 years ago. | would expect that the
military has been adequately training pilots for more than 20 years without this
additional airspace...why is request for the Low MOA happening now?

Of particular concern to me are the following, in no particular order:

1) The frequency and duration of disturbance. Even though the document outlines
only brief interruptions, the people | have talked to report “It is very loud when they
come screaming through” and you can “hear them long before you see them.”
Another person in the Cross Forks area reported that she could hear the planes for a
couple hours and it was very annoying and also once or twice startled her. Given the
reported level and duration of the noise, it would seem that more information is
needed to make a judgement on the acceptable volume and duration of noise. How
would this noise compare to living next to an active airport for example where it's the
length of low noise that degrades the environment for humans?

2) What changes should people just outside the proposed Low MOA expect as far as
disturbance and air usage? Currently planes coming into the area are very high but
with the Low MOA coupled with FAA rules that allow pubic planes to fly at 500 ft,
does this mean that most aircraft coming into the low MOA will do so at 500 to 1000 ft
above ground? How many miles out from the MOA will they do this? For example, |
own property on Dry Run Mountain, which is next to Young Woman’s Creek. Will
planes be going overhead at 500ft above ground on many occasions during the
year?

3) Given that the request is for 172 days of the year to be used for training purposes,
and that the area has 177 non-rainy days per year, should one expect military training
to be conducted on practically every sunny day of the year?

4) If the FAA converts this to a Low MOA, does this open this area up to be used by
military organizations from all over the US to use for training purposes and not just
the Maryland ANG? |.E. What should the area realistically expect as far as how many
days aircraft will be training overhead?

5).The Environmental Assessment should be conducted by an independent and
professional organization so the true impacts are accurately understood. Currently
the EA addresses what it believes might be sensitive wildlife, specifically Bald Eagle
and Golden Eagle nests. The EA does not acknowledge that this area is prime,
untouched wildlife area with many species that could (will) be affected by a Low MOA.
First, demonstrating the gross inaccuracy of the EA, Golden Eagles do not nest in the
area. At a minimum the endangered Goshawk, a highly noise sensitive species, does
nest in the area and ONLY nests north of Interstate 80. The Goshawk impact is not
addressed. Both Bald Eagles and Osprey are finally recovering in the area after years
of work by environmentalist. What will be the impact to not just their nesting but their
rearing of fledglings? Likewise nothing is mentioned in the EA about neotropic



songbirds that thrive in the US and Central America because they breed and raise
their young in the proposed Low MOA area — these are warblers, vireos, tanagers,
hummingbirds and others. Many of these birds nest in high canopies and are noise
sensitive. These flights are particularly likely to impact Scarlet Tanagers and
Blackburnian Warblers for example.

6) Additionally the proposed Low MOA training flights do not mention potential impact
during Spring and Fall Migration. The U.S. has lost 1 in 4 birds in the last 50 years,
what will be the impact of the Low MOA on this area that serves to counter the long
term destruction of many species?

7) What will be the impact to many citizens who are shift workers in that area? People
who work at First Quality and some of the chemical plants work rotating shifts. Will
noise from the daytime flights serve as an added disturbance to them?

Please help me to understand the true and realistic, long term impact to the region
especially in regards to wildlife, including birds, and to quality of life. | am very
invested in the area in questions and wish to understand what a common laymen of
the area needs to know.

Thank You,
Virginia Hoffman

Austin, TX and North Bend, PA



From: Virginia Hoffman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA
Date: Friday, April 22, 2022 4:00:01 PM

Dear Maryland Air National Guard,

Please excuse my lack of knowing who to address this email to other then "Maryland
Air National Guard", as normally | would address my email respectfully to a person.

Per your official webpage, | am contacting you to ask -

1. Has the Maryland Air National Guard submitted a request to the FAA to use the
Duke Low MOA ?

2. What are the next steps that will be happening as far as this request to do low
flyovers in several Pennsylvania Counties?

3. Will that include additional Public Hearings? Additional Environmental
Assessments from what has already been performed in 20217

FYI I am just a member of the public who lives in affected area. Nothing more has
been said in local newspapers nor on your webpage.

Thanks,
Virginia Hoffman
Clinton County PA resident



From: tm ol [

Sent: Monday, December 6, 2021 4:39 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD [

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke Low Fly MOA
Dear Sir,

I’'m writing in support of the Duke Low Fly MOA. | believe it’s important that our military be well
trained. It only makes sense that such training take place over public lands.

| sense that there is resistance on the part of the Pennsylvania DCNR to approve the plan, some of
this being concern for the noise level. Beyond that, Pennsylvania DCNR has recently increased
access to State Forest Lands for motorized ATVs. There are hundreds, if not thousands of these
machines running through the forest system on designated trails and roads, which generate plenty
of noise and disturbance.

Thank you for this opportunity to express my thoughts.

Yours truly,
Tim Holtz



From: Laura Horowitz

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] protect our PA Wilds
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 3:12:23 PM

The PA WILDS is promoted as an unspoiled destination for those seeking nature-
based tourism. It cannot become a training ground for aircraft strafing runs. | ask you
to see that any decisions about doing military training over these areas be made in
full public view and with public participation.

Thank you.

Sincerely-

Laura Horowitz

Virus-free. www.avast.com



From: Laura Horowitz

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] keep the PA Wilds quiet!
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 6:09:02 AM

I love our public lands in Pennsylvania. Especially since the pandemic started, being
able to find a place of quiet, safety, and serenity is essential for our mental

and emotional health. The PA WILDS is promoted as an unspoiled destination for
those seeking nature-based tourism. The proposed training area is the state's
largest acreage of wilderness and is home to two National Wild & Scenic Rivers and
the largest elk herd in the northeast.

Twelve state parks would be impacted by this proposal, including Bucktail, Cherry
Springs, Denton Hill, EIk, Kettle Creek, Lyman Run, Ole Bull, Patterson, Prouty Place,
Sinnemahoning and Sizerville."It cannot become a training ground for treetop-level
strafing runs.

But the Maryland Air National Guard does NOT plan to hold Public Meetings or
perform an Environmental Impact Study (EIS). This is not the way to make decisions
that directly impact the public. The Guard must hold Public Meetings in the counties
which will be affected by the flights. These meetings must be held at times and
places which encourage wide participation. This meeting must be well-advertised,
including efforts to include the Plain Sect communities residing within this region.

The National Guard’s very premature statement of FONSI (Finding Of No Significant
Impact) demonstrates bad faith. They cannot refute our concerns regarding the
proposal’s impacts without a full Environmental Impact Study. After a full EIS, Public
Meetings must be held in each of the impacted counties (Cameron, Clinton, EIK,
McKean and Potter).

The National Guard has not considered a simple, safe and reasonable
alternative: Since skill-building is based on repetition, simply set up courses for
training at their airports with aircraft race pylons such as are used in Red Bull air
races to safely practice maneuvers. That way, training can be continuous.

| thank you for your attention to this matter.
Sincerely,

Laura Horowitz



From: Georgina Hricak

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] To the Air Force and the National Guard Bureau (NGB)
Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 2:13:57 PM

To Whom It May Concern,

This email will serve as my comment on the proposed modification to the Duke Military Operating
Area (MOA) to lower the floor of the existing MOA from 8,000ft Mean Sea Level (MSL) to 100ft
Above Ground Level (AGL).

My husband (James S. Hricak) and | own a vacation home, soon to be retirement residence within
the Duke Military Operating Area (MOA). We purchased this property in 2005 with the intent of
spending our leisure and vacation time in this beautiful untouched and unspoiled area and
ultimately moving up there to live out our retirement.

Since 2006, we have maintained a milkweed field to support the local population of Monarch
Butterflies in their population preservation. Since 2006, these butterflies return and reproduce
every year. Disturbing the Monarch Butterfly migration would cause immeasurable harm to this
species which already meets the criteria for listing as an endangered species according to the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service.

On December 15, 2020, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service announced that “listing the monarch as
endangered or threatened under the Endangered Species Act is warranted, but precluded by higher
priority listing actions. The decision is the result of an extensive status review of the monarch that
compiled and assessed the monarch’s current and future status. The monarch is now a candidate
under the Endangered Species Act; we will review its status annually until a listing decision is made."
The airspace that you are proposing to use for training exercises involves the Monarch Butterfly's
annual migration routes. These have been used for generations, connecting critical monarch
butterfly habitats from Mexico to Canada. The airspace above the area milkweed crops, area
waystations and the Patterson State Park roosting site needs to be avoided in order to prevent harm
to these sensitive Monarch Butterfly populations and their migration routes.

My husband will retire in 2022. At that time our plan was to move to our property in Potter County
with our 3 horses and 4 dogs. There is already a large population of horses in the proposed airspace
to be used for training exercises. Equines are flight animals and will run through fences or any other
containment injuring themselves potentially to the point of death when faced with extreme fear.
The impact of A-10 Warthogs and F-16 Fighter Jets flying 100 feet over my horses and all the area
equines (not to mention cows, food source animals and wildlife) would cause catastrophic damage.
Who will pay the veterinary bills? Area Veterinarians are already in short supply, where will we get
care for our injured animals? Who will take responsibility and be accountable for the carnage?
There is a large population of Amish in the area. Horses are their means of transportation and
income, as they are used in the fields and to produce their food goods and are their lifeline.



There are veterans who live in this area, who specifically chose the area for the peace and quiet,
many of whom suffer from PTSD.

We all have our personal reasons for buying and investing in this area, but the one thing in common
is nature, and the peace and tranquility that go along with the PA Wilds and the area called God’s
Country. People (like us) have invested our life savings in the area, tourists come from all over,
astrologers come here to one of the best sites on the east coast to Cherry Springs to stargaze. There
are many AirBnB facilities, campsites, fishing, stargazing and numerous other visitor facilities. This
decision to disregard all that would be devastating to the area tourist and visitor industry.

The Environmental and Economic impact of this irresponsible proposition has obviously not been
adequately addressed. Public meetings are needed, with facilities to accommodate both full time
and part time residents (online or zoom accessible).

My husband and | will promptly pursue legal remedies if the proposed modification to the Duke
Military Operating Area (MOA) is authorized and by doing so causes injury to the Monarch Butterfly
population which we have worked since 2006 collectively with other residents, our horses, our
properties, and our livelihoods via income from these properties.

Regards,
Georgina & James Hricak




From: David Hrobuchak

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] MD Air National Guard plans for low-level training in northern PA
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 9:15:25 AM

Dear Sir and/or Madam,

I have serious concerns for the Maryland Air National Guard and its plans to conduct low-level combat aircraft
training in the wilds of northern Pennsylvania. While I fully support our US military and its peace keeping mission,
I 'am also an outdoor enthusiast who respects the sanctity of our environment. I truly believe low-flying aircraft
training would be disruptive to the wild animals and all of the people who enjoy the solitude of the outdoors and
therefore other options should be explored for this training.

Respectfully yours,
David Hrobuchak
Harrisburg, PA

Sent from my iPad



From: Kathy Huggins

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Warthogs
Date: Saturday, December 11, 2021 1:24:19 PM

Dear Air National Guard,
Warthogs and horses don’t mix. | am referring to the horseback rider aspect of low-level flights by

Warthogs in north central Pennsylvania state forests. There are two heavily-used horse camps near
Rt. 44 in Potter County. A plane flying low overhead will panic almost any horse. And if that panicked
horse is carrying a rider at the time, there will almost certainly be serious injuries — or worse. Even if
a horse is tied in camp, it may spook, break loose and be lost in the woods.

| support the military wholeheartedly and would enjoy watching your pilots train. But please avoid
the camps along Rt. 44 at Dyer Road and Twelve Mile Road and the surrounding trails frequented by
horseback riders, at least during the spring, summer and fall camping seasons. | sure would hate to
lose my wife in a horse accident caused by a Warthog.

Thank you,

Richard Huggins



--—-Omgmnal Message-—-
From: Hunts
Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 5:37 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A2AD G

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] DUKE MOA

I have enjoyed seeing the jets for my entire life (61 yo). Over the years I have seen A7, F4, F15, F16, A10, C130,
C17. Please keep them flying! The population of the MOA and the landscape dictates a perfect area to train for TEE.
DCNE. is a taxpayer funded agency and has been gulping up dollars creating their version of PA Wilds. Those of us
who live in the area don’t agree with the way they waste our meney. Good luck in your endeavor to persevere!



From: Lind Hyci

Sent: Wednesday, December 15, 2021 9:57 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD [

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re low fly zone proposal for Potter county, Pa and adjoining areas

Dear Sir: | would like to suggest that the Maryland Air National Guard respond to public
comments prior to commencing low fly operations in this area. Linda Hyde Genesee, Pa



From: VITA JANERELLA

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Opposition to Duke MOA low fly zone in North, Central Pennsylvania
Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 10:53:29 AM

We would like to express our opposition to the proposed Duke MOA low fly zone in North, Central
Pennsylvania.

As residents of North Bend in Chapman Township, Pennsylvania, we oppose your proposed low fly zone
in North, Central Pennsylvania. We feel that the current training flights that take place in our geographic
area are low enough. Any lower altitude flights would create potential catastrophic hazards, especially in
our mountainous area. As an extremely rural area, we do not have the emergency response systems in
place to quickly deal with any potential emergencies that could result from accidents, e.g. plane crash,
explosion, fire, forest fire, etc. We are also concerned about the potential affects to wildlife, our tourism

industry and our forests.
Thank you for your consideration of our comments.

Vito and Wendy Janerella



From: Karlie Jones

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PROPOSED DUKE MOA LOW ALTITUDE MITIGATION MAP
Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 10:01:10 AM

To whom it concerns:
The local residents and hunters need to be made aware of this situation, as it’s going to disrupt the flow of wildlife

that many people survive on in this region, including the Seneca Nation of Indians. Are there going to be public
hearings? Or are we all mean to find out about your plans after they are enacted?

Thank you,

Karlie Jones



From: Jonesy 22

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low altitude flyovers
Date: Sunday, November 28, 2021 9:06:21 AM

Why would you do this? This region is already struggling with all.of our current dictators
enforcement and protocols. Tourism is about the only thing left in this part of the country and
anyone with a brain knows this will ruin that. There are other places not populated by any
people you could do this, or maybe just stay in Maryland and find a place.



From: Ray Kauffman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Northeast PA. Training flights
Date: Saturday, December 11, 2021 7:00:45 AM

My name is Ray Kauffman, I want to say I'm in favor the training program scheduled for the
area around my family's hunting camp in Potter County PA. I have sat in the woods many
times when these planes were flying low over the trees. I've had deer standing less than 50 yds
from my position when they flew over low enough to see the pilot and the deer never looked
up. I apologize for all the selfish people that are fighting this program. I can't believe they
expect these same pilots to protect them and their interest in time of war when they have not
been properly trained. If they don't recieve the training they need it will lead to a lot of our
military men and women to die needlessly just because of a group of selfish greedy people.
Any true patriot would never try to stop this. They try to claim it will be detrimental to tourism
but I disagree with that. I personally will be setting around a look out in the mountains
watching these brave men and women doing their thing in preparation of war. Again |
apologize for the sad group of people that call PA their home. Most of the ones fighting to
stop this have moved to that area and want to cause a disturbance to get their little 5 minutes

of fame at their stupid selfish meetings. This is my opion, bring the jets and let's get this air
show rllng! Thanik you, Ray Kouffman

Sent from the all new AOL app for Android



From: Brian

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public comment: Duke MOA Low
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 6:48:02 AM

I’ve read this proposal and find that the area as proposed is inappropriate. This area of the State of Pennsylvania is
extremely dependent upon eco-tourism. 100ft flying jets is a blatantly obvious conflict with the established use of

this land by people who live and visit there.

My suggestion is to move the map boundary to exclude the green area entirely. It seems rather unbelievable that we
could dissect the green area into altitude zones and think that the noise and disturbance will not happen.

Brian Kavalukas
Pennsylvania resident
Frequent PA Wilds recreator



From: Paul Kelley

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Proposal
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 10:15:17 AM

I take this opportunity to share my thoughts and knowledge seriously. Please stay with me
while I share them.

First, truly detailed work of the impact of disruptful noise on wildlife has shown to be far
greater and longer term than a cursory examination would expect. I wish I had a source, but I
know I read about it in conjunction with a story about a researcher who has been documenting
the quietest places on Earth. The impacts of noise on stress levels and physical and mental
health on individuals are well documented.

These proposed low fly zones are in some of the highest quality natural environments in
Pennsylvania with some of the most favored state parks in the Northeast, including a dark
skies treasure used by a population far exceeding that of the local area. While the benefits of
training are certain, so is attention given to rapidly diminishing quality areas to experience
peaceful calm, and I believe with knowing conviction that putting off their protection for
another place and another time in the interest of training for future missions and conflicts
assures they and the human benefit of experiencing these qualities now are forgotten - even
though they certainly ought to be considered one of the vitally important freedoms our service
members and leaders are pledging to defend. Lowering a flight height from 8000 to 100 feet as
it seems this proposal is asking - well, cringing is not the word to describe the impact such an
experience would have on my experience of the place and the impact that would have on the
local population.

Secondly, towns and parks in the region are not the only areas if population. Pennsylvania is
an inhabited countryside, where people's vacation homes, hunting lodges, deer stands, farms,
and regular homes share space with state forest land. The small areas of mitigation, combined
with the deep valleys that the physiographic region is named after (DCNR map of
physiographic regions) would not protect those places from serious disruption even if they
were the only inhabited areas.

Finally, two questions about practicalities. Does the military actually need such environments
to train in? Are virtual realities not enough to give a lifelike equivalent? Have these methods
been developed fully, as a replacement for or in conjunction with real world training? Will the
full public be given notice of possible flyovers and will they conducted when there are likely
less hunters, atv'ers, campers, hikers, and stargazers in the region?

Thank you for recording my comments.
Paul Kelley, Ph.D.
Havertown, PA



From: Dan Kennedy |

Sent: Saturday, November 20, 2021 4:20 PM
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org <NGB. A4 A4A NEPA.COMMENTS.Org@us.af. mil=
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Keep the low level training routes!

I love nature, but love American freedom more. | still talk fondly about the time | was fishing
in Anderson Creek near Rockton PA, when an A-10 flew over a few hundred feet above the

trees. Sounds and sights of freedom. That brought a smile to my nature loving face.

-Dan Kennedy
Portage PA



From: MARTE KENNY

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke mos
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 6:26:50 AM

We are property owners in Potter Country and Pennsylvania taxpayers who strongly opposes

the Maryland National Guard flying over this pristine and wild area at low altitudes. This will be destructive to the
wild animals and birds that are native to this area, included but not limited to , the osprey, the bald eagle, the elk,
and the white tailed deer. It will also impact the residents who live here and their economy, as tourists come here for
the peace and quiet and serenity of the Pa mountains. So to reiterate we are totally against this.

Thomas and Marguerite Kenny

Sent from my iPhone



From: Kathleen Kerrigan

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Please reconsider your proposal
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 5:08:43 AM
Greetings,

I would like to comment on your training proposal. I believe that the new proposal is
incredibly short cited and wildlife will absolutely be negatively affected it's quite crazy to me
that your impact statement says that this will not negatively affect the wildlife of the region
even with the exception in place for certain wild areas. This proposal is short-sighted
negatively impacts the quality of life of residents, wildlife, and tourists. If this were your home
you wouldn't be allowing such things to happen. I am a Pennsylvania resident and I'm
staunchly opposed to the new training altitudes in your proposal. Please reconsider your
location and altitude limits. Thank you.

Kathleen Kerrigan
PA Resident



From: how are you doing thomas kessler

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] L19 Warthogs in Pa wilds
Date: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 12:27:26 PM

I’'m writing this letter in protest to the L19 warthogs flying over pristine Pa woods in Potter county
Pa. My son owns a camp outside of Carter Camp in potter county. My wife and | go to his camp a lot
due to being retired. We are from York county Pa . We go to enjoy the peacefulness of the
mountains that surround his camp. | can’t imagine sitting on the front porch with a good glass of
wine and all of sudden these warthogs come flying over disturbing our peacefulness of the area. |
would think this would not be good for the wildlife that live in these areas also. | feel this area plus
other areas of potter county should NOT be training ground or strafing runs for these jets. Please
consider stopping this unwanted intrusion to this wonderful area called Gods Country.

Thomas L Kessler



From: Tim Kessler

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] L19 Warthogs in PA Wilds
Date: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 6:05:02 AM

I would like to express my concern as a tax paying citizen of Pennsylvania regarding the
subject above.

The training of the Maryland Air National Guard over the PA Wilds would be disastrous from
the perspective

of folks like myself. My family and I (along with numerous friends) that use this area as a
form of relaxation,

escape from the hustle and bustle/ noise of our daily lives would be devastated to hear/see low
flying Jets over

this area. This area was set aside by the state to preserve as a place that people can share
quality time together

with their families and enjoy the pristine quiet and serenity of the surrounds. I can't imagine
going for a hike,

hunting, fishing, etc. and seeing/ hearing low flying Warthog fighter jets over the treetops. It
not only ruins the

feel of the area but also could be a detriment to local land owners who own property in this
region. Property

values could drop as a result of less demand for the use of the area. There has to be plenty of
other areas and

alternatives to train.

I also find it a risk and very unsafe for users of the this area. Here are some examples:

DCNR reports detailed several incidents during previous Warthog flights by the NY National
Guard which raised serious safety concerns during training flights over the PA Wilds area.

-While using an air tanker on a wildfire, our plane was flying in a generally easterly direction from the
Moshannon air tanker base, approaching the side hill fire header. Airspace was closed to all other traffic,
but a Warthog was flying just above the west branch of Susquehanna River. The air tanker was diverted
just in time to avoid a disastrous mid-air collision. The Air operations manager for Bureau of Forestry
made an official complaint.

-A National Guard A-10 was flying low above the West Branch of the Susquehanna River in the vicinity
of the village of Keating in western Clinton County. The twin tail section of the aircraft severed a power
line which crossed the river, which whipped the high voltage power line across Pa Route 120.

- While BOF crews were planting tree seedlings by using mechanized tree planters pulled by small
dozers, National Guard Warthogs would practice strafing by using the active tree planter as targets.

| would hope That the Maryland Air National Guard will reconsider that the PA Wilds be used as training
grounds for the Warthogs.

Please think about how many people feel the same way | do in this regard. Too many state parks would
be affected by this and is just not acceptable in the minds of taxpaying Pennsylvanians like myself.



The proposed training area is the state's largest acreage of wilderness and is home to two
National Wild & Scenic Rivers and the largest elk herd in the northeast.

Twelve state parks would be impacted by this proposal, including Bucktail, Cherry Springs,
Denton Hill, Elk, Kettle Creek, Lyman Run, Ole Bull, Patterson, Prouty Place,
Sinnemahoning and Sizerville.

PLEASE FIND ANOTHER ALTERNATIVE FOR THIS TYPE OF FLIGHT TRAINING SO

FOLKS CAN STILL ENJOY WHAT THE AREA WAS SET ASIDE FOR BY ALL OF OUR
FOREFATHERS!!!

Timothy J. Kessler

Virus-free. www.avg.com



From: Blake Ketchum _

Sent: Saturday, November 20, 2021 3:10 PM
To: NGB Ad/A4l NEPA COMMENTS Org <NGB.Ad A4A NEPA COMMENTS.Org @us.af mil=
Subject: [Mon-DoD Source] Warthog menace over State Land

This practice 1s disruptive to the people and the wildlife that depend upon these ecosystems
for sanity and fundamental life needs.
Take your war toys and fly them over land that's already disturbed.

Dr. Blake Ketchum (Land owner and naturalist adjacent to Blue Knob State Park)



From: Kirby,Martha

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Air Natioal Guard issue with low level strafing runs
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 8:29:24 AM

Please reject the Maryland Air National Guard plans for the Duke Low-level MOA.

The following are documented problems:

While using an air tanker on a wildfire, our plane was flying in a generally easterly direction from the
Moshannon air tanker base, approaching the side hill fire header. Airspace was closed to all other traffic,
but a Warthog was flying just above the west branch of Susquehanna River. The air tanker was diverted
just in time to avoid a disastrous mid-air collision. The Air operations manager for Bureau of Forestry
made an official complaint.

A National Guard A-10 was flying low above the West Branch of the Susquehanna River in the vicinity of
the village of Keating in western Clinton County. The twin tail section of the aircraft severed a power line
which crossed the river, which whipped the high voltage power line across Pa Route 120.

While BOF crews were planting tree seedlings by using mechanized tree planters pulled by small dozers,
National Guard Warthogs would practice strafing by using the active tree planter as targets.

Thank you for reading these comments



From: Linda Klingaman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Potter County citizen concern
Date: Monday, December 27, 2021 7:55:05 AM

To Whom It May Concern,

I am a resident of Potter County, PA and owner of a 300 acre farm. I was born and raised on this farm and chose to
remain here and raise my children here as well. Even though my career took me to Penn State and Indiana
University of Pa as a college professor, my husband and I chose to stay in Potter County. Needless to say I drove
many miles to work.

We are very concerned that having low flying planes in our airspace 170 days a year is going to change the reasons
we remained here. We see this proposal as being disruptive to our wildlife, our environment, our economy, the value
of our farm and production on our farm.

We are not a prosperous county. Many people stake their income on the many tourists who come to God’s Country.

It feels like because we are small, we don’t matter. [ need an answer as to why there will be no public meetings to
discuss this with you.

I totally understand the need for excellent pilot training. My son-in-law is an Air Force colonel who flies the F-22.
His 20+ years have included 3 deployments to the Middle East. We support our military and advocate excellent
training for all pilots.

However, I would like information as to why our area, especially Potter County, was targeted as the center of this
training. The environmental and economy are going to be negatively affected. It seems like this could be condensed
into maybe your presence here only a few months of the year.

We would like to meet you face to face.

Thank you,

Linda Klingaman, PhD
Coudersport, PA

Sent from my iPhone



From: Susan Knapp

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public Comments
Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 5:27:11 AM

To whom it may concern:

Please reject the Maryland Air National Guard plans for the Duke Low-level MOA.

Previous training flights by the NY National Guard in Pennsylvania at tree-top level
have resulted in extremely dangerous situations.

® An air tanker being used on a wildfire was flying in a generally easterly direction from the
Moshannon air tanker base, approaching the side hill fire. Airspace was closed to all other traffic,
but a Warthog was flying just above the west branch of Susquehanna River. The air tanker was
forced to divert, just in time to avoid a disastrous mid-air collision. The Air operations manager for
Bureau of Forestry made an official complaint.

e A National Guard A-10 was flying low above the West Branch of the Susquehanna River in the
vicinity of the village of Keating in western Clinton County. The aircraft severed a high voltage
power line above the river, which whipped across Pa Route 120.

e While BOF crews were planting tree seedlings by using mechanized tree planters, National Guard
Warthogs would practice strafing by using the active tree planter as targets.

The National Guard has not considered a simple, safe and reasonable alternative: Since skill-building is
based on repetition, simply set up courses for training at their airports with aircraft race pylons such as
are used in Red Bull air races to safely practice maneuvers. That way, training can be continuous.

Thank you,

Susan Knapp
Titusville, PA



April 22, 2021
Ref: Proposed modification to Duke MOA
Michael Knefley

National Guard Bureau

Lt Col Christopher Jesus Mayor
3501 Fetchet Avenue

Joint Base

Andrews, MD 20762-5157

Dear LtCol Mayor;

I am in receipt of your proposed plan to modify the Duke Military Operations Airspace (MOA) to
accommodate training to low levels down to 100 feet AGL and wish to vehemently object to the
modification or redefining of the MOA to include low level flying. I do so with six considerations of
importance.

1. PEOPLE LIVE HERE and SOME OF US OWN AIRCRAFT AND FLY! This proposal will
result in an extremely hazardous environment. I for one, and I know many, fly frequently. I own a Pa
licensed airport which is not identified on your MOA chart. I also own three airstrips onto which I and
others occasionally fly to and from. This proposal will make it unsafe for us to be in the air, especially
because some of us fly fabric covered airplanes. I have personally observed military planes down
between the ridges even though not an approved manner of training at this time. Even if we do not
have a mid-air collision, the “jet wash” from your aircraft will create a significant amount of
turbulence adding to the unsafe flying environment.

2. THIS MOA AFFECTS AIR SAFETY IN 8 COUNTIES YET NOT A SINGLE AIRCRAFT
OWNER RESIDING IN THOSE COUNTIES HAS BEEN CONTACTED BY THE
PROPOSING AGENCY. Those counties are Elk, Cameron, Clinton McKean, Potter and Tioga. In
Potter County alone, there are 21 registered aircraft on the FAA website. It would appear that the
proposer of this change to the MOA has not considered the affects to safety of those who regularly use
this airspace. This is an indication of how serious the Guard is or has considered the impact to the
local populace and air safety.

3. PEOPLE VISIT HERE SEARCHING FOR PEACE AND QUIET! Imagine the surprise to the
hiker walking through the woods or the photographer trying to get closer to an animal for a picture or
the fisherman fishing for native trout. BOOM!! Through they come with deafening sounds. 1 can tell
you from experience that once there is a loud noise, the trout cease biting for 30 minutes or so. Turkey
flocks will bust up and scatter, making the young succeptable to predators. As a pilot, I do not fly low
because of the impact on wildlife. The only exception is to chase bears from the corn fields of local
farmers at their request.

4. THE NEGATIVE FINANCIAL IMPACT ON TOURISM will be significant. This geographical
area relies on tourism and jobs from tourism. If low level training is important, try it over the suburbs
of Baltimore or over the rural areas of Gettysburg and see how well it is received. Just because we are
sparsely populated does not mean that we do not expect a quality of life as well.



5. IMPACT ON THE AGRICULTURE WILL BE NEGATIVE. Most who fly have at one time or
another (if they are truthful) flown low over rural areas. In doing so, they should have observed the
impact on farm animals and wildlife in that they often run and or scatter. Milk cows become restless,
causing less milk production. Scattering of farm animals and wildlife cause weight loss. That can be
significant as they try to gain weight for our harsh winters.

6. SAFETY OF THE MILITARY AIRCRAFT IS AT RISK HERE. I recently purchased a PA-18
project for restoration. It has bullet holes in it from flying too low. It came from New Jersey so
perhaps that is the reason.

In conclusion, T ask that you abandon this project and find alternate methods of training for low level
combat missions.

Just a short sidebar; I have personally observed C130’s (or similar size planes) fly below the ridges
following Rt 6 where I live. Friends living in Emporium have looked out of their house, situated on top
of a ridge, and looked down into the cockpit of a C130. Complaints have gone unanswered.

Respectfully submitted,

Michael Knefley

cc: Martin Causer
Clint Owlett
Tioga/Potter Tourism

Congressman Glenn Thompson
Congressman Fred Keller

Sen Pat Toomey

Sen Joe Scarnati

DCNR, Forestry

DCNR, Parks



From: Wayne W. Kober

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc: Mark Ott

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Proposed Air National Guard Duke Low MOA Draft FONSI-My Comments
Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 6:21:09 PM

Dear Mr. Ortiz: | have reviewed the subject Draft FONSI and offer the following comments:

1. | completely agree and support the “ DCNR Comments on Duke MOA” of October 1, 2021 in
Cindy Adams Dunn’s(Secretary of DCNR) to you on October 1, 2021.

2. | find that the “ Noise Section” in the Draft FONSI is seriously flawed because it does not
adequately and properly address the noise impacts to humans of low-level flying military
aircraft on the DNCR State Forest and State Park Lands and other natural areas in Elk,
Cameron, Clinton, McKean, Potter, and Tioga Counties and noise mitigation for the following
reasons:

1. Inappropriate Noise Analysis Methodology, Criteria, and Conclusion: The noise analysis
methodology does not take into account the real noise impacts to humans using the

subject DCNR and other natural lands in the proposed Duke Low MOA. Low-level flying
jet aircraft impacts on humans cannot be measured in decibels.

Based on my personal experiences with low-level flying military jet aircraft with the
disruption of my hiking, hunting, and fishing experiences in State Game Lands 210
and 211( Saint Anthony’s Wilderness) adjacent to Indiantown Gap Military Base, |
believe that the noise impacts must be measured non-numerically using a criteria
which describe the actual impact on humans. When a low-level flying military
aircraft flies over me, | have to completely stop what | am doing such as: listening to
and identifying songbirds( mostly warblers), hunting gamebirds( wild turkeys,
woodcock and ruffed grouse); calling turkeys and deer; enjoying the silence and
serenity; and holding a conversation with other humans.

| disagree with the conclusion that the “ Cumulative effects on the noise
environment beneath the proposed Duke Low MOA would less than significant when
compared to existing conditions. | recently spent over two weeks hiking, fly fishing,
and hiking in the Susquehannock State Forest and its Hammersley Wild Area and
Dutlinger Natural Area and covering square miles. | found these areas to be even
more quiet and serene than State Game Lands 210 and 211.

| request that the noise analysis be redone to adequately assess and describe the
noise impacts of the proposed action.

2. Absence of Noise Mitigation Measures: The Draft FONSI does not address mitigation
for the noise impacts to humans in the natural areas other than operation measures
which will incompletely reduce the noise impacts. Even though the Draft FONSI
concludes that the noise effects will be “less than significant”, serious consideration
must be given to adding noise mitigation measures to the proposed action. There are



noise mitigation measures other than operational measures which should be
considered such as: 1) funding of stream and trail access improvements; 2) trail
mapping, marking, and signing; 3) trail maintenance( brush and deadfall removal); and
4) development and distribution of public information campaigns and materials. These
types of mitigation measures will directly benefit the natural area users who will
experience the noise impacts.

As an avid natural area user, senior transportation environmental management professional, and
concerned Commonwealth and U.S. citizen, | respectfully share my comments on the proposed
action and request a written response to my comments in both the comments and response section
of the FONSI and a separate letter or email addressed to Wayne W. Kober at_

If you have any questions feel free to call me at my cell phone number: ||| Gz

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this proposed action and its Draft FONSI.

Please acknowledge the receipt of my comments. Wayne

Wayne W. Kober




From: Jef Koche [

Sent: Wednesday, December 15, 2021 2:38 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD |

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PA Wilds Low Fly Aircraft Training Proposal

Major Jeffrey Andrieu,

This is regarding the Air National Guard proposal for a low fly training area over the PA
Wilds portion of PA. We support the military and I remember when low flying training
missions were being carried out over this area. If I was on top of one of the hills I could
actually look over and see the pilot. These flights were occasional and not intrusive.
However, the current proposal would permit 170 flights a year. This seems excessive and
would negatively impact the area and its citizens and tourist industry. I do not know the
impact it would have on wildlife.

I believe the Air National Guard should be required to conduct an Environmental Impact
Statement, determine the economic impact and conduct public hearings in the area affected
prior to making any decision on this proposal.

Regards,

Jeffrey Kochel



From: Georgann Kovacovsky

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PA wilds
Date: Monday, December 20, 2021 5:34:22 AM

Please do not disturb PaWilds with aircraft invasion from the military. Georgann Kovacovsky

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad



From: —

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA

Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 3:01:40 PM

To whom it does concern,

My name is Daniel Kyle. I am an educator, hiker, backpacker, camper, fisherman, and hunter. I have spent 30+
years in the PA Wilds, owning a cabin near Betula, PA.

It is my hope that you will consider having a face-to-face meeting with the general public about your proposal to
lower the flight ceiling of training jets from 8000” AGL to just 100" AGL.

My concerns are namely:

1. The impact on the economy of the PA Wilds region. The $2 billion per year industry will take a hit if jets scream
over the clear skies at Cherry Springs.

2. The migratory elk herds. These majestic animals, which bring a substantial amount of tourists in each year, are
famously skittish. I fear jets just 100> AGL would work to their detriment.

3. Veterans. | know many, many active combat veterans who moved to north-central Pennsylvania for the sole
reason that they could have peace, quiet, and freedom from the noises of war machines. Many express concerns
about PTSD and related ailments.

4. The ongoing threat to our open, clear skies. I wish to raise my children in the bucolic environment of the PA
Wilds. How can we hope to maintain this quiet, peaceful environment and atmosphere when the Air National Guard
wants to rampage through the skies for half of the calendar year?

5. Why does the MARYLAND Air National Guard need to practice these maneuvers over PENNSYLVANIA air
space? Stick to your own state, or go out over the vast ocean if you need to. When did it become acceptable to barge
into our affairs?

I hope this email is read, and read with sincerity. I am a supporter of our nation’s military, but this new proposal is
simply unacceptable. I’'m not sure you’re even aware of the harm you will undoubtedly will contribute to the very
gem of our commonwealth. I would relish the opportunity to tell you exactly what these harms are.

Please consider holding a public meeting on this issue. Otherwise, scrap the whole plan.

Respectfully,
Daniel Kyle

Sent from my iPhone



From: grassrunways

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD; KUCHAREK, KRISTI L GS-13 USAF ANGRC NGB/A4
Cc: grassrunways

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke Low MOA Comments for Air National Guard Readiness Center

Date: Thursday, December 16, 2021 10:19:21 AM

Attachments: Duke-Low-MOA-Letter-Comments-12-16-2021.pdf

Dear Major Andrieu and Ms. Kucharek,

Please find the attached PDF with comments on the Draft EA and FONSI regarding the Duke
Low MOA.

This letter is in response to the request for public comment on the draft Environmental
Assessment (EA) and

Draft Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the Duke Low Military Operating Area
(MOA).

The PDF letter is entitled: Duke-Low-MOA-Letter-Comments-12-16-2021.pdf

Sincerely,

Aron Lantz



December 16, 2021

Major Jeffrey Andrieu Airspace NEPA Program Manager, Air National Guard
Readiness Center and Kristi Kucharek, GS-13

3501 Fletchet Avenue, Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762
Dear Major Andrieu, and Ms. Kucharek,

This letter is in response to the request for public comment on the draft Environmental Assessment (EA) and
Draft Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) for the Duke Low Military Operating Area (MOA).

I respectfully disagree with the EA and FONSI that this new airspace created at the existing Duke MOA would
have no significant impacts. It does not appear that enough due diligence was performed, nor enough public
outreach to potential stakeholders and to engage the stakeholders within or near the Duke MOA. A bulletin to
four (4) public libraries, and notice in four (4) newspapers was not enough public outreach. On something this
controversial, public meetings should have definitely been held during the process of developing the Draft EA.
I’ve tried to look at this objectively with the different viewpoints based on my own experiences and interests, and
even being an aviation enthusiast [ just cannot see this project being good for the stakeholders in and around the
existing Duke MOA and for people well outside who travel to the area for tourism; then there are the
environmental concerns. While I understand training is needed there are alternative locations available.

Would the ANG actually proceed with this project of creating new airspace and vastly increased air traffic even
though there are considerable concerns and opposition to it right now? There is opposition now amongst the
parties who have learned of the project. There are so many people that do not yet know about this proposed MOA
change so they have not been able to offer comments in the process. A full Environmental Impact Statement
needs to be completed and the comments in opposition to the project need to be included and addressed in the
EIS. This project which really is the creation of new airspace from 100ft to 7999ft should not move forward until
a full Environmental Impact Statement process is completed.

The proposed changes to the Duke MOA allowing training to increase to an every other day on average frequency
and the number of aircraft is a serious increase in air traffic. The proposed change to allow low level flight of 100
ft above ground with this increase in training activity in the MOA has serious ramifications for many, many
stakeholders, some of which have not even been identified yet through a discovery process such as a full
Environmental Impact Statement study process.

It would be a good course of action to see the opposition now entered in the comments phase and end the process,
and pursue the No Action alternative concluding this study area. Continuing on will cost more taxpayer money
and wasted time. Based on some of the comments from some stakeholders already in the Volume II Appendix of
the Draft EA, really a full Environmental Impact Statement study process needs to be conducted which will be
costly and time consuming.

Instead of creating new airspace at the Duke MOA, have other training locations been identified and studied as
alternatives? Surely the other branches of the military are training already so why could not those sites be used
rather than increase the activity in the Duke MOA? There are alternative locations available.

In reviewing the Draft EA there were statements in there saying that there would be no affect to areas outside the
MOA which is not accurate. In fact making such statements calls into question the authenticity of many other
things that are presented in the EA.
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Troubling is that some users of the airspace may not have been identified as stakeholders and thus have not been
reached out to and informed so they could understand the extent of the changes and have the ability to comment.
In looking at an aviation sectional chart such as shown on www.skyvector.com there are general aviation airports
within the existing Duke MOA. It is unclear whether each of these airports was contacted directly in the
preparation of the Draft EA. In addition there is potentially free flight activity such as hang gliding and

paragliding within the Duke MOA. For years there has been widely known hang gliding and paragliding activity
just outside of the Duke MOA at Hyner View State Park. In addition it is possible for advanced paraglider and
hang glider pilots to fly cross country routes from one destination to another on thermal lift days. Even if the
MOA stays at is it with no low jet flying, the FAA should have the hang gliding and paragliding added to the
sectional charts for improved air traffic safety at the Hyner area.

For the joint users of the airspace ranging from the general aviation to hang gliding and paragliding, there are
major safety issues and risks associated with having ramped up jet training activity at low altitude within the
MOA. Currently the MOA floor is 8000ft, so general aviation flights below that elevation does not create such a
conflict. With the low altitude jet flights as proposed now we have a major safety issue with much more risk of
catastrophic crashes precipitating a real disaster. The speed differential of a small general aviation plane
compared to a jet is so extreme that avoidance of the other craft on a collision course may not be possible in the
split seconds of decision time. With free flight activity such as hang gliding and paragliding it could be an even
worse scenario if a jet at low altitude flies through an area where there is hang gliding or paragliding taking place.
With airplane crashes there could be catastrophic loss of life, destruction of property, and obliteration /death of
anyone nearby such a crash site, and possible forest fire ignition. When you hear the roar of the A-10 Warthog or
an even faster jet it is practically too late to avoid it (or its air turbulence) with a small plane, hang glider or
paraglider if you happened to be in its flight path.

There are unforeseen risks that have not been identified; more could be uncovered with a proper due diligence
process. For example how is the training program air traffic getting to and from the MOA area being policed?
Are the travel routes to be identified on mapping? Should the travel routes be part of any study for the added
risks they may cause to stakeholders?

For example: This is a fact - in 2021 two military aircraft (A-10s) were flying very low, and very fast, and close
to the trees atop Hyner View State Park when there was hang gliding activity just about to begin that day. The
planes banked steeply buzzing the overlook. There were many people out enjoying the park, and more spectators
there waiting to see the hang gliding activity. Had there been any unforeseen accident many people at Hyner
View State Park could have been wounded or killed. As it turns out those military aircraft should not have been
where they were that day officially, but that doesn’t change the fact that they were there and gave the people a
scare at Hyner. Just the air turbulence from low level jet’s flight path could crash other aircraft flying through its
wake, even more so with lighter aircraft such as ultralight aircraft, hang gliders and paragliders. The FAA should
update the sectional chart to show hang gliding activity as well. A full Environmental Impact Statement study
process needs to be conducted to address the stakeholders and a host of other concerns about the safety of
Pennsylvanians and visitors within and around the existing Duke MOA.

In the incident in 2021 where two military aircraft (A-10s) were flying very fast, and very low and close to the
trees atop Hyner View State Park, — was there disciplinary action taken related to that? Was the FAA notified of
this issue? What will be done to police the new airspace boundaries and travel routes if the project were to move
forward? Suppose the boundaries and the altitudes mentioned in the Draft EA were not adhered to, as is
sometimes the case, what are the ANG and the FAA plans to prevent a reoccurrence? Who is the contact in that
scenario?
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What seems to be missing from the Draft EA is public outreach in the form of public meetings and the full
identification of stakeholders and proof of actual engagement with the general public as stakeholders.

Has there been extensive outreach to the following?: the general public, local government, borough, city,
municipality, county government, township, public service organizations such as fire departments, emergency
medical services, hospitals, schools, churches, nature groups, conservation groups, trail/hiking groups, hunting
and fishing clubs, campgrounds, businesses, aviation entities and airports, property owners, home owners, and
entities such as mortgage lenders are stakeholders too since the proposed changes could affect land use and
property asset values going forward. It would seem that all of these and potentially more should have been
contacted for input into the Draft EA development process and given ability to comment on the proposed changes
to the MOA.

In reviewing the EA, it did appear that some stakeholders were mentioned, however it does not state what was
done to put this new Low MOA airspace before those stakeholders and engage them to offer comment during the
pulling together of the Draft EA document. It appears that a bare minimum of public outreach was performed to
slip the new airspace of the Duke Low MOA in as proposed changes to an existing MOA and move it through the
process without much public input or time to raise objections.

In addition, threatened and endangered species are mentioned in the Draft EA, however these have not been
adequately studied by field work to know exactly where they are in the MOA and nor have solid plans been
created to protect them.

Where else in the state of Pennsylvania or any another state is there an MOA that would have a similar military
flight training activity level (intensity of operations) at low altitude that could be used as a point of understanding
or comparison? Providing a study and data on such a real location would be helpful and findings there should be
an essential part of an Environmental Impact Study for this Duke MOA. Data such as noise levels, pollution,
affects on air quality, water quality, wildlife, livestock, wellness of people living in an active low altitude training
MOA should be presented and evaluated in an EIS process.

People travel to rural PA to relax and enjoy the outdoors and while here, they visit small businesses. The PA State
Park System/DCNR provides part of the infrastructure that supports local economies. The proposed MOA
changes will damage the PA State Park System and impact local economies. It is practically guaranteed that
social media and online reviews of State Parks and natural areas, and businesses will receive negative reviews due
to the military jet low altitude training, which would then change future decision making for people looking to
visit this region.

Please listen to the people and the leaders in our region and do not proceed with the Duke Low MOA.

Respectfully submitted,

Aron Lantz

Concerned Citizen, Outdoor Recreation Enthusiast, Hyner Hang Gliding Club Member, General Aviation Pilot,
Engineer, MBA
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From: Holly

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PA airspace
Date: Thursday, December 2, 2021 3:22:46 PM

As a Pennsylvanian resident, I oppose this proposal to use our quiet woods for a low level air training area. Who in
their right mind would think this wouldn’t disrupt rural residents, tourism, hunters/fishermen/hikers, and wildlife?
This idea is so convoluted that the mind behind it should be analyzed for deficiencies. We are already dealing with
the after effects of mine contamination in our waterways, fracking poisoning our wells and air and now you want to
shake our windows and raise our blood pressure when we hear training flights scream through our woods. For the
love of God just stop destroying our state.

Holly Latterman



From: Wayne Laubscher

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] L3 Warthogs in PA Wilds
Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 3:41:15 PM

I am adamantly against using the PA Wilds as locations for low level A-10
training by the Maryland National Guard. This activity would disrupt and spoil
the nature-based tourism of these areas.

An Environmental Impact Study (EIS) MUST be performed.

After the EIS, public meetings MUST be held in the affected ted counties-
Cameron, Clinton, Elk, McKean and Potter.

The National Guard’s rushed statement of Finding Of No Significant Impact is
bogus and full of holes and misinformation. An EIS must be conducted.

There are several recorded instances of dangerous accidents and near
accidents involving very bad judgement on the part of New York National
Guard A-10 pilots. The National Guard must consider safe and reasonable
alternatives.

Wayne Laubscher
Lock Haven, PA
Clinton Co.



From: MAL

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Stop L22 Warthog Flights over PA WILDS
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 7:24:57 AM

The National Guard must clearly justify all Federal actions which affect the
quality of our environment and is required to prepare a detailed Environmental
Impact Statement. It must be complete, comprehensive and published for all
those affected to view and include any adverse effects and alternatives to the
proposed action. The Guard must clearly justify all Federal actions which affect
the quality of our environment.

The very premature statement of Finding Of No Significant Impact
demonstrates bad faith. The National Guard must conduct a full Environmental
Impact Study and host public meetings in each of the impacted counties
(Cameron, Clinton, Elk, McKean and Potter). A simple, safe and reasonable
alternative is to set up courses for training at their airports with aircraft race
pylons to safely practice maneuvers. Previous training flights in Pennsylvania
were at tree-top level and had resulted in extremely dangerous situations.
Where a power line crosses the West Branch of the Susquehanna River in the
vicinity of the village of Keating in western Clinton County, an A-10 was flying
low above the river and the tail sections of the aircraft severed a power line
which crossed the river. The high voltage power line whipped across Pa Route
120.

While BOF crews were planting tree seedlings by using mechanized tree
planters pulled by small dozers, National Guard Warthogs would practice
strafing by using the active tree planter as targets. This was totally unsafe and
frightening.

The Maryland Air National Guard must extend the December 15th deadline to
accommodate the Public Meetings and ensure that participants have ample
opportunity to respond to what they hear during the presentations.

Sincerely,

Mary Ann Leitch [



From: Anna K Lemnitzer

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Concerned: Duke MOA Low Project
Date: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 7:36:00 PM

Good Evening And To Whom It May Concern,

I am writing in response to reading your post of the potential training in the skies in NW PA
and SW NY. Particularly, I am concerned with the Duke MOA low

project https://www.175wg.ang.af.mil/Duke-MOA-Low/

It is understandable that our military needs to train. However, this area is incredibly special to
the indigenous peoples, beloved to the hardworking American people, and home to incredible
wild life, including many American Bald Eagles.

Training and allowing aircraft to come within 100 feet of these beloved areas and without
limitations is not supported by me.

I have massive respect for our military and honor them for all they do. However, I ask, as
someone who dearly loves this area, the tough gem of NW PA, and our country, please do not
take advantage of this incredible area.

The best of energy to you,

Anna Lemnitzer



From: Susan Lerch

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Modification of Duke Military Operations Area
Date: Friday, December 10, 2021 7:17:13 AM

I fully support the proposed modifications and our U.S. military of all branches. Our family truly enjoys our rural
life but we love our country more! I do not feel these changes will affect our lives on a daily basis but only make our

military stronger in the future. Practice makes perfect!

With gratitude and appreciation to all our military men and women for their services.
God bless you all. God bless America

Susan Lerch



From: Dave Leske

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke Low MOA
Date: Monday, December 20, 2021 9:15:59 AM

Dear Sir or Madam,

I have reviewed the draft Environmental Impact report for the modification of the
Duke MOA and find that the proposed modification is completely unacceptable as it
will have a detrimental impact on the residents of the area. This is based solely on
the following statement on page 3-35:

"Every four days on average an individual on the ground may experience an
individual aircraft overflight that would interfere with speech on the ground for
approximately 22 seconds."

This is an absolutely unacceptable level of disturbance. Any reasonable person
would not work in an office if they knew that once a week there would be a noise
that interfered with speech. How is it somehow acceptable to impose this kind of
disturbance on an entire region? Most people live or vacation in the region for the
peace and quiet. This change will have drastic effects on the region.

Furthermore, I find that the report is woefully inadequate in addressing the real
world impacts of the proposed modification. Deficiencies include the following -

There is no scientific analysis of the impact of the increased noise on any of the
wildlife which inhabit the area. Given that Pennsylvania's Elk Management area is
beneath almost all of the Duke Low MOA further analysis is absolutely necessary
to insure that the activities will not negatively impact the Elk and the vital tourism
industry they have created.

There is only a passing reference to the impact on hunting and it wrongly
assumes that most hunting takes place on weekends. This is completely inaccurate
as the region sees an influx of out of area hunters who spend the entire week
hunting. Further, the report claims that wildlife is more active during early morning
and late evening yet cites no study or evidence to support this statement. And while
hunters may go out first thing in the morning, they hunt ALL DAY LONG not just
during perceived 'high activity' periods. The reality is that the weather has more to
do with when people hunt than the day of the week.

There 1s only passing discussion of potential bird strikes during migration
seasons. The current MOA operates above 8,000 feet which is above migration
routes. The proposed change places aircraft in known migration altitudes. Much
further analysis is needed to determine the projected increase in bird strikes.

Simply believing that pilots will adhere to an 'avoid when practical' criteria to avoid



bird strikes is naive and unrealistic.

The studies related to the affects of noise on wildlife used in the report are often
30 to 40 years old and are out of date given how much must have been learned in
the decades since. Current studies should be used and if there are none available,
then they should be commissioned. The report outright states that "little
information is available on indirect or long-term effects on the vigor or survivability
of wildlife populations due to overflight noise compared to other environmental
factors" (pg 3-48). Prior to subjecting the region's wildlife to these disturbances
further study is needed.

There does not appear to be any discussion of the impact of a crash within the
MOA. Our region is served by volunteer fire companies who have been facing
declining membership for over a decade. It is not uncommon for fire companies
from other communities to respond to assist due to a lack of local resources. Last
year a relatively minor brush fire started by someone burning yard waste required
assistance to come in from 30 miles away. A fire fueled by thousands of gallons of
aviation fuel could result in a massive forest fire and given there is limited access to
much of our region it could take days to extinguish and do untold harm.

In conclusion, the report proves that the proposed change will have a tremendous
negative impact on area residents and wildlife by subjecting them to a noise
disruption at least once a week. Further the report has done little to investigate the
actual impact on the abundant wildlife in the region and instead relies on outdated
studies and admits that there is little information available.

The Maryland Air National Guard should abandon this proposal and instead
focus its efforts on gaining access to other existing sites. While the Navy has been
limiting access to R-4006, perhaps higher powers need to intervene to restore
access. The report gives no reason why R-5802 can not be used as an alternative
other than to say other services use it, which would appear to be nothing more than
a scheduling problem.

Thank you for your time and consideration,
Dave Leske

Elk County, PA



From: Greg Levengood

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Commentary on Low MOA Training Proposal
Date: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 4:26:59 PM

| have been actively involved with sportsmen’s issues for more than 25 years, trying my best
to preserve the quality of our outdoor sports for myself and fellow sportsmen. It seems like
the war never ends.....the most recent battle being waged against the National Guard and its
desire to designate northcentral PA as a Low MOA for training A-10 Warthog fighters. | am
horrified to think of the environmental damage that will be inflicted on the Pennsylvania Wilds
if the National Guard gets its way. It’s bad enough that we need to endure the army of
weekend warriors with their obnoxiously loud 4-wheelers cruising our township roads; the
thought of these high-powered jet fighters violating the peace and tranquility that draws
people to the hills and valleys of north central Pennsylvania is unfathomable.

While there isn’t a more patriotic man than me, | cannot support this proposal by our military
to use this pristine area as a place to practice. It’s an infringement on the rights of the people
who live and play there under Article |, Section 27 of the Pennsylvania Constitution:

The people have a right to clean air, pure water, and to the preservation of the natural,
scenic, historic, and esthetic values of the environment. Pennsylvania's public natural
resources are the common property of all the people, including generations yet to
come. As trustee of these resources, the Commonwealth shall conserve and maintain
them for the benefit of all the people.

From a constitutional perspective, it seems that this proposal should be stopped in its tracks
right there. Thank you.

Respectfully submitted,
Greg Levengood

Boyertown, PA



From: Jon Levin

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] A-10 Warthog Flights
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 2:35:44 PM

Prior to any final decisions on these extremely low-level training flights over PA
WILDS, the Maryland Air National Guard must hold Public Meetings in the counties
which will be affected by the flights. These meetings must be held at times and
places which encourage wide participation. Meeting must be well-advertised,
including efforts to include the Plain Sect communites residing within this region.

By law, all Federal agencies must protect the environment by carefully weighing
environmental considerations and considering potential alternatives to the proposed
action before launching any major federal action.

The National Guard is required to prepare a detailed Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS). It must be complete, comprehensive and must be published for all those
affected may view it.

The EIS must include any adverse effects and alternatives to the proposed action. In
short, the National Guard must clearly justify all Federal actions which affect the
quality of our environment

The National Guard’s very premature statement of FONSI ( Finding Of No Significant
Impact ). Demonstrates bad faith. The National Guard must conduct a full
Environmental Impact Study and then host public meetings in each of the impacted
counties (Cameron, Clinton, Elk, McKean and Potter).

The National Guard has not considered a simple, safe and reasonable
alternative: Set up courses for training at their airports with Red Bull aircraft race
pylons to safely practice maneuvers.

Previous training flights by the NY National Guard in Pennsylvania were at tree-top
level and had resulted in extremely dangerous situations.

DCNR reports detailed several incidents during previous A-10 (Warthog) flights by the NY
National Guard which raised serious safety concerns during training flights over the PA
Wilds area.

[ 1 While using an air tanker on a wildfire, our plane was flying in a generally easterly
direction from the Moshannon Air tanker base, approaching the side hill fire header.
Airspace was closed to all other traffic, but a Warthog was flying low just above the west
branch of Susquehanna River. The air tanker was diverted just in time to avoid a disastrous
mid air collision. The Air operations manager for Bureau of Forestry made an official
complaint.

[ 1 Where a power line crosses the West Branch of the Susquehanna River in the vicinity
of the village of Keating in western Clinton County, an A-10 was flying low above the river



and the tail sections of the aircraft severed a power line which crossed the river. The high
voltage power line whipped across Pa Route 120.

[ 1 While BOF crews were planting tree seedlings by using mechanized tree planters
pulled by small dozers, National Guard Warthogs would practice strafing by using the active
tree planter as targets. This was totally unsafe and frightening.

The Maryland Air National Guard must extend the December 15th deadline to accommodate the

Public Meetings and ensure that participants have ample opportunity to respond to what they
hear during the presentations.

Thanks,

Jon Levin
Sent from my iPad



From: alexis lieberman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Against low fly
Date: Thursday, December 9, 2021 4:02:02 AM

The wildlife was here first. We disturb the whales in the ocean and the moose on the ground. We have no ability to
coexist with all the creatures. Please do not conduct these low fly training exercises. Please have some humility and

try to live with others.

Alexis Lieberman



From: Donna

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] training
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 7:28:18 AM

| get that there is training that is required but really, does it have to be over PA land.
Especially the PA Wilds area where people go to get away from noise and pollution,
to see the animals in their habitat, enjoy all the beauty the outdoors provide.

Is there not some flight simulator one could practice on? What is the real purpose of
all this training?

Why can't all this training be done in your state?

| see no real value in coming to our counties and making a big mess. Especially when
there has been so much money put into that area to PRESERVE the WIDERNESS!

PLEASE DO NOT RUIN WHAT SO MANY PA RESIDENTS ENJOY!
Sincerely,

donna Logan



From: Bruce Loigman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low Level Aircraft Training

Date: Thursday, December 9, 2021 2:56:19 AM

December 9, 2021
To Whom It May Concern,

What happens if live fire exercises cause a fire in the Pennsylvania
Wilds? What are the realistic plans for that worst case scenario. | doubt the
mostly volunteer fire departments through out the counties directly effected
would be able to handle the situation. No disrespect intended for the job they
do.

I reference a New Jersey Pine Barrens fire sometime ago where an Air
National Guard unit caused a substantial fire and the terrain is nothing like the
rugged areas of the PA Wilds. Or worse, what if one of the many natural gas
pipe lines is struck? The devastation to the area would be catastrophic.

Now to address the concept of a wild / wilderness area. The quite and
solitude these areas are set aside for would be lost. The stress on the wildlife
populations. If we keep widling away what a wild area is set aside for... There
are no other places left that can replace or have a wilderness experience like
the PA Wilds. What we do have set aside should be protected without question.

Sincerely,
Bruce Loigman
Philadelphia, PA.



From: Tom Lyman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] low level flight training over potter county pa
Date: Sunday, November 14, 2021 5:47:10 AM

The residents of Potter county live here to avoid the noise and to enjoy peace and quiet. We
give up the opportunity to earn more money and access to many services available to the urban

population.
Simply because we are few in number doesn't mean we should give up our rights to the pursuit

of happiness of peace and quiet. Many come to live here because of PTSD. Low flying very
noisy aircraft will have a very detrimental effect on their health.
Flight simulators should be sufficient training.

Thomas Liman



From: ML Lynch

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke Military Operating Area (MOA) modification
Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 10:21:52 AM

I am writing as a concerned citizen of PA regarding your MOA modification. I understand
that you need to do low level flying training but does it have to drop from the current 8000
ft. to 100 ft. above ground level??

I find it hard to believe that your Draft Environmental Assessment found “no significant
impact on the welfare of the region.”

The modification will affect the peaceful environment necessary for hunting, fishing, hiking,

etc. that support the local economies of the area. It will also inpact the Amish communities
that use easily startled horses for their farming and personal transportation.

A more robust Environmental Impact Study should be completed along with public meetings
in the PA counties that this modification will affect. Input from a more complete study along
with the local community should be considered when making your final determination.

Thank you for you consideration.

Mary Lynn Lynch



From: Leo Macdonald

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Stop low flights over Public/nature lands
Date: Sunday, November 21, 2021 4:26:52 AM

Dear Maryland national guard,

Please do not fly low with any military aircraft, except over military areas. There are large
tracts of military owned land (such as Aberdeen proving ground, bloodsworth islands,
tobyhannah army Depot and others) in which you would be working within your military
airspace to strafe the ground.

But in the wild lands of pa, you after causing emotional and physical and environmental
damages to our state lands and our wildlife, and our citizens.

Please stop and conduct an environmental review. Please fly at a normal air flight height
except over military areas to fly low.

Sincerely,

Leo Macdonald, resident of pa and user of many parks.



From: Terri

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Protect wildlife
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 12:35:23 PM

Thank you for accepting my comments. | earnestly hope you really
consider them!

For life to continue, wildlife must continue. Overhead planes hardly
qualify. Especially if they are involved in military exercises are they
more than unwelcome.

| ask that you become supporters of the precious gift of life on this
planet and let the wild areas remain wild.

Thank you.

Therese MacKenzie




From: barbara madden

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc: Gus Ciardullo

Subject: [URL Verdict: Neutral][Non-DoD Source] Pennsylvania Wilds & Maryland Air National Guard
Date: Thursday, December 23, 2021 8:42:34 AM

Dear Ms. Kristi Kucharek,

Please accept these comments, and I ask that you review my concerns about
the proposed use of low-level airspace in north-central Pennsylvania as a training
space by the Maryland Air National Guard. My email message is written not only
as a US citizen/PA taxpayer and Wellsboro/Tioga County homeowner, but also as
a 35+ year clinical and rehabilitative audiologist in the state of Pennsylvania.

One of my esteemed colleagues, Nina Kraus, Ph.D., who has been a research
audiologist for more than 30 years, recently published an article in Hearing
Health/Fall 2021, a publication of the Hearing Healthcare Foundation, in which
she describes the dangers of not only loud noise, but also the negative effects
of constant environmental sounds and distractions on the brain and body. I have
attached the link to the article (pages 10-13) below.

My husband, Gus Ciardullo, and T purchased our home in Wellsboro, PA in 1990
in search of a peaceful, beautiful and rural place to get away from the hustle and
bustle of the Philadelphia suburbs. We have cherished the Pennsylvania state
forests and innumerable hiking paths, the rail-to-trail for biking and walking, and
the frequent sightings of wildlife on every outing.

Please reconsider the decision to utilize the Wilds of Pennsylvania for this
training area, and allow the public to express their concerns and fears in an
Environmental Impact Study. As someone who will be significantly impacted by
this decision, as well as my neighbors, our community and the animals and birds
that cannot express their dismay, please consider and reflect on our concerns.
My sincere thanks...Barbara J. Madden

Barbara J. Madden, Au.D., ABAC

Doctor of Audiolog‘, Board Certified



--—Original Message-——

From: Dean Marshall

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 2:24 PM

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org =NGB A4 A4A NEPA COMMENTS Orgi@us.af mil=
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA

Sirs;
The proposed use of the Duke MOA in the Pennsylvama Wilds for extremely low altitude A-10 Trammg Flights 15 a
flawed Proposal on several aspects.

The findings of “Insignificant” Impacts in the Draft Environmental Assessment, { provided by the 175th Wing of
the Air National Guard), is ebviously compiled by Military Staff who likely have never been to the Pa Wilds!

Over-flying the MOA, or merely scanning a Tepographic Map is no substitute for Living in or Visifing this nearly
pristine treasure.

Hiking, Camping, Fishing, Hunting, Bird and Elk Watching Swimming and Boating are just some of the activities
enjoyed by residents and thousands of tounists every year. Mot a single one of these peaceful and pleasant activities
will Not be adversely affected by such air maneuvers by Jet Aircraft!

Additionally, civilian aircraft that routinely fly in and near the Duke MOA, and more so, the Migrating and Nesting
of Multiple species of Birds, will surely be Impacted Significantly by Low Lewel Exercises whether constant or
Intermittent.

Elk and Deer and Bear are condensed info this habitat and feed. breed, and survive m spite of the surroundmg
encroachments from development at the fringes of this sanctuary. To infer that these Treetop Level flights have no
“Sigmificant Impact™ 15 an insult to the intelligence of all Pennsylvanians! This proposal intentionally minimizes the
Actoal Permanent Adverse effects and exaggerates the “need™ to use this particular airspace for these noisy and
polluting planes.

Please devise an alternative method to train these pilots and crews. We already have too many threats to our last
Wild areas from Fracking, Pipeline and Infrastmucture Projects, and the Climate Deterioration they bring.

We say, “Enough is enough™!

Dean H Marshall



From: Dean Marshall

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc: Karen Elias

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA A-10 Low Altitude
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 12:20:15 PM

Sirs,

I recently moved to Clinton Co from the Fishing Creek area of Columbia Co., a few miles from Red Rock
Mountain.

On several occasions,(a few years ago), the peace and tranquility of my home was disturbed by Low Level
Flyovers of A-10 Warthog Aircraft. Information available at the time was these missions were training for evading
RADAR detection from the Red Rock CAP Installation at the former USAF Base.

These incidents were truly shocking at first and later, profoundly annoying! I
Disagree with your Draft EA and find it unbelievable that it contains terms such as “no significant impacts

The neighboring Cattle and Local Wildlife were visibly disturbed by every flight. The Pets for Vets Kennel erupted
with Barking from the rescues and Nesting Eagles and Osprey were routed from their Fishing Perches.

Now you want us to think
there won’t be similar or even greater “Impacts”, by 100’ AGL missions over even more pristine areas with
PROTECTED Birds of Prey, Deer, Elk, and Pa Black Bear, not to mention residents and thousands of tourists using
a dozen state parks, forests and waterways for Recreation and enjoyment of the natural beauty?

Public meetings must be held or this plan must be abandoned immediately.

Dean H Marshall

)

Sent from my iPhone



From: Matt Viarusio I

Sent: Wednesday, April 28, 2021 15:42

To: MAYOR, CHRISTOPHER J Lt Col USAF ANG NGB/A7AR [

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] IICEP Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Modification of
'Duke Military Operations Airspace (MOA)

Dear Lt. Col. Mayor:

Please find attached my letter expressing concerns about the [ICEP Environmental Assessment (EA)
for the proposed Modification of Duke Military Operations Airspace (MOA)

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Regards,
Matt Marusiak



Matthew F. Marusiak

April 28, 2021

Lt Col Christopher Jesus Mayor
3501 Fetchet Avenue
Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762-5157

Dear Lt. Col. Mayor:

As a conservation professional and local resident, I am writing to express deep concerns about
the Maryland National Guard’s plans to establish a Low Military Operations Airspace to fly low-
level training flights repeatedly daily over the counties of Elk, Cameron, Clinton, McKean,
Potter, and Tioga for the majority of the year. [ am very concerned about the human, economic,
and environmental impact of this sweeping proposal. An environmental assessment will not
adequately consider the impact to residents and property owners in the region. I request that an
Environment Impact Statement be completed with ample opportunity for public input from local
residents and property owners in the affected area. I also request that a demonstration or
simulation of the noise and impact from this use is provided to the public in the affected region
prior to approval so that we can better understand how this proposal will impinge on our daily
lives.

Although my permanent residence in Elk County does not appear to be affected by this plan, |
also have maintained a seasonal residence in Potter County for nearly 30 years. As a result, this
proposal will directly affect the use and enjoyment of my property in Potter County. And I am
not alone with having a seasonal residence in this region. Over 40% of the housing in Potter
County are seasonal residences. These landowners come to the region for its scenic and tranquil
qualities, and provide important economic benefits to the region in terms property taxes and
spending in local businesses. In addition to these property owners, over 7 million tourists
annually come to the region to recreate, generating a $1.8 billion industry that makes up 11
percent of the region’s economy. If the Maryland National Guard’s establishes a Low Military
Operations Airspace, I fear that the economy and quality of life of the region will suffer.

Not only is a more careful consideration of the human and economic impact is needed, but the
impact to natural communities also needs to be considered. The MOA includes heart of the
Pennsylvania elk range. Elk were reestablished in this region over 100 years ago and have grown
to be one of the largest free-ranging elk herds in the east. The region also contains exceptional
habitats and natural heritage areas, and supports many plant and animal species of concern. |
request that a careful analysis of the environmental impact of this proposal to important birds and
mammals and species of concern is performed to ensure that the intensity of this use is not
detrimental to the natural heritage of the area, which, after all, underpins the recreational



economy and quality of life that makes this area such a draw to local residents, seasonal
residents, and tourists.

I certainly support our military and their need to train. But I request that a more in-depth analysis
of this proposal with more public review and input and a more careful consideration of
alternatives are completed before this use in Pennsylvania is approved. And if this proposal is
found not to cause excessive human or environmental impact, then why would the Maryland
National Guard not perform this training in Maryland?

I look forward to your response on these issues.
Sincerely,

el T oo,
Matthew F. Marusiak

Copy:

Senator Robert Casey

817 East Bishop Street, Suite C
Bellefonte, PA 16823

Senator Patrick Toomey
17 South Park Row, Suite B120
Erie, PA 16501

Congressman Glenn “GT” Thompson, PA-15
3555 Benner Pike, Suite 101
Bellefonte, PA 16823

Nicole Faraguna, Director of Policy

PA Department of Conversation & Natural Resources
400 Market Street

Harrisburg, PA 17105

Joseph Daghir, Chair

Elk County Commissioners
Elk County Courthouse Annex
300 Center Street

Ridgway, PA 15853

Nancy Grupp, Chair

Potter County Commissioners
Gunzburger Building, Suite 203
One North Main Street
Coudersport PA 16915



From: Scott Mato

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] no go on low level flights in the PA Wild
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 6:12:33 AM

The PA Wilds is a destination for people to connect with nature because there are few people;
lots of wildlife; lots of places to engage in outdoor, nature-based activities; and there is a lack
of noise and light pollution. The PA WILDS is a $1.8 billion industry that makes up 11
percent of the region’s economy. DCNR, alone, has invested over $180 million in the
region since 2003. Low level military flights disrupt the natural order of things as
evidenced by low level flights in the PA Wilds previously conducted by the NY NG.

| support the NG. | was a member of the NG for six years. | do not support

low level flying in the PA Wilds. For these reasons, | urge you to find alternative
places to practice. There are plenty of remote places in MD for the MD NG to practice low
level flights.

Scott Mato

Be well. Stay safe. Enjoy life!



From: Mato, Shelly

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public Comment on Duke MOA
Date: Tuesday, November 2, 2021 6:08:34 AM

To Whom it May Concern:

| am opposed to the training proposal involving the Maryland National Guard and the Duke
MOA in Pennsylvania. | do not believe that any military training or operations should
jeopardize our natural environment, the livelihoods of our citizens, nor the land and herd
management long-term practices and plans that we, as citizens of Pennsylvania, pay for. It
adds insult to injury that an out-of-state entity wishes to jeopardize these in our state.

If the proposed training is to go forward - and | am not convinced that it should at all - | wish
to see severe restrictions placed on this use of the Duke MOA. | do not accept the
determination that there will be no significant impact. | wish to see all sensitive areas
protected with a 1000 foot floor, including state parks, state natural and historic areas, and
active agricultural zones with livestock. There should be no training flights on weekends or
holidays over any recreational areas, including state forest lands and state parks. And there
should be no flights at all during key bird migration times, especially during migration of
raptors as they are especially vulnerable populations. Moreover, there should be no flights
during key times for elk rutting, etc. to protect these herds that, again, Pennsylvania has been
nurturing.

The area known as the Pennsylvania Wilds is one of the commonwealth's most valuable and
unique resources. And what makes it so valuable and unique are not the resources beneath
or above the ground, but rather its very wildness. This proposal threatens that wild nature by
creating noise and air pollution, disturbing the wildlife in this amazing area, and also disturbing
the vast numbers of visitors to the region who come to experience nature and all its

wonders. Training flights overhead are clearly detrimental to that experience, and in that way
threaten Pennsylvanians' livelihoods as well.

Finally, | am incensed by the insouciance of the Maryland National Guard in not responding to
the concerns expressed by the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources in October of 2019. Their latest proposal shows not one change based on DCNR's
letter, as if they have the right to do whatever they want in their neighboring states. Shame
on you.

Shelli G. Mato




From: GM, Comments <ra-comments@pa.gov>

Sent: Friday, November 5, 2021 10:11 AM

To: ng.md.mdarng.list.pao@mail.mil

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] FW: A new item is added to DCNR Contact Us Form
Importance: Low

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

From: CE, PowerAutomate <RA-CEPOWERAUTOMATE®@pa.gov < Caution-Caution-mailto:RA-
CEPOWERAUTOMATE@pa.gov > >

Sent: Tuesday, November 2, 2021 9:14 AM

To: NR, AskDCNR <ra-askdcnr@pa.gov < Caution-Caution-mailto:ra-askdcnr@pa.gov > >; CE-WebOps <CE-
WebOps@pa.gov < Caution-Caution-mailto:CE-WebOps@pa.gov > >

Subject: A new item is added to DCNR Contact Us Form

Importance: Low

Prefix First Name * Shelly

]|

Last Name * Mato

Mailing Address Line 1 _
(Street Address, PO

Box, Company Name,

c/o) *



Mailing Address Line 2
(Apartment, Suite, Unit,

Building, Floor, etc.)
City *

State *

Zip Code *

County *

Email *

Confirm Email *
Phone Type
Phone Number
Alt Phone Type
Alt Phone Number
Comments *

Centre County

Cell

Other

I am opposed to the training proposal involving the Maryland National
Guard and the Duke MOA in Pennsylvania. I do not believe that any
military training or operations should jeopardize our natural
environment, the livelihoods of our citizens, nor the land and herd
management long-term practices and plans that we, as citizens of
Pennsylvania, pay for. It adds insult to injury that an out-of-state entity
wishes to jeopardize these in our state. If the proposed training is to go
forward - and I am not convinced that it should at all - I wish to see
severe restrictions placed on this use of the Duke MOA. I do not accept
the determination that there will be no significant impact. I wish to see
all sensitive areas protected with a 1000 foot floor, including state
parks, state natural and historic areas, and active agricultural zones with
livestock. There should be no training flights on weekends or holidays
over any recreational areas, including state forest lands and state parks.
And there should be no flights at all during key bird migration times,
especially during migration of raptors as they are especially vulnerable
populations. Moreover, there should be no flights during key times for
elk rutting, etc. to protect these herds that, again, Pennsylvania has been
nurturing. The area known as the Pennsylvania Wilds is one of the
commonwealth's most valuable and unique resources. And what makes
it so valuable and unique are not the resources beneath or above the
ground, but rather its very wildness. This proposal threatens that wild
nature by creating noise and air pollution, disturbing the wildlife in this
amazing area, and also disturbing the vast numbers of visitors to the
region who come to experience nature and all its wonders. Training
flights overhead are clearly detrimental to that experience, and in that
way threaten Pennsylvanians' livelihoods as well.

Dashboard-DCNR Contact Us < Caution-Caution-
https://pacedcitpowerapps.powerappsportals.us/services/Dashboarddcnrcontact/ >



From: Thomas WicDonal I

Sent: Monday, December 13, 2021 9:50 AM

To: | - \DREU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comments to Proposed MD-ANG A-10 Flights over Rural Pennsylvania

Major Andrieu,

Attached, please find a copy of initial questions/comments for your consideration and reply,
pursuant to the proposed high frequency/low altitude flights of A-10's over Pennsylvania's
northern tier.

Thank-you,

Tom McDonald



To: Major Jeffrey Andrieu 13t December, 2021
From: Tom & Maureen McDonald

Re: MD ANG Low Altitude Flights Over Pennsylvania’s Northern Tier

Major Andrieu (or current MD ANG representative),

At a foundational level of understanding; let us agree that a general consensus exists among the
majority Americans; a well-prepared air defense is an essential component to our nation’s military
might. It becomes an issue of contention though when we drill down the specific question(s) of
where and how will the proposed on-going training of a precision flying program take place.

Property owners in Pennsylvania are unlikely to ever be in favor of high-frequency, low-altitude, loud
volume flights. This image becomes particularly offensive when the ongoing sorties of A-10’s
originates from a neighboring state. It begs the question: Why isn’t the Maryland Air National Guard
staying in Maryland? Your state is blessed with contoured countryside similar to that of our area of
Pennsylvania. The Deep Creek community is one such example. There are many others.

Purchase and ownership of private property, here in Pennsylvania comes with the expectation of
control and sovereignty over that holding. The prospect of constant low-altitude flight(s) surely
infringes upon those expectations. Rather than trample on the rights of private citizens, why not
move your flight path over federally owned property, such as the National Park system? | suspect the
response from the Air National Guard would be rhetorical: politicians in D.C.”s would never permit
flight plans to pass through the Smokey Mountains or streak by the monuments of the Gettysburg
battlefield. If MD-ANG’s proposal won’t pass muster for the U.S. government, why are you
attempting to impose your will on the citizenry of rural Pennsylvania? Two different sets of rules
applying to thee versus thy?

A few obvious questions: . ..

- From the standpoint of accountability: How and when will an initial environmental impact
study be conducted; who will conduct it, who will interpret the data harvested and how will
members from this community be involved in auditing both the committee assigned to
perform the study as well as their conclusions?

- In order to establish a data baseline as well as provide continual monitoring of any impact to
the environment, studies must be on-going. It is assumed that MD-ANG would shoulder all of
these costs.

- Is the state of Pennsylvania receiving any monies from Maryland, MD-ANG or another entity
for the use of our low-altitude air space? If so, how much money is involved? How is that
money being distributed to the people of rural Pennsylvania counties impacted by the
proposed MD-ANG flights?



We look forward to your responses.

Sincerely,

Tom & Maureen McDonald




From: Andrew McElwaine

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Request a full EIS on low flights over PA wilds and wilderness
Date: Wednesday, December 29, 2021 10:12:42 AM

I write as someone who frequently visits the impacted area of Pennsylvania for

outdoor activities and historical research. Low flying military training flights over wild lands
and near Federally designated wilderness areas would severely diminish the enjoyment of
myself and thousands of others who engage in these activities. The result would be
economically devastating to a region still recovering from the loss of coal mining and heavy
industrial jobs.

The impacted area includes most of Pennsylvania's elk herd, a major source of tourism in our
state. Would these flights disperse the herd? With what economic and environmental
impacts?

Too little is known about the damage this project will cause to an environmentally sensitive
part of the state. I join Secretary Cindy Dunn's call for full EIS and a longer public comment

period including an in person meeting held at the affected location.

Thank you for your consideration.

Andrew S McElwaine



From: Bill McGeeney

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comment opposing PA Wilds low fly zone
Date: Saturday, December 11, 2021 6:04:21 AM

This is a tough one. It literally incorporates all the things I love.

First off, as the son of an Air Force vet, I always loved planes, the Air Force, air shows and everything around jet
culture. I also recognize the vital need for a highly skilled and trained military. God knows we live in a wild and
crazy world with enemies outside seemingly as many that are inside, looking at our past President turned failed
usurper, Trump.

However, we have to draw the line to protect nature as the war we’ve leveled against the natural space has been so
profoundly one sided, with inadequate protections followed by irresponsible developers that we are quickly looking

at a world where sea to shining sea is book ending a Jersey City like nightmare of a landmass.

I am firmly against loosening and environmental protections, including providing the right to accelerate noise
pollution, by enabling a low fly zone.

Further, this area is critical bird habitat and one of the last remaining large areas on the east coast to provide
adequate protections allowing safe bird migration and habitat.

It’s time we finally out nature before us. Thank you for taking the time to review my comment. I firmly vote no to
the low fly zone.

My best to our service men and women. Stay safe and thank you for all of your service!

Bill



From: I
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low- Fly MOA

Date: Saturday, November 13, 2021 8:32:06 AM

I live in Allegany, NY not far from the PA border. I have lived near airports during our
Navy years, and have many concerns about the proposed Low-Fly zone. My children may be
moving to nearby PA, and I do not want any adverse effects on my grandchildren.

I attended an air show in Niagara Falls and was horrified at the noise level, even with
hearing protection. Your own website seems very proud of the "Deafening" noise of the
planes. I enjoy the peace & quiet here and have no intention of moving. Please address the
following concerns:

1. A 45 Day comment period is insufficient, particularly since local people knew nothing
about this until the 11/1 /21 Olean Times Herald article. The article did not give easy
directions to reach the comment site, and I am concerned that many comments will be directed
to Mr. Eric Durr in your Public Affairs Office. He was who the OTH directed me to, so I am
sure others have been misled.

2. What is the effect of repeated acoustic exposure on human hearing? Your own website
states these flights, "Have the potential for long-term, minor adverse effects on the noise
environment"/ Exactly what do you mean by that? What do you call "Minor"? Our quiet
surroundings are why many of us love living here.

3. Will there be a publicized schedule of flights so people can plan quiet outings? Residents
scheduling outdoor weddings/ events do not want planes intruding. Why are flights on
weekends necessary at all? Are Nighttime Operations necessary? Campers will go elsewhere
if disturbed, and this will impact many businesses, including Allegany State Park and the
Seneca Nation of Indians.

4. Most homes in Western NY /PA do not have central Air Conditioning. We enjoy opening
our windows during warm weather, especially at night. Will our sleep be disrupted? Must we
close our windows and use A/C? That will be expensive and not eco-friendly. Will residents
be compensated for this?

5. Is there a difference hearing response between Adult and Infants/Children? We have
many nearby residences and facilities for Special Needs and Developmentally Disabled
people. Autistic are particularly noise-sensitive. Do you have any data regarding how these
flights will impact them, or were your measurements only done on 'average' adults? This
could be a real problem for some.

6. I couldn't find any Altitudinal Mitigation Map for NYS. Is there one? Will nearby PA
flights effect us in NY at all? Please do not respond with "Less than significant" as that means
nothing.

7. We have cows, goats, dogs, and other farm animals. How does this effect them? I do not
want to deal with howling dogs or animals that do not thrive because of ear pain. If the
livestock are "spooked" by jets 100" overhead and go through our fences, will the ANG send a
crew to chase them and fix fences and neighbors yards? We shouldn't have to. Will they
reimburse our expenses to rebuild fences?

8. Our Bald Eagle population is rising. 100" alt will bring your planes within their flight area;
500" from "known" nests is inadequate to protect their young. We have other endangered
species (bats)- how will you protect them?

9. Half the days in a year over 4 hrs is too much. While I appreciate the need for training, I
also know Astronauts use simulators. Your training dollars might be better spent on
simulators that can be used 24/7 without disrupting civilians or the environment.



10. Your report repeatedly states, "Less than significant" effects on several fronts. What,
exactly, is that? Innocuous? Mildly harmful? Please define "Less than significant" as
relevant to the people who live within the Low-Fly zone.

11. We know sound is effected by humidity, temp, ice vs grassy surfaces, etc. What is "Less
than significant" on a rainy summer day can have distinct adverse effects when heard under
icy winter conditions. How and under what conditions was your sound data taken?

12. Jet engines use a lot of fuel. Will this have any effect on our air quality over time? We
have an organic farm and any pollutant is potentially a problem.

I look forward to your response. Vicky McKinney



From: Edward Messina

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] DUKE MOA LOW
Date: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 6:13:02 PM
To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing to you in opposition of the proposed modification of the Duke MOA low altitude
airspace variance. The Duke MOA is in direct proximity to our hang gliding and paragliding
area at Pennsylvania's Hyner View State Park, N41 19.59' W77 37.42' (41.3323, -77.6284).
Expanding the Duke MOA to include low altitude modification, poses a direct conflict of
safety for hang glider and paraglider air traffic in this sensitive area as well as the safety of the
pilots of the MDANG A-10 aircraft.

The Hyner Hang Gliding Club, a long term member of the United States Hang Gliding
Paragliding Association, has consistently conducted free flight with hang gliders and
paragliders from the Hyner View State Park site since 1975.

Hang glider and paraglider pilots of local, regional, national, and international interests come
to Hyner View State Park for the pursuit of free flight year round.

The Hyner Hang Gliding Club has hosted four club sponsored fly-in events every year since
1975. These events draw large numbers of pilots, their family members and friends, and
numerous spectators to enjoy the flying of hang gliders and paragliders.

By expanding the Duke MOA to include low-altitude airspace, there is a direct negative
impact on the safety of hang gliding and paragliding activity and the safety of spectators at
Hyner View State Park.

On a personal note, I have been flying hang gliders at Hyner View State Park since 1979
when I was 18 years old. That is 42 years of enjoying the beauty and serenity of this cherished
place. My wife and I have enjoyed this place many times each year with our children, who still
look forward to visiting Hyner for the beauty, serenity, camaraderie, and seeing their father
enjoy flying hang gliders there. By expanding the Duke MOA to include low-altitude training
in this area will bring a halting stop to this life-long enjoyment.

I ask you to seek other training area opportunities to meet the needs of the pilots of the
MDANG A-10 aircraft. I understand the need for their training; however, mixing low-altitude,
low speed recreational aircraft such as hang gliders and paragliders and high speed, low-
altitude jet aircraft in close proximity is a sure recipe for disaster.

Respectfully,

Edward Messina



From: John Middleton

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA
Date: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 9:47:48 AM

I am opposed to the proposed changes. Allowing flight operations down to 100AGL is dangerous in that area.
John Middleton

CEO Who Fired Workers on Zoom: 'l Blundered the Execution'

http:/thirdpartyoffers.netzero.net/ TGL.3241/61b0edc681ea96dc61650st04ducl

After Father's 14-Year Search, Abducted Boy Is Found

http:/thirdpartyoffers.netzero.net/ TGL.3241/61b0edc6alec76dc61650st04duc?

Here's How Pfizer's Vaccine Fares Against Omicron

http://thirdpartyoffers.netzero.net/ TGL.3241/61b0edc6c175d6dc61650st04duc3



From: J Charles Miller

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Planes over Potter County PA!
Date: Saturday, November 13, 2021 2:52:23 PM

I would assume by now You know Potter County is one of the largest areas for hunting in the
state! This leads me to the fact of some of the crazies up here will possibly take pot shots at
your low flying planes. Myself, don,t own a rifle, but don,t look forward to the noise. The



From: Jared Miller
Date: Wednesday, Dec 08, 2021, 9:57 AM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD ||

‘Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low fly zone for PA wild
Major Jeffery Andrieu,

I am emailing you with concerns about the Maryland Air National Guard’s proposal to turn 2,178
square miles of Pennsylvania’s state game lands into a low fly zone for training. My first concern is
this is gonna disrupt the wildlife habitats in those zones likely causing local wildlife to have to find
new homes and over populate other parts of the states game lands. I also have concerns about the
environmental impact this have in the areas in this proposal, how is flying that close to tree tops
going to affect tree growth in those areas. Lastly this proposal is likely to cause lose of hunting land
and tourism in those areas which will cause the cities and towns in the affected area to lose income
from tourists and hunters coming to the area.

Respectfully,
Jared N Miller
Jared

Sent from my iPhone



From: Jason Miller

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public Comment regarding Duke MOA Low
Date: Wednesday, December 15, 2021 7:00:34 AM

Hello,

As someone who frequents the counties covered in the Duke MOA in North Central
Pennsylvania, I vehemently oppose any increase in the utilization of this area for training
flights. This area has struggled greatly after industry left decades ago. What little economy
remains is driven almost exclusively by the recreation, wildlife and scenery offered in this
area. The Duke MOA modification only serves to further erode the recreational opportunities
afforded to us as residents of Pennsylvania. After all, the State Parks and Forests over which
this will operate are granted to the residents by our Commonwealth's constitution.

The modification to the Duke MOA stands in direct contrast to the very idea of conserving and
maintaining our State's public natural resources.

Thank you for your time,
Jason Miller
Lifelong Pennsylvania Resident



From: Vicki moon

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] MOA low
Date: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 2:06:23 AM

To Whom It May Concern:

Perhaps if you lived here you would understand the impact that your proposed project will have on
the us. We are a poor area and don’t have much to offer the country. But what we have is space, is
clean air, clean water, stars at night. Something that people from urban areas crave and come here
to Potter County to enjoy. This provides us with much needed funds for sustenance. If you complete
your project, you will effectively take that also from us. Please reconsider. We love our country, our
sons and daughters have served and served honorably in greater numbers than those from more
prosperous areas. But this project takes too much from us.

Sent from Mail for Windows



From:

Date: Sunday, Dec 05, 2021, 9:45 AM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public Meeting Request For Duke Low-Fly MOA Proposal in PA

Major Andrieu,

I live in Bradford, PA which is in McKean County. | have a few concerns about low-flying aircraft over
McKean and neighboring counties in our state. | would like to request a public meeting to be held in
McKean county to discuss these concerns.

My contact information is below:

Lou Morello

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.



From: bemoyer [

Sent: Monday, November 22, 2021 10:37 AM
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org <NGB.A4.A4A.NEPA.COMMENTS.Org@us.af.mil>

ce: Richard Martin' |

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comment on proposed Duke Low MOA, Northcentral Pennsylvania

November 22, 2021

The proposed Duke Low MOA forces a hard choice on people who live in and visit the region
of Northcentral Pennsylvania known there as “The Pennsylvania Wilds.” It is hard because
those citizens love their country. Many have served it in arms, as have their parents and their
children. Their American allegiance is beyond question.

It is true that an MOA already operates over that same geography. That footprint, though, has
a “floor” of 8,000 feet above mean sea level. The proposed Low MOA would permit low-level
flights within one hundred feet of the ground (basically treetop-level across the Wild’s
plateaus, and conceivably below ridgetop observers if the plane traced a stream valley).

PA Wilds residents, businesses, municipal and county officials, and visitors deserve and merit
a full environmental, social, and economic assessment of such an intrusive proposal as the
Duke Low MOA, with 100-foot altitude, over their homes and treasured landscapes.

An Environmental Impact Statement must fully analyze the character of this affected place,
and the impacts of noise and vibration so near ground level. The public should have
unimpeded input into this analysis. Most important, the proposal’s impacts should be fully
evaluated, not only in their intensity, but in the context of the affected place.

As defined by NEPA, “context” means considering “...the affected region, the affected
interests, and the locality. Significance varies with the setting of the proposed action.”

As just one example among many, this heavily forested region harbors, during the nesting
season, a high percentage of migrating songbirds that are in hemlspherlc decline due to habitat
loss and fragmentation elsewhere. The forests of Northcentral Pennsylvania constitute many of
these species’ best prospect for survival. The impact of intense noise and vibration at low
altitude on nesting success of these species must be evaluated before proceeding with the

Duke Low MOA concept.

The obtrusive nature of this proposal would inarguably be ecologically and economically

“significant” in the context of the Pennsylvania Wilds. With the possible exceptions of the
Adirondack Park and Preserve, and Great Smoky Mountains National Park, there is no place
like the Pennsylvania Wilds in eastern North America. A hundred years of conservation
foresight, coupled with vast public and private investment, have reserved an incomparable
region where local people have built a new economy, based on national craving for contact
with nature, from the vestiges of coal and iron.

People who live, work in, and visit the Wilds must have an opportunity to learn about and
comment on this proposal, without being labelled as “unpatriotic.” There is something of great
and rare value to be lost in this region. Open up this process to full environmental, social, and
economic review.

Thank you for considering my position.
Sincerely,
Ben Moyer

Farmington, Pennsylvania



From: Ann Nachman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc: Ed Nachman

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] DUKE MOA LOW Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 15, 2021 6:25:33 AM

I am writing with vehement opposition to the proposed lowering of the floor to 100 ft above
ground, as well as the proposed area of the training, namely, the North Central Pennsylvania
area. The Quehanna wilds and the PA wilderness will be adversely affected by this activity!
We own a bed-and-breakfast and most of our guests, as well as my hisband and I and many
residents, enjoy that area of our state for recreation. You will be putting a great disruption to
that activity and potentially cutting our business! It is our livelihood. We are retired and this is
our supplemental income which you could potentially destroy with this activity! Please

reconsider!

Respectfully
Anna Marie Nachman

Owner




From: Edward Nachman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] DUKE MOA LOW Comments
Date: Wednesday, December 15, 2021 7:13:47 AM

I am opposed to the Maryland Air National Guard doing their combat training 100 feet above
ground as stated on public media. As a supposed tourists state, the noise level alone is a total
deterrent for that environment. Not to mention the impact on the wildlife in their natural
environment.

We finally have a few tourists
coming into the state to see the Elk and that could be taken away as well.

We also run a bed and breakfast that could be affected. Our guests spend a lot of time in the

Quehanna wilds, hiking miles of trails, seeking the quiet of nature
that would be disrupted. They
travel from different states looking for a few days of R&R
only to be taken away. This is our source of supplemental income we use to meet our rising
cost of living, hopefully that will not be taken away.

Ed. Nachman



From: Carolyn Newhouse

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke Low MOA
Date: Monday, December 20, 2021 4:01:23 AM

Dear Sir and/or Madam:

I am concerned with the Maryland Air National Guard’s (ANG) proposed plan to designate
the Pennsylvania Wilds airspace as a military operations area (MOA) for their low-flying
military training, specifically the Duke Low MOA. I am requesting your help in demanding
further due diligence of this proposal through completion of a full Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS). A more thorough investigation must be conducted on the effects that this
type of military engagement would have on our natural resources, the safety of our citizens,
and the potential adverse economic impact to our rural economies.

The PA Wilds is one of 11 official tourism regions in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and
one of eight state-designated Conservation Landscapes because of its unique natural and
heritage assets. The 13-county PA Wilds region is home to the greatest concentration of public
lands in Pennsylvania. We have 29 state parks, 8 state forests, 50 state game lands, and PA’s
only National Forest, the Allegheny. We have the largest wild elk herd in the Northeast, two
designated National Wild & Scenic Rivers, thousands of miles of land and water trails, and
some of the darkest night skies in the country.

For over 15 years, a collaborative effort among local, state, and federal partners,
philanthropists, and the private sector has focused on intentional economic development built
on the wide-ranging assets of the PA Wilds. This dedicated partnership has turned the PA
Wilds into the quintessential outdoor recreation destination, diversifying rural economies,
creating jobs, inspiring stewardship, and improving quality of life. Today, thanks to the work
of many organizations, businesses, and individuals, tourism is a driving economic force in the
region -- a $1.8B industry that makes up a large percentage of our economy. Every year, 7.2
million people visit the PA Wilds to enjoy the peace and beauty of the great outdoors.

The current draft environmental assessment (EA) and draft findings of no significant impact
(FONSI) of the Duke Low MOA are insufficient. Critically, these findings do not adhere to
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), given that the proposed Duke Low MOA will
have diverse and complex environmental and community impacts that exceed NEPA
thresholds for a comprehensive EIS and evaluation of alternatives. Additionally, the draft EA
does not address the following key areas:

1. Impact on wildlife and habitats, including critical breeding areas and migration routes
for a wide range of species.

2. Biological and agricultural impact to existing land uses, traditional practices, and
established biological and economic activities, including forest management and
farming.

3. New and increased safety hazards that exceed the capacity of local emergency response
services and disproportionately impact specific communities.

4. Noise pollution levels and the potential risks to public health and wildlife, particularly
given the maneuvers will occur at 100 FEET above ground level.



5. Adverse effects on recreational activities, including PA’s hunting seasons and the
associated impact to the recreation community and the revenue that supports the
Game Commission’s budget.

6. Economic impacts, including the risk of negatively impacting the vital local tourism
industry, which is built on peaceful enjoyment of nature and the outdoors by anglers,
backpackers, cyclists, campers, hunters, day hikers, wildlife watchers, horseback riders,
photographers, astronomers, canoeists, and other groups.

7. Equity considerations given that this proposal could disproportionately impact
underserved communities, including a large Amish population, distressed communities,
and low-income households.

There are so many elements of this proposal that have not been thoroughly explored and I
respectfully ask that you raise your voice in support of a thoughtful and detailed due diligence
period, including the completion of a full EIS that addresses the complete suite of impacts to
the community and environment.

Sincerely, Carolyn Boser Newhouse



From: Jeffrey Nolt
Date: Sunday, Dec 12, 2021, 7:35 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD ||

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke low-fly moa proposal in pa

I’'m a potter county resident and requesting a public meeting regarding the above low fly zone
proposal in our area. A decision of this magnitude needs public input and discussion. There
are too many questions that need to be answered that cannot be simply addressed in emails.
Please see the attached short video. It speaks volumes. Make sure your sound is on.

Sincerely

Jeffrey S Nolt M.D.



From: Carl Olshefskic [

Sent: Tuasday, November 23, 2021 5:29 AM

To: KUCHAREK, KRISTI L Gs-13 usAF anGre NGB/A4 [

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Flights over pa

As immediate past Mayor of Eenovo, Pennsylvania I personally enjov seeing A 4's chasing
Warthogs down the valley of the Susquehanna River. When this stops I pray that we don't
totally loose our beloved USA! I am also a hunter and Past Department Commander of the
Amencan Legion

Thank vou all for your service and protection!

Carl Olshefskie



From: E—
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org;

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Proposed Air National Guard Duke Low MOA Draft FONSI Comments
Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 5:03:38 PM

To: Maryland Air National Guard & Ramon Ortiz

From: Mark Ott

Date: December 6, 2021
Re: Proposed Duke Low MOA
Dear Mr. Ortiz, et al,

| have read through the FONSI for the proposed Duke Low MOA. | somewhat better understand your
choosing the Duke Low MOA for meeting training requirements as opposed to most of the alternatives
considered. In the past | had thought it was since Duke MOA covers some of the most remote and lightly
populated areas of Pennsylvania that the area was chosen — less complaints from the ground. | now
better understand that that isolation is what leads to it being away from commercial airports with inherent
increased air traffic which in turn are in more densely populated areas. The FONSI does not make clear
to me what would not be adequate for 175 WG Letter of Qualifications in the Evers MOA in WV nor why
the Duke proposal would be selected over “existing MOA (1,000 ft AGL floor) or the proposed
modifications (1,000 ft AGL floor) by other users” in the Evers MOA. | am not clear on why you cannot
propose the Low MOA in Evers MOA as opposed to Duke. The Patuxent River Restricted Area was
dismissed due to being predominantly over water. The FONSI further states that low level flights between
100 ft and 500 ft would be less than three minutes for the A-10’s. It seems that Patuxent might work fine if
you spent the expected 1% of flight time under 500 ft over the limited land there. The other 99% of the
time would work fine over water in my limited knowledge of the training requirements.

| am heartened to see language addressing concerns about these flights over PA DCNR State Parks and
Natural Areas as well as some sensitive areas of concern such as Sinnemahoning Creek. However,
overall, | believe the FONSI does not adequately address the impact of these flights on the area. Are the
other creeks in the area not equally sensitive areas of concern? Are the forested areas with trails, hunting
camps, homes, businesses, and wildlife resources outside of the Parks and Natural areas any less
sensitive to these flights? | do not see how that can be. Given the heavy usage of our State Parks and
Natural areas by those wanting to get out and enjoy what Pennsylvania offers in outdoor experience, you
should be further aware that the areas outside those parks are used by those wanting even more solitude
and wilder wilderness experience. | submit that they are even more sensitive than the Parks and Natural
areas or sensitive areas of concern such a Sinnemahoning Creek. | heartily agree that the Parks and
Natural Areas not be overflown at low levels, however | do not agree that areas outside those properties
are any less sensitive.

The Land Use section states that the “Proposed Action would be in accordance with avoiding interference
with hunting activities beneath the Duke Low MOA because there would be very little use on weekends ...
the majority of hours (approximately two hours per activation day) used would occur during the mid-day,
when hunting is least affected.” It then goes on to tell me when wildlife is most active, early morning and
late evening. | hunt deer from start to end of the legal shooting hours on any given day. This past week |
harvested 3 does, two at 1245 and one at 1420. Over the years most of my harvests have been in the
1100-to-1500-time range with a very few in the early morning or late evening. This is the exact opposite of
what is stated in the FONSI. You apparently based your comment on normal animal activity, not the



activity found during Pennsylvania rifle deer hunting season. Just from sitting in a deer stand for many
days | can assert that | am not the only one with harvest times in that time range. Hearing the shots in the
hills and hollows in the area around me, the majority of harvests occur right about the time the FONSI
says they don't.

I live in an area of Centre County just outside the proposed Duke Low MOA, however where | live has
been an MOA for as long as | can remember. During my years here | have quite a few interactions with
the A-10’s and F-16’s. It has been an ongoing problem in our area. | attended a public information
session in the late 1980’s or early ‘90’s that | believe occurred due to complaints about the training flights
in the area. At that point | was fed up with flights that seemed to use our house as a beacon for attack
runs on Sayers Dam in Bald Eagle State Park. Our then baby child was awoken nearly every day, several
times a day by the blast of the jets flying over at low level, (but apparently above 500 or 1,000 ft). He
screamed for quite a while afterwards until we could calm him. Then it would happen again, and again,
and again. Even these many years later | can still remember the continuing nightmare clearly. Our quiet
peace was suddenly and very loudly shattered by what was usually a flight of two jets but could reach five
to six. We often had one or two come over followed shortly by another sortie which we figured was one
group tracking and chasing another.

Then, shortly before the information session was held, | experienced an incident that stunned me. While
driving with my wife along SR 192 in Brush valley to our East, following another vehicle with an older
couple in it, | thought my car engine blew up. At the same moment we saw a jet right overhead coming
from behind and following the road ahead of us. The car in front of us swerved side to side and nearly ran
off the road. That car pulled over and we stopped to be sure they were OK. We were all fine, but the
incident scared as all immensely. My wife and | could clearly see the rivets in the bottom of the jet as it
flew over and ahead of us. We both remember that distinctly. I'm not sure how low a jet has to be to see
the rivets, but that was certainly not above 500-1,000 feet. We had obviously been used for strafing
practice and it was not something | ever want to experience again.

The Howard Fire Company hosted the informational session event. An officer from the Air National Guard
politely listened to the people that spoke, addressed some of the concerns as best he could and gave us
a chance to be heard. The best thing he did was leave us a phone number to call if we had any problems,
concerns, or complaints. He acted appalled at the strafing story as well as other stories of others being
strafed on the Howard causeway, and jets roaring down the lake over boaters, beachgoers, and State
Park patrons in order to “bomb” the Sayers Dam. He said many of the incidents reported should not have
happened and should never be happening. The fact is, they were and a lot of people in the area
experienced them. He let us know that the jets originated in Maryland and New York, that they flew west
from their airports until the turned in and ran a straight line to Indiantown Gap Military Base where they
were to practice bombing runs. Apparently once these pilots were in the air, those basic flight rules went
out the window. He stated that he would be looking into the complaints we registered and to be sure and
use the number he gave if any further such events occurred.

Several years later, instead of a quick flyover and then gone, | began to hear continuous jets flying all
directions over my house and the area around me. | went out and watched several jets having a dog fight
above our home. This went on for many long minutes and then finally stopped. | looked up the number
which [ still had in my personal phone book and gave a call. The call went to a recording, so | started to
relate what had just happened. Suddenly the flight returned and continued their dogfight overhead. |
stood on the porch and let the noise go into the phone and onto the recording. This time it went on for
even longer. During short lulls in the noise, | asked if this was what these pilots were supposed to be
doing. | asked if this noise level was happening above the house of anyone who listens to the recordings,
would they be OK with it. Meanwhile the fight kept on going. | seem to recall it was over a 20-minute
recording with jets rolling, diving, rising and chasing right overhead. | kept recording until | just got tired of
holding the phone in the air. | figured the message was good enough.

Much to my surprise, | received a call back a couple days later in which | received an apology. “That
never should have happened” | was told. It should never happen again. Despite the best intentions of
your plans and safeguards and attention to detail as to areas to avoid, things to not do and keeping to the
mission, there is a shortfall in the pilots being trained. Apparently, they have some free time up there and



they just do what seems to be good practice to them. I'm sure it is good practice and | do not begrudge
the Air National Guard their training — | know it is necessary. However, when things like this occur when
the AGL limit is 500-1,000 ft, one must wonder what will happen when these pilots are “officially” allowed
to go down to 100 ft AGL. They have been there before, trust me. This is not new to them, now it will just
be officially allowed due to a FONSI that blatantly ignores the reality of what this does to those on the
ground. Yes, it is short lived in most cases. However, a short low-level flight impacts my hunting, my
serenity, my life. It is compounded over time, not just an occasional nuisance. It is not low impact, it is
ongoing, random, disconcerting, and a burden. | rent backcountry campsites on my land. People come
here to experience the solitude and deep forest wonder. The intrusion of these jets at even lower levels
than currently allowed will be detrimental to my camping income and guest satisfaction. Multiply that by
the many who make a living from tourism in the Proposed Action area of Duke Low MOA and there is
much more impact than is alluded to in the FONSI. This is about more than short sound level impact, this
is about the affect on people, the wildlife and the natural environment that we who live here moved here
to enjoy and share. Yes, by your standards and measurements, the impact is negligible. Try using some
real impact data that does not stand on sound measurements. When compared to existing conditions
there is very significant impact.

As the immediate past President of the Pennsylvania Forestry Association, owner of a Certified Tree
Farm, Volunteer Firefighter, Class 2A Swiftwater Rescue Tech and EMT | spend a major amount of time
out in the Wilds of Pennsylvania. | know of what | speak. I'm not sure the writer of the FONSI can say the
same. | am not sure why the Air National Guard from Maryland must be over Pennsylvania in the first
place. | respectfully ask that you find somewhere else to train. In the end, | would wish the experience on
no one. Not those in the Evers WV MOA, not those in the Patuxent River Restricted Area, nor anywhere
else. | know you need training but perhaps it can be further spread over all those alternative areas you
dismissed. Spread the impact over a wider area than the proposed DUKE Low MOA to include Evers
MOA and Patuxent River Restricted Area and the other dismissed as “too small” areas so that even if we
in the Duke Low MOA must endure these flights, they can be lessened and mitigated by spreading the
flights over all the multiple areas available. It seems to me that many trouble spots in the world requiring
military intervention are urban. Consider adding Baltimore and the suburbs, Annapolis, Philadelphia,
Washington D.C. and Pittsburg to the MOA'’s. That would seem to provide an even better training
opportunity when combined with our rural natural areas. Surely those jets can avoid commercial aviation.
Perhaps that would add to the training of those controllers coordinating the flights so that they could be
done safely in those populous areas without any more impact than they have here. Spread the noise over
the rest of the East coast, do not keep it bottled up in our beautiful, serene natural Wilds of PA. Let all of
us in Maryland, West Virginia, Pennsylvania, and New York share the need to train the Air National
Guard. We don’t mind you training to be the best, we just mind having it happen only over our heads so
that the rest of the East coast does not have to put up with it.

Finally, if you do nothing else, please issue and publicize a new phone number that can be called when
we have a problem. If the pilots know that they can be reported for acts that are outside the purview of
their mission, perhaps they will comply with mission parameters. The old number no longer worked and
now | don’t even have that. A new number to the office of the Colonel in charge would be an immense
step towards a little more acceptance of the proposal.

| respectfully submit these comments on the Duke Low MOA FONSI and ask for written response to my
comments in both the comments and response section of the FONSI and by separate letter to me at the
above address or email. | have included my phone number and if you feel the need to call, please do.

Thank you for your attention to the comments you receive and for the opportunity to comment.

Mark Ott, NREMT



From: J Parana

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low level training flights
Date: Sunday, November 21, 2021 7:17:40 PM

| have no problem of America’s best training in the sky above my home. In fact, | look forward to it.
John W. Parana

Sent from Mail for Windows



From: Park

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re: No, No, No, Myself , thousands of others and our wildly life live here. Our military kids are
great, but command and corrupted legislatures are mad.

Date: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 9:03:24 PM

No , no, no, our public forrests have been attacked since the 1700s when the King of England harvested white oaks
for his Navy’s “ ships of the line’. The rest of degradation continued with lumber, coal, ore, gas and oil speculators.
Every time the damage to our forests and the health of our community has suffered , with our tax dollars paying for
a pitiful recovery.

Now jets roaring overhead, burning fissile fuel, will cause fierce wildlife stress, and more emotional and physical
illness on thousands of people.

Send pilots, for training, around the country and world were similar topography is already used for training. Military
tax the wealthy elite who benefit the most from protecting getting the materials for profit! Damn people. Stop it.

Sent from my iPhone

> On Nov 16, 2021, at 3:50 PM, Park_wrote:
>

>
>
> Sent from my iPhone



From: Nancy Patic

Sent: Wednesday, December 15, 2021 1:38 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD [

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Maryland national guard flight training

Dear sir,

As a resident of Potter county PA | would like to request a public meeting to help answer the many
questions that our citizens have regarding the proposed

low-altitude training exercises. As of right now we know nothing; we're flying blind so please consider
addressing our concerns.

Thanks so much for your time.

Yours truly,
Nancy Patrick




From: Judy Paul

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source]
Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 2:48:44 AM

As a life long potter County resident it is important that our military be trained to be the best.
It may be an inconvenience for some but the long term benefits out way that. I say let them

train here.



From: Melissa Pell

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Opposition to fly over of the PA Wilds
Date: Sunday, December 12, 2021 12:34:43 PM

Hello,

I am a resident of Tioga County and a physician, and am writing to voice my opposition to the MD ANG’s proposed
low-fly military operations area in Tioga, Potter, McKean, Elk, and Cameron Counties. The people in this area
value, and often tie their livelihood to, the land, plants, and animals that live here. This area is home to many
outdoorsmen and women, and our economy is largely dependent on outdoors based tourism. We choose to live here
because we value the quiet, minimal pollution (light and otherwise), and the abundance of wildlife. Low-flying
aircraft would disrupt and harm the wildlife here, and could be deadly for bird populations. Please reconsider these
plans. Come and visit us and enjoy our beautiful part of Pennsylvania, but leave the low-flying air craft at home.

Respectfully,
Melissa Pell, MD

Wellsboro, PA
Tioga County



From: Juliet Perrin

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org;
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Proposed Military Training Flights over PA WILDS.
Date: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 11:25:02 AM

Attachments: Military training flights over PA WILDS.docx




Sondra Wolferman

RE: Proposed military training flights over Pennsylvania Wilds

As Pennsylvania continues to recover from centuries of deforestation, acid mine
drainage, and industrial and chemical pollution, the Pennsylvania Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources, Pennsylvania Game Commission, Fish and
Boat Commission, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service have been working
tirelessly over the past several decades to improve habitat on our public lands for
rare, threatened, and endangered plants and animal species of concern. The
thirteen-county region in northcentral Pennsylvania known as the Pennsylvania
Wilds is a crucial part of this recovery.

A significant portion of Pennsylvania’s declining species are bird and bat species
that are acutely sensitive to noise, artificial light, chemical pollution, and
fragmentation of the aerial habitat, all of which could result from the proposed
low-altitude military training flights over Pennsylvania Wilds.

Twenty-one of Pennsylvania’s 96 Important Bird Areas are located within the
thirteen-county area of the Pennsylvania Wilds. In addition to the direct threat of
collision with aerial vehicles, birds react to flying objects in the following ways, as
described in an article published by the Institute for Ornithological Research:
“When an airplane appears, all possible levels of excitation are described in
birds, from outwardly non-visible physiological reactions to protection, ducking,
increased calling activity, restless pacing back and forth, running away, flying
off and returning to the same place or a place close by, flying off and leaving the
area, right through to panic-like flight reactions. Using modern electronic
instruments, it is possible to measure the heart rate of brooding birds.
Measurements show that these birds often react to the appearance of airplanes
with a marked increase in heart rate, in other words they become nervous, even



if no outward reaction is visible. It thus becomes clear that the loss of time
immediately associated with taking flight is not the only effect of an airplane on
birds which must be taken into account”. L&N 3-1 Aircraft Effects on Birds.PDF

(fai.org).

This research suggests that the adverse effects of the proposed action on bird life
expectancy, reproductive success, and population size would be significant. There
are currently 16 bird species classified as endangered in Pennsylvania, any of
which could potentially depend on undisturbed habitats in the region of the
Pennsylvania Wilds. A species is considered endangered if there is a threat to its
habitat. The northern goshawk (Accipiter gentilis) was recently added to the state
list of endangered species in Pennsylvania, and a concerted effort is under way by
the Pennsylvania Game Commission to recover and protect this species.
According to the Pennsylvania Biological Survey, goshawks are “found in remote,
higher-elevation forests across northern Pennsylvania and in mountainous areas
southward, primarily in mature mixed and conifer forests with open understory.”
Historically, nesting pairs of goshawks have been documented in at least one of
the counties to be impacted by the ANG proposal. Therefore, the proposed low
altitude military training flights over the region could result in a major setback to
the recovery efforts for the northern goshawk and other species of concern in the
six-county area to be impacted by the proposed action.

The potential impact of the proposed action on Pennsylvania’s bats is equally
disturbing. Nine species of bats regularly occur in Pennsylvania, of which several
are listed as endangered by state and federal authorities. According to the
Pennsylvania Game Commission, Pennsylvania’s bats routinely make their feeding
flights in late afternoon, early evening and early morning, and thereby could
easily come into conflict with low-flying military aircraft during training flights.
Recent evidence suggests that bats may be affected by radar installations
emitting electromagnetic fields, such as civil and military air traffic control. It is
recommended that aerial habitats for bats be included in national and
international conservation policies, and as such, the impact on bats of the
proposed military training flights over Pennsylvania Wilds must be carefully
considered before moving forward with this proposal. Conservation Strategies for
Bats Flying at High Altitudes | BioScience | Oxford Academic (oup.com)




The Air National Guard has released a Draft Environmental Assessment finding of
“no significant impact on the welfare of the region.” This finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI) is premature. The National Guard must prepare a detailed
Environmental Impact Statement that includes any adverse effects and
alternatives to the proposed action. The EIS must be published where all who are
affected can view it, and the EIS should be followed up with public meetings in
each of the affected counties. (Cameron, Clinton, McKean, Elk, and Potter.)

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Sondra Wolferman

Albrightsville, Pennsylvania



Donna M. Peters

Cristi Kucharek
3501 Fetchet Ave.
Joint Base
Andrews, MD

RE: Possible 100" practice flyovers in Clintan County PA,

I understand the necessity of proposed flyover practice flight for national
defense preparedness; however, I emphatically object to the 100 foot height
flyover proposal. In fact, several years ago, some fly jockey flew over our
farm property so low it had to have been about 100 feet or less. I was so
concerned that I called both State College & Williamsport, PA airports and
suggested that they call appropriate authorities including the FAA.

My reasons are as follows: 1. Danger to property , people, and animals.
(If they'd crashed ,who pays for damages?)

2. Are air rights over private properties subJect
to automatic takeover by military if we're not
at war?

. I beilieve that minimum safety flyover is 200’

NOT 100' (Even that's too low in mountains.)

4. My personal experience was plain scary because
our silos are 70 feet tall and the barn is about
100 foot high. (I thought the pilot was about to
take the top of the barn roof off. Maybe he was
trying to evade radar.)

5. Anotner rurai citizen said ne'd been up in his siio
and could read the plane numbers and almost
reach out and touch the plane plus was shaken
by the planes air wake.

6. As rural citizens in a poor county of PA our
financial expenditures are already outrageous.
If I've got to add policy air rights to my
insurances, it's an added burden.

o

I understand that current proposal is looking at the Renovo Pa area which is
mountainous and poverty level for 100 foot flyovers. PLEASE RECONSIDER your
height parameters for flyovers.

Sincerety,

Al e wat “YN. ]Ovu ’L’J

Donna M.Peters



From: Ann Pettigrew

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Warthog Strafing - MD National Guard
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 7:21:05 AM

To Whom It May Concern,

It has been brought to my attention that the Maryland National Guard wants to use parts of our
most wild and scenic counties to practice flying their Warthogs. 1 strongly object to this
practice and ask that you reconsider. Why can’t they practice over their air fields and perhaps
put up obstacles similar to the ones used in air races? Our wildlife is under enough stress in
this day and age without having to put up with the frightening noise of Warthogs strafing our
forests.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Ann C. Pettigrew, V.M.D.
York, PA

“The greatness of a nation and its moral progress can be judged by the way its animals are
treated.”
— Mahatma Gandhi



From: —
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public comment
Date: Friday, December 10, 2021 4:21:16 PM
Hello,

As an avid outdoorsman, frequent visitor of the PA wilds and Pennsylvania resident, I would
like to adamantly oppose the proposed changes to the airspace by an out of state agency. The
citizens of Pennsylvania should not be forced to deal with the pollution (noise, light and
chemical) that comes along with military training exercises. You have plenty of land to utilize
in Maryland, perhaps you should look there instead. I find your claims that there are no
environmental impacts to be dubious at best. At worst they are a downright lie. Imagine if
Pennsylvania decided to send hundreds of boats up and down the beachfront of ocean city.
That's basically what you are doing to us. This is a joke and needs to be stopped. You can be
assured I will be contacting state and federal representatives regarding this matter.

Signed,
Jason Philibotte
Walnutport,PA



From: Stanley Piorkowski

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc: Richard Martin

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Warthogs

Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 5:32:56 PM

It has come to my attention that an Air National Guard unit is planning on low altitude training
and using the airspace above the area known as the PA Wilds. As a retired employee of the
Bureau of Forestry’s Division of Forest Fire Protection, | do not want to see these overflights
because of the hazards that they create during wildfire operation being conducted that
necessitates the use of air tankers. When air tankers are working a fire there may be a call to
FAA to initiate a NOTAM to that effect and sometimes it is requested to close areas to other
aircraft if it is a large fire and may be being worked with several aircraft. It has been my
experience that military aircraft do not is some cases abide by these closures and seem to
disregard the NOTAMs. The air tanker pilots are operating generally under 500 feet and
paying particular attention to their dangerous mission much the same as the military pilots
operating in that same airspace. | may be wrong but to me it looks like the military is setting
up for an air-to-air mishap.

| understand the military would like to carry out training in areas with sparse population,
however there are more things at work here than a sparse population. The PA Wilds area, as
it is known, harbors animal species that do not do well with loud noises such as made by
military aircraft. Military aircraft used, during the winter particularly, makes the wildlife that
live in this area at a heightened awareness. With deep snows, certain wildlife may not be able
to consume enough calories to bring them through the winter if disturbed often.

| think an Environmental Impact Statement would bear out the damage that could be done to
the wildlife. I'm not sure what would be used to address the issue of safety as alluded to in
my first paragraph but it must be addressed.

Thank you for allowing public input on this upcoming issue.

Stanley Piorkowski

Sent from Windows Mail



From: Mary Pollock

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low Level Training Flights
Date: Friday, December 17, 2021 2:17:43 PM

I have been a resident of Tioga County, PA, for 65 years and am already inundated with the noise of “quiet”
windmills and the sounds of gas well projects. 1 do NOT need more noise in my life. I find the noise of low flying
jets to be frightening and leads to the possibility of pilot errors. PLEASE, find another “ sparsely”’populated area to
fly over. Just because there are not many people here, does not mean we don’t matter. Enough!

Sent from my iPad



From: Kevin Reed

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] A10 fly overs Potter County
Date: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 1:57:24 PM

No. I’'m a retired federal employee 35 years of service. I do not want your bullshit noise over my cabin. I spent 35
years protecting this nation at the Philadelphia Naval shipyard and FEMA in New York City. I do not want your

asshole planes flying over my Cabin
I’d be happy to give you that same message in person or over the phone_

Kevin J Reed

Sent from my iPhone



From: Kevin Reed

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low Flying
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 2:04:38 PM

Still the same
Fuck you and the noise!!
Kevin J Reed

Sent from my iPhone



From: Rose Reeder

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MO MOA

Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 7:02:50 AM
Hello,

While the sight and sounds of your aircraft may be a thing of beauty to you and all the crews,
to the rural resident they are frightening and truly disturb our way of life. We live in this area
because of the beauty, the wildlife, lack of noise and absence of the hustle and bustle of more
urban settings.

The suggestion to lower the flights is unacceptable to most residents here. Our Pa
Constitution states:

§ 27. Natural resources and the public estate.

The people have a right to clean air, pure water, and to the preservation of the natural,
scenic, historic and esthetic values of the environment. Pennsylvania's public natural resources
are the common property of all the people, including generations yet to come. As trustee of
these resources, the Commonwealth shall conserve and maintain them for the benefit of all the
people.

(May 18, 1971, P.L.769, J.R.3)
You folks are not even of Pennsylvania! Your efforts to lower the MOA are unwelcome and
unconstitutional in Pa.

The MOA Flyovers can happen more than every other day, up to 272 days a year. We fought
this off once before because of the disruption to our way of life. It looks to me like all of the
treasures of rural life will be disrupted by the noise, shaking windows, the startling suddenness
of appearance and what appears to the layman to be the dangerous closeness of these aircraft.

I experienced this once, the plane seemed to appear out of nowhere and was so close that I
could see the rivets and flaps, etc. It really scared me. Although I realized later that it was not
necessary, I dropped to the ground and felt very disturbed. That feeling did not leave quickly
and, I am sure, repeated incidents will have a great impact on my mental well-being.

The areas you target struggle economically. Tourism and the uninterrupted peace and quiet
are one of the few assets that we can market. Your flyovers would destroy this. Even 10
minutes a day would cause damage.

I suggest you transport your crews to currently existing sites where they can practice. I am
sure you are going to have unending opposition to this plan for Central Pa.

Rose Reeder
Clinton County Citizen



From: Rose Recde:

Sent: Friday, December 10, 2021 1:14 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD [

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA

Hello,

My husband and I, as residents of Clinton County, would like to have a town hall meeting
concerning this plan. We are very concerned about low flying A-10s and other aircraft, both
here, and in all of the Pa Wilds.

Thank you,
Dr. Rose Reeder
Daniel Reeder



From: —
To: KUCHAREK, KRISTT L GS-13 USAF ANGRC NGB/A4
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Support for fly zone

Date: Monday, December 20, 2021 8:47:25 AM

Hello mam you have my support for fly zone in northern PA.



From: JAMES RICE

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Finding of No Significant Impact for Modification of Duke MOA
Date: Thursday, December 9, 2021 10:11:01 AM

First, I want to thank you for permitting my comment. I have mixed feelings as I write this.
We are a military family. Our military needs to train and prepare. However, the proposal
from the Maryland Air National Guard to conduct low-altitude military training flights in
northcentral Pennsylvania is unacceptable. The finding of no significant impact for
modification of the Duke MOA is absurd.

ANG's reason for modifying the Duke MOA is that it's “closer, larger, and used less
frequently than other MOAs” and the 175th Wing “determined there was not a suitable area
to create a new stand-alone military operations area.”

Rubbish. Pennsylvania already has an area for hedgehopping, the Bollen Range. This is
restricted airspace which provides realistic aircrew training, such as close air support. The
Maryland 'Hogs' have been using it for some time to maintain proficiency for combat
readiness.

The Bollen Range is located just about one hundred miles northwest of the Warfield Air
Base. Using the Bollen saves fuel. Wait. I hear whining about scheduling time for the Bollen
Range. It's a busy place. Training time should not be wasted on old A-10 fossils trying to
relive their glory days.

I witnessed, in person, a reckless act performed by such a fossilized A-10 pilot during
supposed training in this valuable airspace. The offender was not a lowly lieutenant with
butter bars. No, it was a high-ranking officer who was doing a tour behind a desk while
striving to maintain flying status. That day he was trying to relive his Gulf War memories,
pummeling Saddam's retreating army. He was wasting valuable training time needed by
others. The spokesperson altered the details of the incident, dismissing it. So much for
National Guard transparency.

Please let me reiterate, there is no need for more low-altitude flights by Maryland Air
National Guard pilots (or any ANG pilots) across Pennsylvania, harassing tourists and
citizens, inviting potential tragedy. Bad things happen very quickly in a fighter jet. The
175th Wing does not need to modify the Duke military operations area. The Bollen Range
restricted airspace was created for combat training. The Marylanders should continue to use
it responsibly.

Unless it's all about MONEY. How much would the bureaucrats in the Pennsylvania
Department of Military and Veterans Affairs receive from this idiotic proposal? MONEY
appears to be a contributing factor.

Thanks for your time. Jim Rice, Harrisburg PA



From: I
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [URL Verdict: Neutral][Non-DoD Source] Comments on LAND USE proposed DUKE LOW
Date: Sunday, December 26, 2021 2:47:09 AM

Greetings,

The document says there will be no change in land Use because military usage will be
intermittent. Generally, a reasonable person's idea of intermittent is not SIX MONTHS minus
10 days per year.

My first question is this: At what AGL does your document consider private property to
begin? Courts have ruled that generally, private interests end at 499ft AGL. By restricting
use of airspace from 100ft AGL to 499ft AGL FAA is TAKING away private property rights
without compensation. There are many court cases to support this. Among them are:. Heros
Land v USA.

2. If the very very lowest AGL (meaning those between 999ft AGL to 100ft AGL) portion of
DUKE MOA will only be used intermittently than why haven't you considered breaking the
existing MOA into THREE SEPARATE MOAs?

Based on altitude, the lowest, DUKE VLOW from 3,600ft AGL down to 100 ft AGL would
be extremely restricted in military use, for example restrictions on specific days corresponding

hunting, fishing seasons or other important community events.

That 3,600 ft AGL remember is the altitude stated in Michigan ANG MOA EA at which to
noise from A-10 is between101.9dB and 103.7dB.

4. Breaking out the current proposal of one low MOA into TWO is a reasonable alternative
and fits the screening criteria.

Thank you for giving me an opportunity to comment,
Patricia Richard

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android



From: L
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [URL Verdict: Neutral][Non-DoD Source] Draft EA
Date: Tuesday, December 28, 2021 5:59:55 AM
Attachments: Duke temp MOA.pdf

I've attached some comments on your idea to fly military fighters just above the trees in the

secluded areas of Potter County.
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android



27 December 2021

Comment #1 - Several reasonable alternatives that meet the selection criteria’ do exist but were not assessed in the
draft EA. One reasonable alternative that was not addressed is developing DUKE low MOA as a temporary
MOA either as a whole or broken into layers. For example, a temporary low altitude (from a 100 ft AGL floor to
3,600 ft AGL ceiling) would be available forty-five (45) days per year. A new mid-level MOA (from a 3,6001 ft AGL
floor to a 7,999 ft AGL ceiling) and the existing (high level) duke MOA. This option would give the NGB, state ANGs
and FAA much more flexibility in scheduling and activating airspace. This option would likely reduce negative impacts
to land use, socioeconomic (i.e., tourism and seasonal residents) and other resource areas. Several different
combinations temporary and layered MOAs should be considered.

Remember, in Section 2-1 Selection Criteria the criteria for selection of alternatives are: Must be with a
reasonable distance (200 miles) of Martin State Airport to limit transit time and usage during normal flying
windows.

> Due to limits, training time, maintenance, distance beyond 200 miles limits opportunities for the A-10;
» Must provide sufficient low-level airspace to accommodate A-10C pilot training requirements; and
» Must be adequate for 175WG low level flight operations to maintain proficiency.

Comment #2 - Proposed restrictions on State owned land where groves of tall trees or individual tall trees exist is
great. However, many tall trees and/or tall tree groves are located on private property. Your 100 feet AGL floor is at
least 28 feet below Duke MOA’s MTHZ - meaning in some portions of Duke Low MOA the tree height exceeds 100
feet. Will A-10 pilots maneuver around trees exceeding 100 feet AGL, will they mow through them or will
landowners be responsible for, maintaining tree height above 100 feet as is the case with certain FAA
avigation easements? This likely would have a less than significant impact on the A-10 and be excellent training for
the pilot; however, trees groves, and individual specimens of such heights are uncommon in Pennsylvania. Would
private landowners be compensated for damage to their trees?

Comment #3 - Nearly fifty percent (50%)%of the low level (to 100 ft AGL) would occur during the tourist season
(months of the year when most tourists and seasonal residents are present). While ANG pilots do not train on federal
holidays many tourists come to the area during times. Three-day weekends and “mini-vacations” around Memorial
Day, the Fourth of July, and Labor Day are common. Seasonal residents generally begin arriving on or after
Memorial Day with some staying until Labor Day. Galeton and Germania and other communities under the DUKE
MOA celebrate these holidays with fireworks, parades, and other activities. Due to the long travel time visitors
wishing join into these celebrations plan to come to stay a few before and/or a few days after the federal holidays.
Since federal holidays are easily identified and DoD pilots do not train on these holidays the week (seven
days) before and the week (seven days) after these federal holidays should be blocked off as NO-FLY DAYS.

1 see Section 2-1 Selection Criteria

2 MTH = maximum tree height

3375/3419 June = 10.9%; 463/3419 July= 13.5%; 428/3419 August =12.5%; 380/3419 = 11.1%; 48% from to June through September; Using the
numbers provided in Table 3.2 titled “Annual Aircraft in Airspace”



From: I
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [URL Verdict: Neutral][Non-DoD Source] Re: Comments on TRAINING and draft EA for Duke LOW
Date: Tuesday, December 28, 2021 6:01:41 AM

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android

On Sat, Dec 25, 2021 at 6:10 AM,
wrote:

Greetings,

There are many unclear and unanswered concerns regarding the proposed Duke LOW
MOA when flying between 3.6k ft AGL down to a floor of 0.1k ft AGL or the extremely
low floor of 500 ft AGL.

1. The draft EA for Michigan ANG proposed PIKE and GRAYLING LOW MOAs. It
originally had a Low floor of 500 feet but the final approved floor was much higher. After
further analysis and public outcry MIANG realized this extremely LOW floor of 500 feet
would have too many significant impacts and floor was raised. My question is this, Since
the MIANG cannot train in their state at a extremely LOW floor of 500 feet AGL will they
train at DUKE LOW MOA? If MI may train at DUKE why isn't that part of the cumulative
impact analysis?

2. The alternatives not carried forward section of draft EA discusses WV EVERS but ruled
it out because the terrain is mountainous. My question is this, why is 200 miles distance
your screening criteria? The NY ANG does have an approved LOW MOA, LOWVILLE
LOW. It is easily within flying distance and return for Maryland's A-10s without the need
to re-fuel.

3. Why can't MDANG A-10s use NYs existing MOA. Furthermore, what is the rationale
for selecting 200 miles rather than 250, 350 or 550 miles?

4. Will MDANG conduct joint exercises with NYANG aircraft or NY Army National
Guard or conduct joint operations with other DOD entities while any of these entities are
using DUKE LOW MOA and/or land under this MOA. If so, this should be part of the
cumulative impact analysis.

5. Will MD A-10s continue to use other MOAs and restricted airspace for training if
DUKE LOW MOA is approved? Since 2011, in what states have Maryland's A-10 pilots
trained, for how many flight hours, and at altitudes between 100ft and 4991t; and between
5001t and 999ft, and between 1k ft and 4,999{t? This should information should be
included in document.

Thank you for your consideration.




From: L
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [URL Verdict: Neutral][Non-DoD Source] Fw: Birds in Potter
Date: Wednesday, December 29, 2021 2:50:29 PM
Attachments: DUKE BIRDS.docx

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Andrei

Subject: Birds in Potter
To it may concern, I have attached some comments concerned the Maryland National

Guard proposed training area MOA.



December 28, 2021

1. In Public Affairs Guidance (PAG) dated August 2019, Question 13 says that livestock
habituate over time. This is too broad of a generalization — it depends on the animal species,
the individual’s condition and its experience, and the time of year. Domestic turkeys have been
known to run-to one corner of their enclosure, pile-up and smother each other to death.
Varied reactions occur in horses as well. One study cited Harlequin ducks becoming agitated
and abandoning their nests. Where predators are numerous, the sudden flushing of a nesting
songbirds by low flying aircraft may be enough to doom an entire clutch of hatchlings to death.
Further investigation is warranted to determine the effects of treetop (100ft AGL) on rare bird
and bat species residing in the area. Have any recent bird surveys been conducted to ensure
some accounting of any presence of rare species?

2. You state “overflight buffer and a 0.5 nautical mile (NM) lateral buffer around Bald and
Golden Eagle nests would be incorporated per Air Force direction.” How recent, was the last
eagle survey conducted? Eagle nests should be inventoried and mapped before action begins
to ensure an inadvertent taking does not occur.

3. Aside from eagles, what would be the buffer around other birds protected under the
Migratory Bird Act?

4, Generally, federally endangered species have a regulatorily negotiated “taking”. Since
those the federally listed bats and birds unfortunate enough to cross paths with low (100" AGL)
flying A-10 would not be identifiable or even noticed, how would you determine if a taking
occurred and how would it be reported?

5. In your draft you discuss the Bird/Wildlife Air Strike Hazard (BASH) prevention program
by DoD and FAA pre-flight protocols would be implemented. The ANG Eastern Area Defense
Sector (What is this?) and the Pennsylvania Game Commission would create a communication
plan with protocols, which would allow them to coordinate with each other and de-conflict
airspace as needed during wildlife operations, such as annual census activities. Would other
non-governmental entities such as Audubon Society (etc.) be invited to participate in
developing protocols and surveys?



December 28, 2021

6. Research indicates that most bird migration occurs below 3,000 feet. In addition, to the Bald
Eagles other birds which are threatened, endangered, or otherwise species of concern include:

a. Least Bittern is a species of high concern and like the Bald Eagle is a migratory bird
protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. The Least Bittern is rare in PA but has been
confirmed in Marsh Creek wetlands and State Game Lands 313.

b. Blackpoll Warbler is very rare in PA and protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.
It has seen a 2.6 % decrease annually. It nests in hemlock forests with few roads.

c. Dickcissel is endangered in PA and protected under the PA Fish and Game Code under
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. It is a grassland specialist and nocturnal migrants. No surveys are
available for the proposed area.

d. King Rail’s nesting sites are severely restricted in PA where it is considered scarce. It
was listed as a state endangered species in 1985 and is protected under the PA Fish and Game
Code under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. It is known to breed in marshy areas of Tioga County.

e. Northern Goshawk’s known breeding pairs consist of only 13 statewide; it too is protected under the
PA Fish and Game Code under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

f. Short-Eared Owl maybe present in the southern portion of Potter County and is protected under the
PA Fish and Game Code under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

7. Your document states “The Proposed Action would be implemented under an FAA Exemption,
which allows the USAF to conduct low-level operations no lower than 100 ft above obstacles when
employing visual low-level procedures.” However, after reviewing this exemption it is not clear if that
waiver applies. The FAA exemption does not seem to apply to flying below 500 ft AGL. Air Force website
says flying at 100 feet only occurs in combat situations. Please clarify. FAA and cite FAA guidance
regarding 100 ft waiver stating the 100 ft is permissible.

8. FAA (and Air Force) rules state aircraft must maintain a 500 ft distance from any person, vessel,
vehicle, or structure. How do you propose that this rule is adhered to, given the many seasonal cabins
and vacation homes scattered throughout the area?



- 30 December 2021

Ramon Ortiz, Technical Lead Environmental Planner
3501 Fetchet Avenue Planning Division

Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762-5157

~ Dear Sir,
Thank you for extending the public comment period. Attached are our comments.
Sincerely,

Charles Rickard



1. Is there a programmatic EA or EIS which discusse

s the fielding, stationing
and/or training of A-10s and/or F-35s across the Northeastern United
States? :

It appears that this proposal is segmented from other actions and is not
addressing all the cumulative impacts. Why aren’t DUKE LOW MOA and
Evers MOA addressed together? The following events and proposals appear to be
tied together at the national level.

a. In 2005 BRAC, recommended the Pennsylvania Air Guard’s 111th Fighter Wing be
inactivated, and its assigned A-10 aircraft reassigned to the 124th Wing (ANG),
Gowen Field Air National Guard Base, Boise, ID, 175th Wing (ANG), Warfield Air
National Guard Base, MD; 127th Wing (ANG), Selfridge Air National Guard Base,
Mount Clemens, MI: and retire the remaining aircraft.

b. In 2005 BRAC recommended 104th Massachusetts (MA) ANG’s A-10s be sent to
Maryland (MD) ANG and in return104th received the mission of 102d FW at Otis Air
Force Base (now JB Cape Cod) which required converting from A-10 to F-15 Eagle.
In return 102d converted to a non-flying mission.

c. In 2009 the Governor of Maine (John Baldacci) provided comments NGB on the
Massachusetts Air National Guard’s draft EIS regarding a proposed low altitude
MOA (below the floor of the existing Condor MOA to 500 AGL) to train it's F-15s

(acquired in 2005 Maryland ANG) at low altitudes. This draft EIS was required when

a draft EA found several potential significant (major) in impacts.

d. In 2020, the final EA for the Modification of Evers MOA which included a low altitude
(1,000 ft AGL) was completed.

e. In 2019, the Air Force proposed eliminating three A-10C Thunderbolt Wings.

f.  In 2020, the US Air Force F-35A Operational Bed-down Air National Guard EIS (final

2020 and draft 2019). The F-35 was described as ‘modern replacement for the
outdated A-10.

g In 2021, public comment period for draft Duke MOA is open.

u 20 December 2021



27 December 2021

Comment #1 - Several reasonable alternatives that meet the selection criteria’ do exist but were not assessed in the
draft EA. One reasonable alternative that was not addressed is developing DUKE low MOA as a temporary
MOA either as a whole or broken into layers. For example, a temporary low altitude (from a 100 ft AGL floor to
3,600 ft AGL ceiling) would be available forty-five (45) days per year. A new mid-level MOA (from a 3,6001 ft AGL
floor to a 7,999 ft AGL ceiling) and the existing (high level) duke MOA. This option would give the NGB, state ANGs
and FAA much more flexibility in scheduling and activating airspace. This option would likely reduce negative impacts
to land use, socioeconomic (i.e., tourism and seasonal residents) and other resource areas. Several different
combinations temporary and layered MOAs should be considered.

Remember, in Section 2-1 Selection Criteria the criteria for selection of alternatives are: Must be with a
reasonable distance (200 miles) of Martin State Airport to limit transit time and usage during normal flying
windows.

> Due to limits, training time, maintenance, distance beyond 200 miles limits opportunities for the A-10;
> Must provide sufficient low-level airspace to accommodate A-10C pilot training requirements: and
> Must be adequate for 175WG low level flight operations to maintain proficiency.

Comment #2 - Proposed restrictions on State owned land where groves of tall trees or individual tall trees exist is
great. However, many tall trees and/or tall tree groves are located on private property. Your 100 feet AGL floor is at
least 28 feet below Duke MOA's MTH2 - meaning in some portions of Duke Low MOA the tree height exceeds 100
feet. Will A-10 pilots maneuver around trees exceeding 100 feet AGL, will they mow through them or will
landowners be responsible for, maintaining tree height above 100 feet as is the case with certain FAA
avigation easements? This likely would have a less than significant impact on the A-10 and be excellent training for
the pilot; however, trees groves, and individual specimens of such heights are uncommon in Pennsylvania. Would
private landowners be compensated for damage to their trees?

Comment #3 - Nearly fifty percent (50%)%f the low level (to 100 t AGL) would occur during the tourist season
(months of the year when most tourists and seasonal residents are present). While ANG pilots do not train on federal
holidays many tourists come to the area during times. Three-day weekends and “mini-vacations” around Memorial
Day, the Fourth of July, and Labor Day are common. Seasonal residents generally begin arriving on or after
Memorial Day with some staying until Labor Day. Galeton and Germania and other communities under the DUKE
MOA celebrate these holidays with fireworks, parades, and other activities. Due to the long travel time visitors
wishing join into these celebrations plan to come to stay a few before and/or a few days after the federal holidays.
Since federal holidays are easily identified and DoD pilots do not train on these holidays the week (seven
days) before and the week (seven days) after these federal holidays should be blocked off as NO-FLY DAYS.

! see Section 2-1 Selection Criteria

2 MTH = maximum tree height
3375/3419 june = 10.9%; 463/3419 July= 13.5%; 428/3419 August =12.5%; 380/3419 = 11.1%; 48% from to June through September; Using the

numbers provided in Table 3.2 titled “Annual Aircraft in Airspace”

e
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December 28, 2021

1. In Public Affairs Guidance (PAG) dated August 2019, Question 13 says that livestock
habituate over time. This is too broad of a generalization — it depends on the animal species,
the individual’s condition and its experience, and the time of year. Domestic turkeys have been
known to run-to one corner of their enclosure, pile-up and smother each other to death.
Varied reactions occur in horses as well. One study cited Harlequin ducks becoming agitated
and abandoning their nests. Where predators are numerous, the sudden flushing of a nesting
songbirds by low flying aircraft may be enough to doom an entire clutch of hatchlings to death.
Further investigation is warranted to determine the effects of treetop (100ft AGL) on rare bird
and bat species residing in the area. Have any recent bird surveys been conducted to ensure
some accounting of any presence of rare species?

2. You state “overflight buffer and a 0.5 nautical mile (NM) lateral buffer around Bald and
Golden Eagle nests would be incorporated per Air Force direction.” How recent, was the last
eagle survey conducted? Eagle nests should be inventoried and mapped before action begins
to ensure an inadvertent taking does not occur.

3. Aside from eagles, what would be the buffer around other birds protected under the
Migratory Bird Act?

4. Generally, federally endangered species have a regulatorily negotiated “taking”. Since
those the federally listed bats and birds unfortunate enough to cross paths with low (100" AGL)
flying A-10 would not be identifiable or even noticed, how would you determine if a taking

occurred and how would it be reported?

5. In your draft you discuss the Bird/Wildlife Air Strike Hazard (BASH) prevention program
by DoD and FAA pre-flight protocols would be implemented. The ANG Eastern Area Defense
Sector (What is this?) and the Pennsylvania Game Commission would create a communication
plan with protocols, which would allow them to coordinate with each other and de-conflict
airspace as needed during wildlife operations, such as annual census activities. Would other
non-governmental entities such as Audubon Society (etc.) be invited to participate in
developing protocols and surveys?

ENZRY



December 28, 2021

6. Research indicates that most bird migration occurs below 3,000 feet. In addition, to the Bald
Eagles other birds which are threatened, endangered, or otherwise species of concern include:

a. Least Bittern is a species of high concern and like the Bald Eagle is a migratory bird
protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. The Least Bittern is rare in PA but has been
confirmed in Marsh Creek wetlands and State Game Lands 313.

b. Blackpoll Warbler is very rare in PA and protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.
It has seen a 2.6 % decrease annually. It nests in hemlock forests with few roads.

C. Dickcissel is endangered in PA and protected under the PA Fish and Game Code under
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. It is a grassland specialist and nocturnal migrants. No surveys are
available for the proposed area.

d. King Rail’s nesting sites are severely restricted in PA where it is considered scarce. It
was listed as a state endangered species in 1985 and is protected under the PA Fish and Game
Code under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. It is known to breed in marshy areas of Tioga County.

e. Northern Gashawk’s known breeding pairs consist of only 13 statewide; it too is protected under the
PA Fish and Game Code under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

f. Short-Eared Owl maybe present in the southern portion of Potter County and is protected under the
PA Fish and Game Code under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

7. Your document states “The Proposed Action would be implemented under an FAA Exemption,
which allows the USAF to conduct low-level operations no lower than 100 ft above obstacles when
employing visual low-level procedures.” However, after reviewing this exemption it is not clear if that
waiver applies. The FAA exemption does not seem to apply to flying below 500 ft AGL. Air Force website
says flying at 100 feet only occurs in combat situations. Please clarify. FAA and cite FAA guidance
regarding 100 ft waiver stating the 100 ft is permissible.

8. FAA (and Air Force) rules state aircraft must maintain a 500 ft distance from any person, vessel,
vehicle, or structure. How do you propose that this rule is adhered to, given the many seasonal cabins

and vacation homes scattered throughout the area?

H o S



December 30, 2021

1.Will DUKE Mmoa (if approved) be the only MOA in the Northeast to one-hundred feet AGL? If not
where are the others? The draft EA for Michigan ANG proposed LOW MOAs with floors to 500 feet. will
MDANG ever use MIANG’s MOA? Would M ever use DUKE LOW MOA since the MIANG cannot train in
their state at extremely LOW floor of 100 feet AGL? If MI Mmay train at DUKE why isn't that part of the

cumulative impact analysis in the EA?

5. Will MD A-10s continue to use other MOAs and restricted airspace for training if DUKE LOW MOA is

Generally, a reasonable person's idea of intermittent is not SIX MONTHS minus 10 days per year. At
what AGL does your document consider private property to begin? Courts have ruled that generally,

will only be used intermittently than why haven't You considered breaking the Proposed low MOA into
two or three SEPARATE LOW MOAs? Breaking the proposed low MOA out into layers (with the lowest
possibly being temporary (up to 45 days per year) ) would make use more flexible. Changing the current
Proposal of one low MOA into TWO (or more) is a reasonable alternative and fits the screening criteria.



From: Pat Rickard

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA
Date: Thursday, December 30, 2021 9:18:44 AM

Attachments: DUKE BIRDS (1).docx

Good Morning,. Please see attached



December 28, 2021

1. In Public Affairs Guidance (PAG) dated August 2019, Question 13 says that livestock
habituate over time. This is too broad of a generalization — it depends on the animal species,
the individual’s condition and its experience, and the time of year. Domestic turkeys have been
known to run-to one corner of their enclosure, pile-up and smother each other to death.
Varied reactions occur in horses as well. One study cited Harlequin ducks becoming agitated
and abandoning their nests. Where predators are numerous, the sudden flushing of a nesting
songbirds by low flying aircraft may be enough to doom an entire clutch of hatchlings to death.
Further investigation is warranted to determine the effects of treetop (100ft AGL) on rare bird
and bat species residing in the area. Have any recent bird surveys been conducted to ensure
some accounting of any presence of rare species?

2. You state “overflight buffer and a 0.5 nautical mile (NM) lateral buffer around Bald and
Golden Eagle nests would be incorporated per Air Force direction.” How recent, was the last
eagle survey conducted? Eagle nests should be inventoried and mapped before action begins
to ensure an inadvertent taking does not occur.

3. Aside from eagles, what would be the buffer around other birds protected under the
Migratory Bird Act?

4. Generally, federally endangered species have a regulatorily negotiated “taking”. Since
those the federally listed bats and birds unfortunate enough to cross paths with low (100" AGL)
flying A-10 would not be identifiable or even noticed, how would you determine if a taking
occurred and how would it be reported?

5. In your draft you discuss the Bird/Wildlife Air Strike Hazard (BASH) prevention program
by DoD and FAA pre-flight protocols would be implemented. The ANG Eastern Area Defense
Sector (What is this?) and the Pennsylvania Game Commission would create a communication
plan with protocols, which would allow them to coordinate with each other and de-conflict
airspace as needed during wildlife operations, such as annual census activities. Would other
non-governmental entities such as Audubon Society (etc.) be invited to participate in
developing protocols and surveys?



December 28, 2021

6. Research indicates that most bird migration occurs below 3,000 feet. In addition, to the Bald
Eagles other birds which are threatened, endangered, or otherwise species of concern include:

a. Least Bittern is a species of high concern and like the Bald Eagle is a migratory bird
protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. The Least Bittern is rare in PA but has been
confirmed in Marsh Creek wetlands and State Game Lands 313.

b. Blackpoll Warbler is very rare in PA and protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.
It has seen a 2.6 % decrease annually. It nests in hemlock forests with few roads.

C. Dickcissel is endangered in PA and protected under the PA Fish and Game Code under
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. It is a grassland specialist and nocturnal migrants. No surveys are
available for the proposed area.

d. King Rail’s nesting sites are severely restricted in PA where it is considered scarce. It
was listed as a state endangered species in 1985 and is protected under the PA Fish and Game
Code under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. It is known to breed in marshy areas of Tioga County.

e. Northern Goshawk’s known breeding pairs consist of only 13 statewide; it too is protected under the
PA Fish and Game Code under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

f. Short-Eared Owl maybe present in the southern portion of Potter County and is protected under the
PA Fish and Game Code under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.

7. Your document states “The Proposed Action would be implemented under an FAA Exemption,
which allows the USAF to conduct low-level operations no lower than 100 ft above obstacles when
employing visual low-level procedures.” However, after reviewing this exemption it is not clear if that
waiver applies. The FAA exemption does not seem to apply to flying below 500 ft AGL. Air Force website
says flying at 100 feet only occurs in combat situations. Please clarify. FAA and cite FAA guidance
regarding 100 ft waiver stating the 100 ft is permissible.

8. FAA (and Air Force) rules state aircraft must maintain a 500 ft distance from any person, vessel,
vehicle, or structure. How do you propose that this rule is adhered to, given the many seasonal cabins
and vacation homes scattered throughout the area?



From: David Roberts

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] No Md National Guard in PA Wilds
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 4:23:17 PM

Back in the 80’s I was in Western Maryland forest area when low level military jets suddenly
zoomed over close to the tree tops.

The experience was very disturbing.

Low level military jet flyovers have no place in Pennsylvania’s Wilds.

The PA WILDS is a $1.8 billion industry that makes up 11 percent of the region’s
economy. DCNR, alone, has invested over $180 million in the region since 2003.

The National Guard has not considered a simple, safe and reasonable alternative:
Since skill-building is based on repetition, simply set up courses for training at their
airports with aircraft race pylons such as are used in Red Bull air races to safely
practice maneuvers. That way, training can be continuous.

The Maryland Air National Guard does NOT plan to hold Public Meetings or
perform an Environmental Impact Study (EIS). They must hold Public Meetings in the
counties which will be affected by the flights. These meetings must be held at times
and places which encourage wide participation. Meeting must be well-advertised,
including efforts to include the Plain Sect communities residing within this region.

Sincerely
David Thomas Roberts



From: Robinson, Robert

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] MOA low proposal
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 6:07:07 PM
Hello,

As a long time resident of Potter county, | am opposed. Even the 8000 ft training has been
disruptive over the years. Our county is known for its “dark skies and quiet” beauty, as well as many
other attributes.

| certainly appreciate the need to train our troops, but not over our small community.

Thank you

Robert Robinson

Coudersport, PA

Hebron Township

Sent from Mail for Windows



From: PAUL RODEN

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low Level Training Flights in PA and MD
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 8:05:31 AM

Dear National Guard Public Comment Officer:

| am deeply trouble by the proposed decision to allow A-10 "Warthogs" to conduct low
level training flights in rural, forested areas of PA and Maryland. This should be done
over an existing Military Base, such as Fort Dix in New Jersey or a dessert area
where there are fewer wild animals and people. The noise will disrupt not just
animals in the wild, but farm animal, pets and humans living in these rural areas.

Why the change in venue? Is it too hard to practice over existing military bases or in
the desert areas out west? Don't they also have to practice in air refueling anyway or
travel to desert airfields and use aircraft there, to practice their low-level flights or over
the ocean?

This seems very invasive and disturbing to ordinary citizens. | understand the need to
maintain military readiness, but we are not at war and there are other locations where
pilots can practice their ground support drills.

Sincerely yours,

Mr.Paul Roden



From: Robert Ross

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Inappropriate Area for Modified MOA
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 7:08:46 AM

I would like to comment on behalf of the many hikers, wildlife observers, hunters, and birders
of The Wilds area of northcentral Pennsylvania about proposed changes to the Air National
Guard's MOA for this area. I live near Wellsboro, PA. I enjoy the state forest almost daily by
hiking, birding, and doing surveys in the Tioga State Forest as well as less often in the
Susquehannock and Tiadaghton State Forests. Until 2008, when Pennsylvania's governor
initiated contracts with private oil and gas interests, my days of camping and hiking in the
state forest were largely peaceful and relaxing events with time spent enjoying our birds and
wildlife. Since then the state forest near my home has become an industrial zone for the
development of natural gas infrastructure and deep wells drilled by hydrofracturing. Heavy
truck traffic that never plied those mountainous forest roads have created noise, dust, and light
pollution affecting the forest for miles from their source. This degraded recreational
experience is now further threatened by the often loud and disturbing noise from ATVs whose
mandated allowed use in new forest areas (Fiscal Code 2020 related to the Keystone
Improvement Zone for ATV and related recreational vehicles and their use in state forest and
park lands of northcentral PA) further reduces the peaceful recreational use of the forest. |
cannot hear much of the bird song I used to hear in the forest, and my presence is sometimes
interrupted by ATVs not authorized where I am hiking or birding.

Local Audubon Society members, bird enthusiasts, hikers, and I are concerned about the
impact of expanded low-level aircraft training flights here. These forest districts are precisely
where we bird and recreate with frequent year-round use. Such proposed de-facto unrestricted
use would not only endanger and adversely affect wildlife habitat there, but also degrade the
experiences of many hikers, birders, and wildlife watchers that use the forest in this area. We
are very much concerned about forest habitat integrity as a result of this proposal and the noise
and disturbance it would create.

Public lands are already under greatly increased developmental pressure from the gas industry,
and conservation values have been degraded as a result, as well as the peaceful enjoyment by
the non-motorized recreationists. What baseline data set is available for impacts to breeding
birds in these interior forests where greatly increased air traffic and associated noise would
ensue with the modified MOA? Many of these forest-interior birds are sensitive to noise and
human activity (Merrall and Evans 2020; Williams et al. 2021) and many are declining for
unknown causes. Does the Air National Guard have a baseline for these species as I recently
produced on my own near the industrial complex in the Tioga State Forest (Ross, 2021)? Will
scientific comparisons be made somehow? Are surveys in place for the next season?

As a result, many Audubon members and I oppose low-level almost daily flights over the
Susquehannock, Tioga, Tiadaghton, and Quehanna State Forests. We want quiet and peaceful
places in which to recreate and rejuvenate our lives. The cumulative effect of so much
motorized forest activity is inconsistent with the values of the State Forest system and its
management. The proposed changes to the MOA are in no way without impact to many forest
recreationists of The Wilds of Pennsylvania.

Literature Cited
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From: Travis S

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Proposed moa
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 9:59:53 AM

Please leave it at 8000 ft.



From: Laurie Schaeffer
Sent: Thursday, December 2, 2021 4:59 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD |||

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PA Wilds MOA

I believe in supporting our military, however, having low flying aircraft disturbing our only place for natural peace
and quiet will be ruined.

Please reconsider.

Laurel Schaeffer,

Property Owner



From: LAURI SCHAITKIN

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Maryland Air Nation Guard
Date: Monday, December 13, 2021 12:13:33 PM

| am opposed to the Maryland Air National Guard's plan to bring fighter jets into the
area of the PA Wilds as low as 100 feet. It will have a devastating and negative
impact on our community. | am requesting for a PUBLIC TOWN HALL MEETING

where our questions could be heard and answered.

Lauri Schaitkin



Commenter: Schenkein, Ronnie
Email Address:
Date: December 21, 2021

Comment:

As a resident of Potter County, | am dismayed to hear of the plan for frequent low-altitude flights above
our region.

At 70 years old, | am of the generation whose men fought in Vietham, and whose parents fought in
WWIL. | have lived with men with PTSD and head injuries. The challenges of their families and partners
are enormous, and | have had only a brief experience with frightening ordeals from which many loved
ones cannot escape.

Our region has become a center for healing for veterans with PTSD. Projects such as Healing Waters and
LEEK Hunting and Fishing Preserve, bring these veterans to a place of safety, peace and tranquility to
help them heal. What will be the effect of these roaring aircraft on these projects which have turned so
many lives around for the good?

The best feature of our county is the pristine wilderness. We have put a major effort into promoting the
"Pennsylvania Wilds" and "Dark Skies." As a result, local businesses enjoy the benefits of tourists who
come from around the world to visit Cherry Springs State Park to attend workshops on
astrophotography, see the Milky Way and enjoy the peace and tranquility we have to offer. | know
several people whose major stream of income is air bnb's. On our Main Street, many storefronts are
empty and many businesses have failed. The tourist trade is essential to our economy.

Hiking the Susquehannock Trail, road and mountain biking, cross-country skiing and camping are
activities that bring people seeking peace and quiet to our region, and bring badly needed income to
local bed and breakfasts, motels, restaurants and shops. We once had excellent skiing available at
Denton Hill State Park, but that has not been operative in several years and many attempts to reopen it
have failed.

I have lived in this area in all but 3 of the last 41 years, ever since my graduation from Cornell Vet School
in 1980. | tried moving away from 1986 to 1989, but was homesick for this community and its
environment. | opened a veterinary clinic here in November 1989, retired and sold it in 2015. The
current owner just invested in a major expansion. Preservation of its peace and tranquility are of
paramount importance.

| grew up in New York City, spending much of my childhood playing in Riverside Park along the Hudson
River. | used to look with longing at the green hills across the river in New Jersey, wishing | could live
there. As | grew up, | watched the greenery replaced with more and more cement and concrete until
there was no longer anything green to admire. | loved to walk in the city parks to observe nature. But |
was repeatedly harrassed by men. | found that in order to enjoy nature in peace, | could not stand still,
and needed to walk with a look on my face that said, "If you bother me, | will hurt you." | have a bit of
PTSD from my misadventures in the city.

So when | chose to open my veterinary practice in Potter County, it was not because it would be
lucrative. It was because | could feel safe. It brings me great joy to see deer, bear, fox, coyote, mink,



fisher, and the sadly diminishing number and variety of wild birds. | recently paid $6700 for the best
quality hearing aids, because | thought | might be missing hearing bird songs as | walked in increasingly
silent woods. It was a very expensive experiment: | wasn't missing hearing birds. They aren't present in
the numbers that once gave me joy. If the Warthogs come, | will not be wearing my hearing aids. They
will make me jump out of my skin.

My lifetime goal was to buy something green and keep it that way. | purchased land and planted 6,000
trees in 1999, leaving a clearing in the center. It has been a great joy for myself and my neighbors to see
wildlife and their sign coming through that area. | have arranged to leave that land to the cemetery next
door, as a place where mourners can come for peaceful contemplation.

Modern warfare is waged on the internet, through hacking, disinformation, divisive conspiracy theories
that fuel anger, and by corruption. Our battles must be fought, not only with weapons but with
character-building, ethics, education and technology. Please don't let me die feeling | have failed to
protect what is green. There are people who live in this sparsely populated area, who came because of
a powerful need for the peace that comes from nature.



From: ronnie schenkein

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [URL Verdict: Unknown][Non-DoD Source] animals and noise
Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 6:59:18 AM

I am a resident of Potter County and have written to you on Dec 21 about concerns for
veterans and others with PTSD. But I am also a veterinarian, retired after serving the animals
and people of this region for all but 3 of the years from 1980-2015. Since I wrote to you, I
have been thinking about the difference in auditory perception between animals and people. |
have often had to help people address concerns about dogs who panicked at the sound of
fireworks and thunderstorms, which occasionally results in serious injury.

At a recent appointment with an audiologist at Integrated Family Hearing I looked at a chart of
what exposure to various decibels can do to human hearing. I already have some damage

from frequent exposure to the sounds of jackhammers used in construction, which causes me
to be unable to hear the beeping of certain thermometers and timers, So I decided to look up
the affects of noise on animals. Here are some links to information, along with quotations
from some of the highlights;

https://www.lsu.edu/deafness/HearingRange.html

performance/

"Noise and animal behaviour

The following are some behavioural responses observed under high-noise conditions and
should thus be taken as indicators of stress promoting adaptive management practices to
ensure proper protection and better performance:

o Animals may jump when exposed to sudden very loud noise (139-143 dB), reduce
activity and remain huddled together for up to 30 minutes afterward.

e Animals may freeze into a motionless stance, but may afterward become aggressive.

o Animals may increase defecation and reduce both social activities and non-social
activities (sniffing, grooming or crawling).

e When the aircraft was 152 m above ground level, the cattle ran for less than 10 meters
and resumed normal activity within one minute. Unexpected high-intensity noise, such
as low altitude jet aircraft overflights (above 110 dB), at milking parlor, could provoke
the adverse behaviour, such as kicking or stomping. The noise threshold expected to
cause a behavioural response by cattle is 85 to 90 dB. Noises greater than threshold have
provoked retreat, freezing, or strong startle response.

o Heifers exposed to the noise from milking parlour show escape-type behaviours,
consistent with a fear response.

e Animals respond to helicopter flights by decreasing their time spent foraging and they
were the most sensitive to disturbance during winter (43 % reduction in foraging
efficiency).

e QGrazing animals are often disoriented and run away in response to helicopter over-
flights. However, it was found that helicopter flights did not cause mothers to abandon
their young, nor adversely affect their immediate or long-term welfare.

o Observations noted that animals galloped in response to jet flyovers. Intensive flight



reactions, random movements, and biting/kicking behaviour were also displayed.
References are available from the author upon request .

This article also mentions diminished fertility in males.

https://extension.purdue.edu/extmedia/va/va-18-w.pdf

" Physiological stress responses to noise levels of 100-110 dB have
been documented in rodents (Cappert et al., 2000). In humans,
hearing loss has been reported at 85 dB; exposure to sounds
greater than 90 dB for longer than 8 hours can result in serious
hearing damage. Exposure to sounds above 140 dB can cause
immediate damage and physical pain. Sound levels ranging
from 85-100 dB are common in dog kennels. Exposure to these
high levels of sound throughout the day puts both animals and
humans at risk for damage to their hearing and may result in
decreased quality and quantity of sleep in dogs. An unpleasantly
noisy environment can result in reduced reproductive and
cardiovascular function, disturbed sleep-wake cycles, or a
limited ability to communicate with other dogs (Wells, 2009)."

https://www.ake.org/expert-advice/lifestyle/sounds-only-dogs-can-hear/

" It is important to pay attention to your dog’s sensitivity to sound. In some situations, your
dog’s reaction may be caused by physical pain, rather than anxiety. Paying careful attention
can help you to determine whether it is a behavioral response or a reaction to pain. Some dogs
have extremely heightened hearing, which can cause them to experience high levels of pain
when they hear loud noises. Consulting with an experienced veterinarian can help you to
determine whether the behavior is a reaction to pain or anxiety."

https://www.audicus.com/human-hearing-range/

https://www.utoledo.edu/al/psychology/pdfs/comphearaudio/AuditoryPerception 1992.pdf
I wonder if any of these matters have been considered in your impact study. We do have dairy
farmers who will hardly be pleased if their herd production is diminished, or if the animals

kick or show other types of aggression.

It is more difficult to study impact of sound on wildlife, but since deer and elk are ruminants,
one can guess that their responses would not be totally unlike those of cattle.

I hope you will take the time to consider this information.



Sincerely,

Ronnie Schenkein, DVM
Cornell '80




From: Gail Scoufield

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Oppose proposition
Date: Wednesday, December 22, 2021 4:24:43 AM

I oppose the proposition for this training site. It negatively impacts the environment and the
local populations.

Respectfully

Gail scoufield



From: Elizabeth

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PA Wilds
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 6:09:43 AM

To whom it may concern,

My great grandfather was the 1st general in the National Guard at the time it was founded.
This arm of the military was formed to protect the American public, not to menace it.
Warthog flights over the PA Wild are not the proper & respectful use of this area.

In our increasingly loud & over mechanized world there are fewer & fewer places where one
can quietly commune with nature. Low flying aircraft are the antithesis of what we need in
these areas.

Please do not continue this destructive & harmful behavior for these reasons as well as the
ones below;

While using an air tanker on a wildfire, our plane was flying in a generally easterly direction
from the Moshannon Air tanker base, approaching the side hill fire header. Airspace was
closed to all other traffic, but a Warthog was flying low just above the west branch of
Susquehanna River. The air tanker was diverted just in time to avoid a disastrous mid air
collision. The Air operations manager for Bureau of Forestry made an official complaint.

Prior to any final decisions on these extremely low-level training flights over PA
WILDS, the Maryland Air National Guard must hold Public Meetings in the counties
which will be affected by the flights. These meetings must be held at times and
places which encourage wide participation. Meeting must be well-advertised,
including efforts to include the Plain Sect communities residing within this region.

The National Guard is required to prepare a detailed Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS). It must be complete, comprehensive and must be published for all those
affected may view it.

The EIS must include any adverse effects and alternatives to the proposed action. In
short, the National Guard must clearly justify all Federal actions which affect the
quality of our environment

The National Guard’s very premature statement of FONSI ( Finding Of No Significant
Impact ). Demonstrates bad faith. The National Guard must conduct a full
Environmental Impact Study and then host public meetings in each of the impacted
counties (Cameron, Clinton, Elk, McKean and Potter).

Please act responsibly & discontinue these flights.

Thank you,
Elizabeth Seltzer



From: Joseph Serafini

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] DUKE MOA
Date: Thursday, December 2, 2021 9:28:54 AM

| understand that the military needs to train. | served bravely also for 20 years. During my 3 deployment to Iraq |
would dream at night of being in the beautiful Pennsylvania wilds. | actually wrote several letters to the editor

saying just that.

| hike and fish in the Duttlinger wild area. Please reconsider another area. Many of us veterans escape to this area
to our R&R.

J. SERAFINI

NO MISSION TOO DIFFICULT
NO SACRIFICE TOO GREAT
DUTY FIRST



From: -
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PA Wilds Flyover
Date: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 7:50:26 AM
Hello,

Please do not proceed with the flyovers. This will really damage the tourism industry in this
area. This area is already hurting enough without 100ft flyovers.

Thank you for your time,
Theodore Shaffer



From: Jason Shipley

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Comments
Date: Saturday, November 20, 2021 11:00:57 AM

Keep flying, I love seeing the planes at low levels. Very exciting.



From: Sidecar Tourz

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low Flying Military Training
Date: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 9:25:50 AM

Just today your intent to lower the air training to just 100" above the ground in the
Pennsylvania wilds I find appalling for so many reasons. It most definitely will effect the
wildlife beyond belief! Roosevelt must be turning in his grave! All of his efforts to reestablish
the elk herd, and finally they are in good numbers and comfirrable with their
surroundings.This practice "will" change their existence!! And mine!! My entire life my
husbabd snd I worked hard so someday we could have a "quiet" place away from all the noise.
Just a year ago we planted our camp exactly where you propose to have these obnoxious low
flying exercises. [ urge you to reconsider!! There's simply not enough quiet spaces left for the
critters the environment and quite frankly for myself?!



From: Linda

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Flyovers
Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 5:00:48 AM

We have put up with these fighter jets for years.
now, you are going to make it worse. We enjoyed
the flyovers but any lower is crazy. We should not
have to put up with this 170 days a year. And, we
would never know when to really expect them.

please reconsider this.
Thank you

Linda Slyder

The meaning of life is to find your gift. The purpose of life is to give it away.
-Pablo Picasso

We do not build ourselves up by tearing other people down.....
but by lifting them up.



From: Vicki Smedley

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD; KUCHAREK, KRISTI L GS-13 USAF ANGRC NGB/A4; NGB
A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] MOA in PA Wilds

Date: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 7:12:38 AM

December 14, 2021

Major Jeffrey Andrieu

Kristi Kucharek, GS-13 Airspace NEPA Program Manager
Air National Guard Readiness Center

3501 Fletchet Avenue

Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762

Maryland Air National Guard 175th Wing

Martin State Air National Air Base

Dear Ms. Kucharek and Major Andrieu:

I am a frequent visitor to the PA Wilds for various recreational activities from canoeing in
the river from Renovo to Lock Haven, to bird watching, photography, hiking, swimming,
Hyner View picnicking. | also canoe and hike around the river above Renovo. | remember
when you did a MOA several years ago. It was unbearable

PLEASE, hold a public meeting on the plan to train fighter jets in a MOA (misad)venture in
our most beautiful and pristine (almost) area, the PA Wilds! | have already sentin a
request to stop this crazy plan, but | forgot to ask for a hearing. It has been many years
since you turned our beloved recreational area into a military training ground. We fought it
then, We will fight it now. It is not your right to destroy the beauty and peace of our PA
Wilds. LET THE PEOPLE SPEAK. Hold a public hearing. We will listen, and hope you will
also.

Vicki Smedley
Jersey Shore, PA



From: John Snyder
Date: Sunday, Dec 05, 2021, 1:11 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD ||

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] DUKE Low MOA

Major Andrieu,

My wife & I own a number of businesses in Potter County, Pennsylvania. We are very
concerned on how the DUKE Low MOA being proposed is going to affect our businesses and
quality of life.

Please hold a public meeting so we can be informed on what impacts/changes we ought to
expect and furthermore why we are the place where this needs to be done.

Thank you in advance for considering this request.

John R. Snyder

Olga Gallery, Cafe, & Bistro




From: John Snyder

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA changes deserve public meeting!
Date: Friday, December 24, 2021 11:50:35 AM

To Whom It May Concern:

Please hold a public meeting to explain & justify the proposed changes to the Duke MOA.
Thank you for considering this request. We are extremely concerned about the impact this
may have on our livelihoods & quality of life.

Sincerely,
John & Olga Snyder




Commenter: Sourbeer, Ben
Email Address:
Date: December 16, 2021

Comment:

| am writing this email to communicate my deep concern with this project. My family has been
recreating in this area of Pennsylvania for my entire life. The area has an irreplaceable sense of
wilderness and peace. This project will destroy that, and will greatly impact the tourist based economies
that exist in those rural towns. Please reconsider this project in north central PA.



From: Kate Stlohn

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Objecting to Maryland ANG proposal for Low MOA over PA WILDS
Date: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 12:20:11 PM

To the Air Force regarding Maryland ANG's proposed Low MOA in the vicinity of Duke MOA,

The location of the proposed Low MOA is the largest area of public lands and wilderness in
Pennsylvania where people spend time in the quiet woods hiking, hunting, watching wildlife
and stargazing. The proposed area includes a dozen State Parks, the largest roadless wild
area in Pennsylvania (Hammersley Wild Area), the Darkest Sky in Pennsylvania (Cherry
Springs State Park) and one of the oldest and most venerable backpacking trails -- the
Susquehannock Trail -- which, with adjoining Donut Hole and Bucktail trails, comprise more
than 200 miles of wilderness walking. It is a very quiet place, full of wildlife.

These qualities make the area a magnet for outdoor recreation, an $1.8 billion industry in

the PA WILDS.
Maryland’s proposal would destroy Pennsylvania’s last large wilderness by injecting
Maryland’s noise.

It is distressing that a comprehensive Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) has not been
completed yet. Thus your initial FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT must be revisited
after the complete and comprehensive Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is made
easily available to residents and area visitors alike. The EIS should include the results of:

* At least six well advertised public meetings to be held in each of the six affected counties.
* A calculation of the economic loss to the area from reduced visitors and recreational use
because of the noise.

* A list of low-flight alternatives to the proposed Low MOA. For example, low flights over the
Atlantic Ocean
All of this will take time, so please extend the comment period beyond 15 Dec 2021.

Respectfully, a hiker and bird watcher,

Katherine St. John



From: Stan S

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Proposed Duke MOA
Date: Wednesday, December 8, 2021 9:27:57 AM

We live in an existing 500 MOA according to the map provided on your website. I’ve included my full address

below.

We see/hear your low flying aircraft on just about a weekly basis - we’ve been living here for 26 years now. Every
time it makes us so proud to be American citizens (born and raised). It gives us such a secure feeling actually seeing

your aircraft practicing over our home and property.

We hope your new proposal goes through and are excited to see your aircraft at even lower heights.

Thank you and all involved for your service!

Stanley Stahr




From: —
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] PA Wilds for Nature and Peace
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 5:06:01 PM

The PA Wilds should be protected for nature and a place for humans to experience wilderness. Training missions
would be too loud, disruptive, and unsafe for our Wilds and can be accomplished better elsewhere. While we
support our troops, we do not support this use of public and private lands.

We use PA Wilds for hiking, fishing, hunting, skiing, birdwatching, photography, and camping. We also own
vacation property adjacent to state forest land that would be adversely affected by flyovers.

Sincerely, Michael and Laura Steele

Sent from my iPad



From: Bill Stickles _

Sent: Wednesday, November 24, 2021 2:44 PM

To: anprIEU, JErFRY M Maj UsAF ANG anGre/asa |G

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low Level Training Flights over McKean and Potter Co., PA

Dear Sir, as an avid outdoorsman and hunter, I have never observed any of the tramning flights
in our area affecting any wildlife. I have sat in my treestand duning training missions of the
F16's and A10's have never seen any effect on wildlife. I have watched the behavior of deer
during severe thunderstorms as well as during fly-byes of F16's and A10's. They don't run.
they don't get out of a bed and in no way have they ever seemed alarmed by the noise.

I am looking forward to seeing them train in our area and listen to the "Sound of Freedom"
Carry-on.

Sincerely, William Stickles



From: JULIE STORY

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] MOA in over PA Wilds
Date: Monday, December 13, 2021 8:39:14 AM

As a lifetime Pennsylvanian living in the PA Wilds, | am writing to express my
opposition to the Maryland National Guard's potential training in this airspace. Not
only would the peaceful mountain environment be negatively affected, but also the air
quality and habitat for humans and wildlife living here. Also, we depend on ourselves
as well as tourists who hunt, hike, fish, and traverse ATM trails to support our local
economies. With intrusions from low-flying jets, our way of life will be significantly
ruined. Please do not destroy our living and thriving peacefully, prosperously, and
safely in the PA wilds!

Sincerely,

Julie A. Story, Ed.D.

"Of this base metal
May a key be made
To open up a door."

The Rubaiyat of Omar Khayyam



From: Kevin Stretavski

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Training flight altitude change
Date: Thursday, December 2, 2021 5:17:32 PM

I frequent this area of Pennsylvania often and have had military combat aircraft fly over the state park where I was
vacationing and although the noise did not last very long it was disturbing the peace, quiet and tranquil atmosphere
at the park. Could these training flights operate over other areas such as western Maryland, eastern or central West
Virginia or even southern Virginia? Please refrain from using this area for training.

Thank you.
Respectfully,

Kevin Stretavski
Sent from my iPad



From: Jason Swanson

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA Low public comment
Date: Tuesday, December 14, 2021 5:42:07 AM

Dear sir,

I am writing to protest plans for the Duke MOA Low plans in Pennsylvania.
The training will disrupt the natural beauty and fragile ecosystem in the area.

As a kayaker and outdoor enthusiast, it will cause myself and my friends to seek other areas to
explore in PA, also harming the region's fragile economy.

The area does not need to be used for low-flight training. Rather, it should be invested in,
cleaning up feeder streams and making it a world-class destination.

Respectfully,

Jason Swanson



From: Nancy Swanson

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA

Date: Sunday, December 19, 2021 7:35:01 PM

Nancy Swanson
December 18, 2021

Dear Ms. Kristi Kucharek;

I am writing this letter in regards to the Proposed Duke Low Military Operating Area (MOA).

My husband and | own property in Northern Clinton County, almost into Cross Fork in
Potter County. We built a secondary home here and may someday live here permanently.
We have chosen this area for many reasons. We have grown up here and have come to
love and hold this place close to our hearts. As you know, this area is abundant with
wildlife, clear streams, beautiful mountains and valleys. It's peaceful and it is home.

After reading a few articles about the Duke MOA, | don’t believe that there has been
enough time for public input. It was just brought to my attention in the last 6 weeks in a
newspaper article and on social media. This is a busy time of year with the holidays and
even more importantly with the impact of COVID in this area. It makes me wonder how
many people actually took or have the time to look into this. | have been talking to a few
people and | was surprised how many knew nothing of this. Please push for more time and
for more concrete information to be shared with the public. There are so many ways to
reach the public, not just in person. Please consider different avenues of communication
and ask for more information to be presented to the public. We deserve more than what
has been presented.

My concerns are many and include the environmental impact, the disturbance of the peace
and quiet of the area, the impact this will have on many businesses that depend on tourism,
and the possible catastrophic conditions that could happen if a mission would go awry.
There have been flight missions in this valley previously which have produced much noise
including sonic booms. If | understand this correctly, these previous missions have been at
8000 feet. | cannot imagine or comprehend how loud this will be when aircraft will be flying
at 100 feet above ground level.'m not convinced that enough has been done to study the
impact this may have on the area with the environment, wildlife, tourism and businesses,
private lives and homes and public safety. What if a mission goes wrong and an accident



happens? Will there be hazardous materials that may harm the environment if there are
malfunctions? Will the noise disturb the school sessions? What about the wildlife? Have
experts in the field of wildlife protection and management been contacted for input in
assessing the possible impact of these missions?

| have tried to read and understand the environmental study that has been completed. It is
very difficult to comprehend all of the information that was in this lengthy study. | believe
that the public has the right to hear this information in layman’s terms and be given an
opportunity to ask questions in order to make an informed decision on this important
matter.

| understand that our military has to have missions to provide training for our servicemen. |
also appreciate and respect what our military does in preparation to protect this beautiful
country from outside forces. But | also understand that the public is entitled to receive a
comprehensive study of how this proposal will impact the area of concern. We deserve
much more than what has been presented. Please step up and help the public understand
what has been proposed.

Sincerely,
Nancy L Swanson

Sent from my iPad



From: Phillip Tompkins |-

Sent: Sunday, November 21, 2021 5:03 FM

To: anpriev, JerFREY M Maj UsaF anG ancre/asao |G

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low Flying Military Operations in Pennsylvania

Dear Major Andrieu,

I'm writing you as a Pennsylvania resident requesting that you do not perform low
altitude drills with aircraft in PA. There are plenty of mountains and wooded lands in
Maryland that can accommaodate your low flight requests.

As a hunter, fisherman, hiker, and outdoor recreation enthusiast | just do not see the
need for this type of activity. | realize that our military is trying to be ready for possible
future engagements with China or Russia, but lets me real. If that happens it doesn't
matter how much low altitude training happens. A war like that will suck for all of us
on the globe.

As an American first, | hope you'll reconsider any such flight operations in my great
state of Pennsylvania.

Thank you for your time and thank you for your service.
Phillip Tompkins
Freeport, PA 16229



From: Phillip Tompkins

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org; Abigail Major
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA Environmental Assessment (EA) - Maryland Low Level Flight Activities in PA
Date: Sunday, November 21, 2021 2:13:55 PM

Dear 175th Wing,

As a resident of the great state of Pennsylvania | request that you NOT allow low
flight training exercises in our state. The Maryland Air National Guard has plenty of
opportunities in Maryland to conduct such exercises and the noise and
environmental impact on us Pennsyvanians is simply not wanted here.

As an American, Pennsylvanians, Hunter, Fisher, Hiker, and outdoor enthusiast I'm
humbling asking that you reconsider your low level flight activities here. | realize that
you are training for a possible future war against China or Russia, but let's be
realistic. If that war happens the entire globe is screwed and that low level flight
training won't matter. Plus if the Russians or Chinese come to PA there are 60 million
hunters who, in the last 30 days, have zeroed their rifles for hunting season and are
ready to engage any foreign enemy that thinks they can take us. Our hunters already
spend 8 hours in a tree stand to kill a deer that's 300 yards away.

Please keep the Maryland ANG low level flight activities contained in Maryland.
Myself and everyone I've talked to about this does not want those activities over our
lands.

Thank you for your time and your service.
Phillip Tompkins
Freeport, PA 16229

PA Wils Center Response Letter:
https://www.pawildscenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/PA-Wilds-Center-

letter_11.21-ANG_Low-MOA pdf

175th Wing announcement: https://www.175wg.ang.af.mil/Duke-MOA-Low/

CC: Representative Abby Major



From: Lee Trayer

Date: Sunday, Dec 05, 2021, 11:47 AM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] ANG Low-fly Proposal for PA WILDS

Major Jeffrey,

My name is E. Lee Trayer and | am a resident of Potter County PA.
| am writing to express my reasons why Potter County would NOT be suitable for the
MD ANG Low-fly Military Operations.

1. Cherry Springs State Park, located in Potter County PA, is an international 'dark
sky' destination.

This would have a negative effect to the local economy, of which tourism

to view the stars at Cherry Springs is a big part.

2. Potter County is known as "God's County." There are signs on PA Rt#6 from the
W (from McKean Co.) and E (from Tioga Co.) entrances announcing the entrance to
'‘God's County.' | feel that the use of Potter Co. as a military training air space would
not meet the expectations of residents or visitors that want to enjoy the 'dark sky'
region and unique PA Wilds (hunting included.)

3. Itis well know that Potter County has a near-surface network of natural gas
pipelines, multiple fracking gas 'heads,' and a large underground storage system for
natural gas. | cannot imagine the explosion that could be ignited if there was spark,
crash or some kind of damage to the Natural Gas storage ares and/or pipelines in
Potter County. I've seen what happens when a lawn mower accidentally knocked the
cap off a part of a pipeline....flames 50-hundred ft high and the Gas Company having
to shut off the gas to multiple homes...I think that creating a military training airspace
would be a disaster waiting to happen.

What about the ocean off the Maryland shores? Then there would be no need to
travel across state lines?

Sincerely,

E.Lee Trayer



From: N

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD; KUCHAREK, KRISTI L GS-13 USAF ANGRC NGB/A4; NGB
A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Public Comments: Proposed MD ANG low flyover zone in PA Wilds

Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 10:48:02 AM

Attachments: image001.png

December 30, 2021

Major Jeffrey Andrieu

Kristi Kucharek, GS-13

Airspace NEPA Program Manager
Air National Guard Readiness Center
3501 Fletchet Avenue

Join Base Andrews, MD 20762

Maryland Air National Guard
1757 Wing
Martin State Air National Air Base

Dear Ms. Kucharek and Major Andrieu,

This letter is in response to the proposed Maryland national Guard’s plans to establish a Low Military
Operations Airspace to fly low-level training flights repeatedly over vast parts of the Pennsylvanian
wilds (PA Wilds).

As a lifetime resident of Pennsylvania, and a registered landscape architect, I'd like to share may
concerns relative to the draft Environmental Impact Assessment (EA), and to indicate that I believe it
imperative for the ANG to prepare a more robust Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The
following are excerpts from the EA (indented) with my comments and concerns following each
indentation.

"The USEPA indicated in their IICEP response (Appendix A) that aircraft operations in the
existing Duke MOA above 8,000 ft MSL may have minimal effects on the Pennsylvania Wilds
region and that low-flying aircraft in the proposed Duke Low MOA could impact residents in
the rural areas and the wilderness (wildland) experience of visitors.”

“As indicated in their IICEP response (Appendix A), PA DCNR noted that the Pennsylvania
Wilds region is responsible for $1.8 billion in nature and heritage tourism. As a trustee, of
Pennsylvania’s natural resources, PA DCNR is mandated to prevent and remedy any
degradation, diminution, or depletion of the natural resources. The Proposed Action would
not alter, prohibit, or otherwise limit the public’s access to the recreational areas beneath
the Duke Low MOA. PA DCNR advised that six state forests, thousands of acres of forest land
and wilderness, and 12 state parks would be affected by the Proposed Action.”

In my opinion, it would drastically degrade the experience that visitors — and residents - seek here,
which is solitude and a wilderness experience. This EA constantly references ‘existing conditions’
relative to impacts of flyovers and compares the proposal to what is now. What they do not
recognize are the impacts that the existing flyover activity already has on the highly sought
wilderness experience.

Consider that you have just traveled 4 or more hours from a metropolitan area to have a PA Wilds
experience, only to find the same disruptive distractions from nature that you traveled to be away



from. In many cases, these low elevation flyovers will be much more disruptive than what people
experience at home.

“Individual overflights would be loud enough to momentarily interrupt speech on the
ground. These events would annoy some individuals beneath the Duke Low MOA but would
not be frequent enough to create areas of incompatible land use. This would include
population centers as well as wilderness and recreational areas.”

“Based on information provided in Tables 2-2 and 2-3 and Section 3.2, the noise exposure
from A-10 and F-16 operations conducted below 7,000 ft MSL would be loud enough to
interfere with communication on the ground for approximately 0.7 to 1.2 miles in all
directions or an average area of 2.4 SM at any given time while in the proposed Duke Low
MOA. Every four days on average an individual on the ground may experience an individual
aircraft overflight that would interfere with speech on the ground for approximately 22
seconds.”

“There would be no changes in the natural or built environment that could alter, detract, or
eliminate use or enjoyment of a place. Land use conditions would remain unchanged when
compared to existing conditions.”

This last statement speaks only to the built environment —and is very inconsistent with the kind of
natural environment experience that people like me —and many others who support Pennsylvania’s
tourism industry - seek. It is obvious to me that the authors of this report have never spent time in
these forests, being intimate with the environment; backpacking and sleeping on the ground for
days at a time, fly fishing in the wilderness valleys full of native trout, rattlesnakes and elk, nor have
they laid on the earth looking up through the canopy of trees to see only blue sky with no jet trails...
while listening to only native insects, songbirds, and babbling brooks.

These are the experiences that brought me — as a young, educated professional - to move back to
Northcentral Pennsylvania. After college | moved to the Philadelphia area, only to find that | was
driving here twice a month for the easy access to the solitude and peace that only places like this can
bring to the soul. These are the types of experiences millennials seek —and if we want to stop the
brain drain in our region of the Commonwealth - we have to protect our assets that are attractive
and alluring and can help reverse our declining population.

“In 1913 the Pennsylvania Game Commission began reintroducing elk to Pennsylvania. In the
past 20 years the Pennsylvania public has embraced the existence of their elk population and
elk are valued as a source of recreation by hunters and nonhunters alike. Management goals
focus on the long-term sustainability of elk in Pennsylvania, which includes annual hunting to
provide recreational opportunities during the rutting period in September and October. “

“3.7.4.3 Outdoor Recreation and Tourism There would be no construction, development,
changes in ground-based operations, or any other ground-disturbing activity that would
have an effect on tourism within the ROI. The influence of noise may impact the quality of
the tourist experience, however; as discussed above, noise from aircraft would not
contribute appreciably to the overall background levels throughout the region.” “...these
events would annoy some individuals beneath the Duke Low MOA but would not be
frequent enough to create areas of incompatible land use. This would include population
centers as well as wilderness and recreational areas.”

“In response to IICEP coordination (Appendix A), a Potter County Commissioner and the
Pennsylvania Wilds Center for Entrepreneurship stated that the Proposed Action would be
detrimental to business and tourism. Noise from aircraft operations under the Proposed
Action would not exceed 65 dBA DNL and would be compatible with all land uses.”

Again, it may be compatible with land uses — but only in terms of the built environment. This would
jeopardize the atmosphere and communing with nature that makes this area a destination to
tourists and residents alike, which is why it cannot be measured as they report in this environmental
assessment.

e Aircraft noise intrusions did not appreciably impair surveyed wilderness users overall
enjoyment of their visits to wildernesses nor reduce their reported likelihood of repeat visits.
e The majority of wilderness users interviewed were not annoyed by overflights, a minority



(16 percent) was annoyed in some degree, and a smaller minority (4 percent) highly
annoyed by overflights. e Overflights were only rarely cited as the least liked feature of visits
to wildernesses. ¢ Low-altitude, high-speed aircraft (i.e., military tactical aircraft) were
reported as, the most annoying type of aircraft to hear or see. ¢ Although many respondents
were not exposed to noise from low-altitude, high-speed flights, those who wen: exposed
were often annoyed by them.

e The impact of aircraft overflights in wildernesses differs significantly from impacts in
residential or urban communities. In a National Park Service study (NPS 1994), it was found
that only 2 to 3 percent of visitors can be expected to report impact from hearing or seeing
aircraft. Park visitors reported that their enjoyment and experience is affected by noise from
a number of sources including rotary and fixed-wing aircraft, snowmobile and other vehicle
noise, loud talking, and other visitor sounds. The NPS study found that a variety of factors
(e.g., personal, proximity, setting, activity) determine an individual’s reaction to an overflight
and impacts on visitors from aircraft are only one of numerous factors that can affect visitor
enjoyment. The overall conclusions regarding overflights include the following highlights.

Where was this NPS study conducted? Certainly not in the PA Wilds and certainly not with PA Wilds
visitors. Any study to be credible and valid must reach out directly to the many lease holders of
Bureau of Foresty Camps to make them aware of this proposal and seek their responses. These
may be seasonal residents, but as 99-year lease holders they should be treated as if landowners
in this region.

e Aircraft overflights can cause impacts to park resources and values. e For certain visitors,
for visitors engaging in certain activities, and for certain areas, there is a very real potential
for overflights to impact parks' natural and cultural resources, visitor experiences, and
solitude and tranquility. ¢ The NPS perspective is that there are impacts to visitors from
aircraft overflights depending upon location, visitor activity, aircraft-produced sound
exposure, ambient sound levels, and other factors.

Has a visitor survey been done specific to this area? Is the study referenced even applicable to the
PA Wilds in terms of the amazing wilderness resource that it is for Pennsylvania? We have invested
so much money into the PA Wilds and our Parks — over $1.8 billion -why jeopardize wasting this
investment?

“There is a lack of published studies on quantifiable impact from aircraft overflights in
MOAs to local economies related to outdoor recreation and tourism. While there are
possible impacts on recreation and tourism in the parks and natural areas beneath the

proposed Duke Low MOA airspace, there are no data to forecast a quantifiable impact on
outdoor recreation and tourism from the proposed overflights.

Considering implementation of management actions, special procedures, and altitudinal
mitigation for state parks and state forests, the Proposed Action would not significantly
impact tourism.”

As noted above, this study indicates the “lack of quantifiable impact” — yet goes on to say there will
not be significant impacts on tourism. Considering our investment in the wilderness region it
would seem quite prudent for there to be a requirement for gathering data to verify specific
impacts to tourism in this area.

“3.7.5 No Action Alternative: The No Action Alternative would result in no change to current
Duke MOA airspace use and management. Establishment of the proposed Duke Low MOA
would not occur. There would be no impacts to socioeconomic resources.

4.0 CLOSE CAUSAL RELATIONSHIPS AND REASONABLY FORESEEABLE ACTIONS Effects on
environmental resources can result from individually minor, but collectively substantial,
actions taken over time. The CEQ NEPA regulations, issued on July 16, 2020, eliminate use of
the term “cumulative impact” as a category of “effects or impacts”. In their definition of
“effects or impacts,” however, the regulations include effects: ...that are reasonably
foreseeable and have a reasonably close causal relationship to the proposed action or
alternatives, including those effects that occur at the same time and place as the proposed
action or alternatives and may include effects that are later in time or farther removed in
distance from the proposed action or alternatives. (40 CFR § 1508.1(g)) The regulations limit



the review of effects and impacts by acknowledging that “Effects should generally not be
considered if they are remote in time, geographically remote, or the product of a lengthy
causal chain” (40 CFR § 1508.1(g)(2)).

This EA does not consider future actions that are speculative. “

Relative to the above statement...why then are they not being required to collect data relative to
cumulative impact so that they are NOT SPECULATIVE?

“4.1.2.7 Socioeconomics The Proposed Action would have less than significant adverse
effects on socioeconomic resources. Effects would be due to the intermittent introduction of
low-altitude military overflights in the proposed Duke Low MOA. The Proposed Action would
not cause direct effects on the local economy and related effects on other socioeconomic
resources or result in substantial shifts in community characteristics, including property
values, employment, income, and social well-being. “

This rural area depends on the Wilds remaining wild — otherwise there is no draw to tourists! While
economies may be small, they are built by small businesses and entrepreneurs who invested in
Pennsylvania and the PA Wilds vision sold to them. Don’t sell them out!

Once the barn door is open to this proposed new activity it will only be a matter of time before
additional users are impacting this airspace and the PA Wilds experience. For decades efforts were
proposed that would have developed Central Park in NYC. It is only thanks to people dedicated to
preserving the environmental experience that it provided to surrounding citizens that it even exists
today.

Please, act now to halt this proposal. At the very least an in-depth Environmental Impact
Statement should be required to properly assess the impact of this proposal. There is a lot a stake
that cannot be measured in the way that the data has been presented by people who have never
had a real PA Wilds experience. If we allow this proposal to move forward, soon none of us will
have that option.

Respectfully,

Alice L. Trowbridge, RLA
Registered Landscape Architect

Cc: Sen. Robert Casey
Sen. Patrick Toomey
Rep. Fred Keller
Governor Tom Wolf
Rep. Armanini
Rep. Borowicz
Rep. Causer
Rep. Hamm
Rep. Owlett



From: Gary Truax

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] A10
Date: Tuesday, January 18, 2022 4:54:01 AM

Let' em fly. The roar of those planes in our valley reassures us that a vestige of military might
remains; and the damage they do hardly compares to the damage caused by inexperienced
semi drivers using our narrow country road as a shortcut and turn-a-round.

Gary Truax
Crystal Spring



From: Terry W. Tucker

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] comments on environmental assessment of proposed modification to Duke MOA
Date: Friday, December 31, 2021 7:14:24 PM

To whom it may concern:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed change to the Duke MOA, a change that
would reduce the flight floor for Maryland Air National Guard A-10 training to 100 feet AGL, and also
allow for low altitude F-16 training by the New Jersey National Guard.

| find the assessment lacking in the following important ways:

Weak Public Engagement

The most notable weakness, in my view, is the exceedingly limited public engagement reflected in
the document. There is a need for public information sessions at times and locations convenient to
local citizens. Simply posting announcements of intent in a handful of weekly newspapers with
limited readership, along with a URL for submitting comments, cannot elicit a local perspective on
the socio-economic, environmental and quality of life impacts of frequent (4 days per week), low
altitude training flights. In-person public meetings can help mitigate transparency and public
participation issues related to poor internet and cell phone access in the region. Also, requiring the
public to wade through the technical language customary in environmental assessment documents
and submit written responses discourages meaningful citizen feedback.

No Serious Examination of the Maryland Air National Guard’s Statement of Need or Assessment
of Options

The ANG is asking stakeholders to accept their brief statement of need as an article of faith. To what
extent can recent advances in extreme fidelity VR simulation technology replace some of the actual
flight time, reducing risks to pilots and equipment, taxpayer-borne costs of training, and impacts on
the lives and livelihoods of people within the MOA?

Sound Impact Assessment Overemphasizes DNL

DNL is a poor measure, at best, of the noise impact of low altitude military flight training. Of course
the noise associated with periodic flights, when averaged over a 24 hour period, will do little to raise
DNL. It’s a relatively meaningless indicator for this type of proposal. The environmental assessment
referred again and again to DNL is justifying a finding of insignificant impact. The occasional
acknowledgements that intense, high dBL noise from low altitude A-10 and F-16 training could be
disruptive (“the influence of noise may impact the tourist experience” section 3.7.4.3) were offered
somewhat dismissively and accompanied by statements such as “noise from aircraft would not
contribute appreciably to the overall background levels throughout the region”.

The summary of finds from a study of the impacts of aircraft overflights on wilderness resources
begs questions about sampling, methodology and motive. Finding #5 reads “although many
respondents were not exposed to noise from low-altitude, high-speed flights, those who were
exposed were often annoyed by them”. What then were the other respondents opining on if not
low-altitude, high-speed flights?



Need for More Refined Map

The assessment makes reference to potential adverse impacts on state parks, wilderness areas and
more densely populated communities in the Duke MOA. In response, significant portions of the
MOA will be off limits to the lowest altitude flights. Remaining portions of the MOA will thus be
“hosting” all of the lowest, most intrusive training portions of training flights. An updated map
differentiating the flight altitude floors within the MOA is needed.

Regional Identity and the Economy

Tourism in the area is based almost exclusively on the unique natural environment. Regional identity
has long centered around the characteristics of that environment. Assertions that opening this
region to almost daily military training flights at altitudes as low as 100 feet AGL will have no
significant socio-economic impact needs to be backed up by far better evidence. A more genuine
effort to engage local citizens in impact assessment would be a good start.

Terry Tucker



From: JT Turek

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc:

Subject: [URL Verdict: Unknown][Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA Low - Public Comment
Date: Monday, December 27, 2021 1:15:27 PM

To Whom it May Concern

Thank you for your service to our country. [ support you in your mission to maintain well-
trained , well equipped units available for prompt mobilization during war and providing
assistance during peace time emergencies. This involves extensive training to prepare for
current and future conflicts.

I am from Potter County, Pennsylvania - Our community is in the direct path of the Duke
MOA.

While I do agree with the proposed changes to your MOA to allow for 100ft AGL. I believe
the best path forward would be to have a public town hall, virtually or in person to allow the
ANG to provide our community with the information needed to have confidence in your
modifications.

There are many concerns over the quality of life of our community, and the impact to tourism
if there are frequent fly-overs causing environmental changes. I reviewed the environmental

impact study, and the results are inconclusive about the direct tourism and wildlife impact.

Please consider a public town hall virtually or in-person. We have a local consistory
auditorium with stage and sound system that could host this town hall and practice social
distancing.

http://www.coudersportconsistory.com/facilityrental.html

I am willing to help support your changes, but this community needs more confidence to feel
comfortable with allowing this type change to our environment.

Thank you,

John Turek



From: Stephanie Ulmer

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Cc:

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] low level flights
Date: Sunday, December 5, 2021 6:23:21 PM

Our PA parks and wild lands should not be used as a military training ground. They
were meant to be refuges for humans and areas where wildlife could flourish.
Extremely low-level military training flights should not be taking place over these
lands.

Our woodlands and streams are used for hiking, kayaking, bird watching, hunting, and
tishing. I myself particularly enjoy foraging for mushrooms and berries. It is
impossible to do any of these things in peace with low flying military planes overhead.

In addition to stressing tourists, these flights will stress the animals that draw many of
us to the woods in the first place. Our wildlife is under enough stress as it is as their
habitat is increasingly encroached upon by development and extractive industires and

disruptions to the climate play havoc with their food sources.

The proposal to use twelve state parks as a military flight training ground is an insult to
the taxpayers of PA and the many small businesses who rely on PA's natural beauty

to make their living. It also shows an astounding ignorance about natural systems and
what they need to thrive. If the National Guard can't come up with a better solution
then to use our wilderness areas for strafing practice then they should be ashamed of

themselves.

A full Environmental Impact study must be done with public hearings held in each of
the impacted counties.

Stepahnie Ulmer
Pennsylvania



rrom: Craig Vuccola < -

Sent: Tuesday, November 16, 2021 5:53 PM
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org <NGB.A4 A4A NEPA COMMENTS.Org@us.af. mil=
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA Public Comment

11/16/2021
To Whom it May Concern,

Please take a few minutes to read my comments and absorb the gist of my letter as | do not oftan
convey my opinions on these matters.

| am 64 years old and am proud to be an American. | stand behind our military and veterans of all
wars and service periods. | am an Independent politically and conservative thinking on most issues.

I am a gun owner, a hunter and very much a trout fisherman and enjoy hiking, biking and taking in all
that is offered in Pennsylvania, be it the PA Wilds area or Pennsylvania’s many state parks and public
forest expanses. I've lived my whole life in the state and enjoy everything that Pennsylvania’s State
Forasts have to offer. I'm not what you would call a tree hugger or an envirenmental warrior. In
other words, | am like many that reside here.

Decades ago, late 70's to early 80's, as a young man fishing a small native trout stream on the Young
Woman's Creek Watershed of Clinton County, | was enjoying a beautiful late summer day under blue
skies and gentle breezes along a stretch of stream | walked miles off blacktop to access then walked
aven more to get to some great spots. Nothing and 1 really mean nothing including the ravages of
age will ever make me forget that particular day. Not because of the serenity and beauty | was
anjoying. It is atypical of what | expect or anyone could possibly ask for when you are in God's green
mountains and cold clear trout streams, we are blessed to have. On this day, things changed.

About an hour into fishing, | heard a sound at distance that | had never heard or experience before.
At least, not up there! It was a low rumble that overtook the delicate sounds of my stream, the
breeze and the forest birds. Within 10 seconds, as someong who attended live rock concert events
and wore overly loud headsets in his days as a radio DJ, this low thunder sound quickly escalated into



what | estimated was a 120 to 130+ db sustained roar against the sides of that hollow as a black
fighter jet, low enough to pick out rivets and signage on its underbelly, blew by my position followed
by a wave of either air or sound or both that put me down on my knees. It was followed immediately
by a second flyover at low altitude but over the ridge from where | was. Not as loud but equally
terrifying. YES! Terrifying is how | describe it. It didn’t belong there and was totally unexpected.
(Think out of a clear blue sky)!

All | could do was shake! And that’s what | did for what seemed a long time. | actually checked my
drawers to make sure the event didn’t do the literal “scared” expression to me.

With my ears ringing, unable to catch my breath for quite some time and my whole self being shook
to the core, | walked out. | was done for the day. Period. As a mere kid in my twenties, there was
nothing slightly cool, inspiring or awesome about the BS that | incurred. You may ask, “maybe you
should put your big boy’s pants on” or “suck it up, buttercup”!!! “
NO!!l That noise and disruption to that environment was a complete abomination to all humans and
wild animals alike.

Now the military wants more airspace. And with it, more restrictions on private pilots, hang gliding
and disruptions to residents, animals, sportsmen and women and tourists alike. | have an alternative
to the plans:

If it’s just adding more topography for our pilots to train over, fly our military pilots from the west
coast or desert Southwest to our MOA you already have and control here. Fly our regional Air Natl
Guard and US Air Force pilots out west or the southwest to train on their unique
geological/topographical MOA’s already under military control.

In other words, don’t add air space! Use the airspace you have and move the pilots to train over
specific terrain.

Sounds like a win/win for everyone including the taxpayers of this nation and the animals, residents
and visitors to our wilderness areas nationwide currently unaffected by air-space grabs.

There is nothing vital to our national security by having the Low-Level MOA extended or expanded
over Central and Northcentral Pennsylvania.

One of our nation’s greatest symbols is that of the Bald Eagle. This symbol of our country is back and
they are establishing nests throughout our local watersheds. They are a very private raptor and can
be disrupted in many ways by human interference. The same goes for osprey. Guess where many of
these birds currently reside?

Looking deeper, much of the celebrated Dark-Sky Region of Pennsylvania would be included in this
expanded MOA. The dark-sky area of Pennsylvania is hailed as the best night-sky viewing locations
anywhere east of the Mississippi. | have news! What is wonderful for the eyes is equally wonderful
for the ears.

| have been spending time away from my home in a very congested, noisy and populated suburban
setting of Cincinnati Ohio. You cannot escape the noise there. It’s everywhere and it's something
back home that can be taken for granted. | ask everyone in Central and Northcentral Pennsylvania to
seek out a quiet place. It can be in the state forests far from an interstate. A mountain top away



from other people and their cars. Maybe it’s in your own homes if you are lucky enough to live off
the beaten path. No airplanes. No fans or appliance sounds. No music. No TV. No cell phone. No
truck or car sounds. Nothing artificial! Just the breeze and the birds and the sound of yourself. If you
find such a place, enjoy it and protect it. They are becoming increasingly rare and they are very much
worth saving. | ask Governor Wolf, our state senators and legislators, the state DEP, the PA Game
Commission and PA Fish and Wildlife, the Dept of Forestry and everyone who feels as | do to write
and speak up about this air space grab. It is just wrong on so many levels!

Craig Vuccola



From: Andrew Wadsworth -:_:-

Sent: Saturday, November 20, 2021 10:33 AM

To: NGB Ad4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org <NGE.A4.A4A NEPA.COMMENTS.Org@ us.af.mil=
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] National Guard Low Flying Training Exercises

To Whom It May Concern,

The PAWILDS is a $1.8 billion industry that makes up 11 percent of the region’s
economy. Therefore, it is an important part of PA's economy. Low flying flights over
these wild areas will disrupt those seeking the solitude of these wilderness areas,
which is the purpose of them.

By law, all Federal agencies must protect the environment by carefully weighing
environmental considerations and considering potential alternatives to the proposed
action before the government launches any major federal action. Prior to any final
decisions on these extremely low-level training flights over PA WILDS,

the Maryland Air National Guard must hold Public Meetings in the counties which
will be affected by the flights. These meetings must be held at times and places
which encourage wide pariicipation. The meetings must also be well-advertised.

Several incidents have been reporied by the DCNR during previous Warthog flights
by the NY National Guard. These raised some safety concerns for those in the area.
Considering this, the National Guard’s very premature statement of FONSI { Finding
Of No Significant Impact ) demonstrates bad faith. The National Guard must conduct
a full Environmental Impact Study and then host public meetings in each of the
impacted counties (Cameron, Clinton, Elk, McKean and Potter). The National Guard
has not considered a simple, safe and reasonable alternative: set up courses for
training at their airports which resemble the Red Bull aircraft race courses to safely
practice maneuvers.

Therefore, | think that the Maryland Air National Guard needs to extend the
December 15th deadline to accommodate the Public Meetings and ensure that

participants have ample opportunity to respond to what they hear during the
presentations.

Thank you for reading and considering my comments.
Respectfully,

Andrew Wadsworth



From: Raymond Wagner

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source]
Date: Thursday, December 23, 2021 7:18:58 AM

Hello, I am totally against the low level altitude flying in the pa wilds. While u still here
aircraft sometimes. This type of flying will disrupt the piece and nature in the PA wilds. My
self and my family have hunted and explored the pa wilds for decades. It's a little part of
Pennsylvania that is untouched and it should stay that way. This area is a huge tourist
attraction and a place to get away from the noise of a city. If this goes through this will not be
the same after. The largest elk herd in the northeast resides in the Pa wilds. This noise will
make game disappear. In addition this continued noise will drastically hurt the small business
in that region. Their isn't many corrupt stores in the region I believe it should stay this way.

Keep Pennsylvania wild!

Sincerely,
Raymond Wagner



From: Vaughn Wagner

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Training jets over Clinton County
Date: Sunday, December 19, 2021 6:48:19 PM

I am opposed to the jets flying at 100 feet over Clinton County. The noise will destroy our peace and quiet and ruin
property values. Also I am worried about our Amish neighbors. The Amish mode of transportation and working the
farms are horses. If the animals are scared by the noise, they run off and possibly cause death to the worker. Thank

you Sandra Wagner

Sent from my iPad



From: Jerry Walls

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc: Jerry Walls

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] My Comments on DUKE MOA
Date: Monday, November 1, 2021 9:58:58 AM
Attachments: COMMENTS ON DUKE MOA.docx

Please accept these comments.

Jerry S. Walls, FAICP
Professional Planner
CPDPA Emeritus / Strategic Advisor



COMMENTS ON DUKE MOA

Prepared as Discussion Draft by Jerry S. Walls, FAICP, Professional Planner

Please email your comments on this Draft to: _

BACKGROUND:

This review is intended to help protect the recreational users and wildlife and residents of our PA
Wilds region.

As a US Army Viet Nam Veteran I clearly understand the importance of our military and Air
National Guard.

As a retired County Planning Director I am aware of the wide range of factors that need to be
taken into consideration before this gains approval.

The purpose of these Comments is to help plan and adopt appropriate safeguards.

Our PA Wilds Planning Team has observed large increases in outdoor recreational usage for
hiking + bicycling + kayaking + camping + day use of PA State Parks. Those increases have
been documented by PA DCNR staff and Traffic Counters on Trails and Park Staff. These
visitors do generate important economic impact for our PA Wilds region.

ISSUES:

1. PUBLIC SAFETY

2. EMERGENCY RESPONSE CAPABILITY
3. POTENTIAL ECONOMIC DETRIMENT
4. WILDLIFE IMPACT

5. BIOLOGICAL IMPACT

FACTORS WHICH NEED TO BE CAREFULLY CONSIDERED:

1. PUBLIC SAFETY
Of utmost concern is that this proposed Duke MOA Region has large DARK HOLES (i.e.
GAPS in broadband cell services). Therefore, when an accident does occur it may NOT be
possible to immediately call 9-1-1. For example, a few years ago two of my friends were
hiking the Black Forest Trail (which is on the eastern edge of this Duke MOA). One fellow
fell and broke his leg. When they tried to call 9-1-1 they could not get cell service. After
running back down the trail to Slate Run he was able to call. Then he took the EMT’s up
but his friend had bled to death. Few municipalities in the Duke Region have full-time
Police Departments so response time by the PA State Police may take longer due to the
LARGE REGION they cover. As a kayaker I can foresee that a sudden loud noise of a tree-
top jet flyover might startle kayakers or fishermen and cause them to have an accident. Or a
deer hunter in a tree stand might be startled and fall risking serious injury.



2. EMERGENCY RESPONSE CAPABILITY

Most of the First Responders in this MOA are part-time volunteers, which means they
may have other jobs and therefore the response time to an accident might take a bit longer.
That might compound the severity of the injury or fire damage or rescue.

3. POTENTIAL ECONOMIC DETRIMENT

The scenic and recreational qualities of this region are strong attractors for visitors and a
growing number of professionals who can choose where to live because they work on the
Internet. To the degree that these intrusions of low altitude jet fighter fly-overs will
create noise disturbance and discourage people from coming here that might diminish our
economic opportunity.

4. WILDLIFE IMPACT

Sudden noise, especially if tree-top, may cause deer to panic and run across roads risking
collisions with cars and trucks that might cause serious injury, as well as vehicle damage.

5. BIOLOGICAL IMPACT

I am NOT qualified to make an assessment on this factor but I do suggest that it may be a
factor that needs to be considered.

6. ADVANCE PUBLIC NOTICE

Advance public notice of scheduled flyovers should be issued to local and regional news
media which could help reduce the negative impacts.

Respectfully submitted,

Jerry S. Walls, FAICP

Professional Planner



From: Jerry Walls

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Cc: Jerry Walls
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Professional Planner Comments on Duke MOA
Date: Sunday, November 21, 2021 1:28:18 PM
COMMENTS ON DUKE MOA

Prepared by Jerry S. Walls, FAICP, Professional Planner

Please email your comments on this Draft to: _

BACKGROUND:

This review is intended to help protect the recreational users and wildlife and residents of our
PA Wilds region.

As a US Army Viet Nam Veteran I clearly understand the importance of our military and Air
National Guard.

As a retired County Planning Director I am aware of the wide range of factors that need to be
taken into consideration before this gains approval.

The purpose of these Comments is to help plan and adopt appropriate safeguards.

Our PA Wilds Planning Team has observed large increases in outdoor recreational usage for
hiking + bicycling + kayaking + camping + day use of PA State Parks. Those increases have
been documented by PA DCNR staff and Traffic Counters on Trails and Park Staff. These
visitors do generate important economic impact ( $1 billion ) for our PA Wilds region.

ISSUES:

<!--[if IsupportLists]-->1. <!--[endif]-->PUBLIC SAFETY

<!--[if !supportLists]-->2. <!--[endif]-->EMERGENCY RESPONSE CAPABILITY
<!--[if !supportLists]-->3. <!--[endif]-->POTENTIAL ECONOMIC DETRIMENT
<!--[if !supportLists]-->4. <!--[endif]-->WILDLIFE IMPACT

<!--[if IsupportLists]-->5. <!--[endif]-->BIOLOGICAL IMPACT

FACTORS WHICH NEED TO BE CAREFULLY CONSIDERED:

<I--[if !supportLists]-->1. <!--[endif]-->PUBLIC SAFETY

Of utmost concern is that this proposed Duke MOA Region has large DARK HOLES (i.e.
GAPS in broadband cell services). Therefore, when an accident does occur it may NOT



be possible to immediately call 9-1-1. For example, a few years ago two of my friends
were hiking the Black Forest Trail (which is on the eastern edge of this Duke MOA).
One fellow fell and broke his leg. When they tried to call 9-1-1 they could not get cell
service. After running back down the trail to Slate Run he was able to call. Then he took
the EMT’s up but his friend had bled to death. Few municipalities in the Duke Region
have full-time Police Departments so response time by the PA State Police may take
longer due to the LARGE REGION they cover. As a kayaker I can foresee that a sudden
loud noise of a tree-top jet flyover might startle kayakers or fishermen and cause them to
have an accident. Or a deer hunter in a tree stand might be startled and fall risking
serious injury.

2. EMERGENCY RESPONSE CAPABILITY

Most of the First Responders in this MOA are part-time volunteers, which means they
may have other jobs and therefore the response time to an accident might take a bit
longer. That might compound the severity of the injury or fire damage or rescue.

-[if !supportLists]--> 3. <!--[endif]-->POTENTIAL ECONOMIC DETRIMENT

The scenic and recreational qualities of this region are strong attractors for visitors and
a growing number of professionals who can choose where to live because they work on
the Internet. To the degree that these intrusions of low altitude jet fighter fly-overs will
create noise disturbance and discourage people from coming here that might diminish
our economic opportunity.

4. WILDLIFE IMPACT
Sudden noise, especially if tree-top, may cause deer to panic and run across roads
risking collisions with cars and trucks that might cause serious injury, as well as
vehicle damage.

5. BIOLOGICAL IMPACT

[ am NOT qualified to make an assessment on this factor but I do suggest that it may be
a factor that needs to be considered.

<!--[if !supportLists]-->6. <!--[endif]-->ADVANCE PUBLIC NOTICE

Advance public notice of scheduled flyovers should be issued to local and regional
news media which could help reduce the negative impacts.

Respectfully submitted,

Jerry S. Walls, FAICP

Professional Planner



From: Jerry Walls

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Cc: Jerry Walls

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] My Professional Planner Comments on the Duke MOA
Date: Sunday, November 28, 2021 12:09:38 PM

Attachments: COMMENTS ON DUKE MOA.docx

Please enter this Comment Ltr into the Official Record.

Jerry S. Walls, FAICP
Professional Planner
CPDPA Emeritus / Strategic Advisor



COMMENTS ON DUKE MOA

Prepared as Discussion Draft by Jerry S. Walls, FAICP, Professional Planner

Please email your comments on this Draft to: _

BACKGROUND:

This review is intended to help protect the recreational users and wildlife and residents of our PA
Wilds region.

As a US Army Viet Nam Veteran I clearly understand the importance of our military and Air
National Guard.

As a retired County Planning Director I am aware of the wide range of factors that need to be
taken into consideration before this gains approval.

The purpose of these Comments is to help plan and adopt appropriate safeguards.

Our PA Wilds Planning Team has observed large increases in outdoor recreational usage for
hiking + bicycling + kayaking + camping + day use of PA State Parks. Those increases have
been documented by PA DCNR staff and Traffic Counters on Trails and Park Staff. These
visitors do generate important economic impact for our PA Wilds region.

ISSUES:

1. PUBLIC SAFETY

2. EMERGENCY RESPONSE CAPABILITY
3. POTENTIAL ECONOMIC DETRIMENT
4. WILDLIFE IMPACT

5. BIOLOGICAL IMPACT

FACTORS WHICH NEED TO BE CAREFULLY CONSIDERED:

1. PUBLIC SAFETY
Of utmost concern is that this proposed Duke MOA Region has large DARK HOLES (i.e.
GAPS in broadband cell services). Therefore, when an accident does occur it may NOT be
possible to immediately call 9-1-1. For example, a few years ago two of my friends were
hiking the Black Forest Trail (which is on the eastern edge of this Duke MOA). One fellow
fell and broke his leg. When they tried to call 9-1-1 they could not get cell service. After
running back down the trail to Slate Run he was able to call. Then he took the EMT’s up
but his friend had bled to death. Few municipalities in the Duke Region have full-time
Police Departments so response time by the PA State Police may take longer due to the
LARGE REGION they cover. As a kayaker I can foresee that a sudden loud noise of a tree-
top jet flyover might startle kayakers or fishermen and cause them to have an accident. Or a
deer hunter in a tree stand might be startled and fall risking serious injury.



2. EMERGENCY RESPONSE CAPABILITY

Most of the First Responders in this MOA are part-time volunteers, which means they
may have other jobs and therefore the response time to an accident might take a bit longer.
That might compound the severity of the injury or fire damage or rescue.

3. POTENTIAL ECONOMIC DETRIMENT

The scenic and recreational qualities of this region are strong attractors for visitors and a
growing number of professionals who can choose where to live because they work on the
Internet. To the degree that these intrusions of low altitude jet fighter fly-overs will
create noise disturbance and discourage people from coming here that might diminish our
economic opportunity.

4. WILDLIFE IMPACT

Sudden noise, especially if tree-top, may cause deer to panic and run across roads risking
collisions with cars and trucks that might cause serious injury, as well as vehicle damage.

5. BIOLOGICAL IMPACT

I am NOT qualified to make an assessment on this factor but I do suggest that it may be a
factor that needs to be considered.

6. ADVANCE PUBLIC NOTICE

Advance public notice of scheduled flyovers should be issued to local and regional news
media which could help reduce the negative impacts.

Respectfully submitted,

Jerry S. Walls, FAICP

Professional Planner



From: Steven Walt

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] A10 training flights over Potter County PA
Date: Monday, December 6, 2021 11:35:02 AM

Good Afternoon:

I am in opposition to your request to conduct A-10 training flights over Potter County PA.

It is stated these flights would be conducted one to four hours a day with up to four aircraft at a time
for up to 170 days a year.

These training flights would be conducted at 100 to 7,999 feet above sea level and would have less
than significant effects on noise, land use and biological resources.

Having served this country as a Federal Firefighter for 25 years | am well versed on the A-10 aircraft.

| served with the Navy fire service for four years at the Philadelphia Naval Shipyard and 21 years at
NAS JRB Willow Grove retiring with the rank of Supervisory Firefighter GS-9 (Captain). During my
years at NAS JRB Willow Grove | served as a member of the Fire and Emergency Services Department
responsible for providing fire and rescue service for the Navy, Army and Marines assets as well as
the Air Force and PA Air National Guard on the Air Force Facility.

| spent many hours training on the A-10 aircraft rescue procedures and on 28 March 1997 we

responded to an A-10 aircraft assigned to the 111" pA ANG 103™ Fighter Squadron reported down
North of the approach of runway 15. The aircraft was on approach and failed to maintain suffient
altitude above the woods located just North of the runway. The Wings were ripped off the aircraft as
it flew through the trees. The fuselage impacted the ground just short of the perimeter fenceline,
bounced across a roadway where it impacted the fenceline and continued in to a marshy area, the
pilot was killed.

Based on my knowledge of the aircraft, the noise associated with the aircraft conducting low level
passovers and the inherent danger of low-level flights in wooded areas | do not believe there would
be a less than significant impact to the noise, land use or biological resources to the area. Potter
County is known as God’s Country and A-10 flights at low levels for 170 days a year will have
significant impact on the noise level to the citizens and vacationers.

| have been in partnership in a cabin in Potter County for over 35 years and enjoy to peace and quiet
of the area. First we have had to put up with the ATV traffic and noise on the county roads. At times
there are 40 or more ATV’s on the road in front of our cabin now the Maryland Air National Guard
wants to do low level training flights over the area. Enough is enough | am opposed to the A-10
request for low level flights. Potter County and the Hammersley Wild Area is some of the most
remote areas in Pennsylvania and needs to maintain its peace and quiet.

Respectfully

Steven Walt



From: John Wasserman

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] RE: Duke MOA environmental assessment
Date: Saturday, December 4, 2021 11:39:14 AM

To Whom It May Concern:

I am opposed to the proposed expansion of the Duke MOA because it will cause long-term
adverse effects on the noise environment in north-central Pennsylvania, AKA “Pennsylvania
Wilds”. The Duke MOA draft environmental assessment states that the adverse effects on the
noise environment will be minor. I disagree. People live here, and tourists come here, because
they want to get away from noise. They want the peace and quiet this area provides.

In May of 2006, National Geographic Adventure magazine described the wildness of
northcentral Pennsylvania as “on par with Brazil’s Pantanal and China’s Gobi as one of the
last untarnished tracts on earth.” Considered one of the most sparsely populated locations in
the eastern U.S., this area is featured in the book The Last Empty Places by world traveler and
author Peter Stark.

For the most part, the Pennsylvania Wilds Area where the expanded low level flights may
occur is a quiet wilderness where one may only hear birds singing and the rustling of leaves on
a breezy day. Low level jet airplanes flying over the area 170 days per year, for two hours
each day, will significantly change the noise environment and the quality of life for the people
who live here.

Concerning the draft environmental assessment low altitude mitigation map:

I believe that the draft environmental assessment should have included the Tamarack Swamp
Natural Area within the 1,000 ft. AGL floor as it does the Hammersly Wild Area.

The Tamarack Swamp Natural Area is delineated on the proposed Duke MOA low altitude
mitigation map, but it is not included in the 1,000 ft. AGL floor. I believe that it should be
given the same consideration as the Hammersly Wild Area because the Tamarack Swamp is a
sensitive area of concern. Actually, it is much more sensitive than the Hammersly Wild Area
for reasons that I will specify below.

A Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) database search for Tamarack Swamp
results in eleven potential conflicts! These conflicts include three potential conflicts with
species under protection by the PA Fish and Boat Commission, including a critically imperiled
species in the state because of extreme rarity. This same species is also defined as imperiled
globally and very vulnerable to extinction throughout its range. In addition, two other species
are considered imperiled in the state because of rarity, making them vulnerable to extirpation
from the state. Due to the sensitive nature of certain endangered species, species names are not
displayed in PNDI database search results for species under the jurisdiction of the PA Fish and
Boat Commission and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service.

Other conflicts include one potential bird conflict with a threatened species, three potential
plant conflicts including two endangered species and one species classified as rare, three
potential conflicts with tree communities, and one potential habitat conflict.

The Western Pennsylvania Conservancy (WPC) considers the Tamarack Swamp Natural Area
“to be one of the most important for biodiversity in north central Pennsylvania.” It is
recognized as a conservation site of the highest importance as reported in the Clinton County



Natural Heritage Inventory (CCNHI) due to the unique wetland communities and several
rare species of plants and insects. The CCNHI refers to the Tamarack Swamp Natural area as
“one of the most unique ecological features of Clinton County”, and calls for an expansion of
the Natural Area boundaries.

The Tamarack Swamp Natural Area has been designated by DCNR as a Special Management
Area for reptiles and amphibians. It is one of 28 Reptile & Amphibian Protection Areas on
state forest lands in Pennsylvania.

http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/forestry/sfrmp/fauna.htm#special

The Tamarack Swamp was selected by National Audubon Society and the Pennsylvania
Biological Survey as one of the first Important Bird Areas (IBA) in the state. “This selection
was made based on the significance of the boreal swamp habitat, and the continuing recovery
potential it represents now that portions of the swamp are under protection.” During the first
breeding bird atlas project in Pennsylvania (1985-89), three species now designated regional
rarities were found there: Golden-crowned Kinglet, Northern Waterthrush and Purple Finch.

https://www.audubon.org/important-bird-areas/tamarack-swamp

Sincerely,

John Wasserman

PA State Game Warden, Retired
Tamarack, PA



From: Jack Wear III

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA Proposal
Date: Tuesday, December 21, 2021 5:09:55 PM

I have read and understand the available data, regarding the proposal for residents of Tioga
County, PA. I fully support the requested proposal.

Go US Military !!

Jack Wear 111



From:
Date: Wednesday, Dec 08, 2021, 2:12 PM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD ||

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low Fly Aircraft

Dear Sir,

PA residents absolutely do not want the noise pollution, peace disruption, air pollution and
infringement on the enjoyment of our lands and decrease is surrounding property values that
will be caused by low flying high decibel noise for 170 days a year. There is also no
environmental impact study of what this will do our plants, wildlife and people. Very
irresponsible. We treasure our dark sky regions as well. Keep it in Maryland or forge better
training plans.

Melissa Webber

PA Resident



From: Samantha Weidner _:»
Sent: Sunday, Novemnber 28, 2021 10:02 AM

To: ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/AAD [T

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low-fly proposal for PA wilds

As a resident of McKean county situated on the Potter/McKean line, this is VERY disturbing
news.

Our local area has lost so many jobs/companies making it harder for folks to stay in the area.
The ONE thing this area has is the natural beauty of the land, vast outdoor space and
peace/seremty. Having low flying planes 170 days a year would be unspeakably disruptful to
not only the thousands of lives this would effect, but to the natural beauty of the area, local
ammmals/habitats. Certawnly there could be an alternate area that 1s less residential that could be
utilized for this procedure.

The people of this area deserve to have the choice in this matter.

I urge you to hold public meetings in the afternoon Ted counties to detail the proposal, and
address the public questions/concermns.

This would be absolutely awful for this area and it's residents would lose the best things about
living here. This would be a devastating unpact. I urge vou to find alternate means.

A concerned resident,

Samantha W



From: Alison Welfling_:-

Sent: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 8:37 AM

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org <NGB.A4 A4A NEPA.COMMENTS.Org@ us.af.mil=
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] 11/3/2021 low flying aircraft: DUKE MOA LOW

To Whom it may concern,

This morning at 2:00 | awoke to the noise of some sort of low flying aircraft. It sounded like a
jet. Even after | awoke, | could hear the engines for well over a minute. All windows at my
house were closed. 1did a search for plane crashes for today with no results. | oppose
changing from 8000 MSL to 100 AGL. My mother heard it as well. She is 78 and hard of
hearing.

| live at _in West Branch Township, Potter County. | oppose low

flying aircraft due to an increase in noise instances.

Veteran, US Army

Citizen

Mature Lover

Peace and Quiet appreciated,
Alison M Welfling



From: H Eugene Wingert

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org; _
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] A 10 flights

Date: Sunday, November 21, 2021 2:21:31 PM

Greetings,

The high noise lever generated by these over-flights vibrates the ground and causes compaction of loose

soils into burrows of
many invertebrates and also interferes with absorbance of water and air exchange. These vibrations are

also amplified in aquatic
environments.

Even more destructive is the exhaust that settles over the environment. | have been under an area where

these planes have passed over.
About 20 minutes of so after the flight, the smell of exhaust and unburned fuel was very strong. Any

unburned fuel will coat the water's surface interfering with gas
exchange in aquatic environments.

| could only speculate on the effects of the chemicals in the exhaust, however, | would suspect they
accumulate in the environment.

H Eugene Wingert




Sondra Wolferman

RE: Proposed military training flights over Pennsylvania Wilds

As Pennsylvania continues to recover from centuries of deforestation, acid mine
drainage, and industrial and chemical pollution, the Pennsylvania Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources, Pennsylvania Game Commission, Fish and
Boat Commission, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service have been working
tirelessly over the past several decades to improve habitat on our public lands for
rare, threatened, and endangered plants and animal species of concern. The
thirteen-county region in northcentral Pennsylvania known as the Pennsylvania
Wilds is a crucial part of this recovery.

A significant portion of Pennsylvania’s declining species are bird and bat species
that are acutely sensitive to noise, artificial light, chemical pollution, and
fragmentation of the aerial habitat, all of which could result from the proposed
low-altitude military training flights over Pennsylvania Wilds.

Twenty-one of Pennsylvania’s 96 Important Bird Areas are located within the
thirteen-county area of the Pennsylvania Wilds. In addition to the direct threat of
collision with aerial vehicles, birds react to flying objects in the following ways, as
described in an article published by the Institute for Ornithological Research:
“When an airplane appears, all possible levels of excitation are described in
birds, from outwardly non-visible physiological reactions to protection, ducking,
increased calling activity, restless pacing back and forth, running away, flying
off and returning to the same place or a place close by, flying off and leaving the
area, right through to panic-like flight reactions. Using modern electronic
instruments, it is possible to measure the heart rate of brooding birds.
Measurements show that these birds often react to the appearance of airplanes
with a marked increase in heart rate, in other words they become nervous, even



if no outward reaction is visible. It thus becomes clear that the loss of time
immediately associated with taking flight is not the only effect of an airplane on
birds which must be taken into account”. L&N 3-1 Aircraft Effects on Birds.PDF

(fai.org).

This research suggests that the adverse effects of the proposed action on bird life
expectancy, reproductive success, and population size would be significant. There
are currently 16 bird species classified as endangered in Pennsylvania, any of
which could potentially depend on undisturbed habitats in the region of the
Pennsylvania Wilds. A species is considered endangered if there is a threat to its
habitat. The northern goshawk (Accipiter gentilis) was recently added to the state
list of endangered species in Pennsylvania, and a concerted effort is under way by
the Pennsylvania Game Commission to recover and protect this species.
According to the Pennsylvania Biological Survey, goshawks are “found in remote,
higher-elevation forests across northern Pennsylvania and in mountainous areas
southward, primarily in mature mixed and conifer forests with open understory.”
Historically, nesting pairs of goshawks have been documented in at least one of
the counties to be impacted by the ANG proposal. Therefore, the proposed low
altitude military training flights over the region could result in a major setback to
the recovery efforts for the northern goshawk and other species of concern in the
six-county area to be impacted by the proposed action.

The potential impact of the proposed action on Pennsylvania’s bats is equally
disturbing. Nine species of bats regularly occur in Pennsylvania, of which several
are listed as endangered by state and federal authorities. According to the
Pennsylvania Game Commission, Pennsylvania’s bats routinely make their feeding
flights in late afternoon, early evening and early morning, and thereby could
easily come into conflict with low-flying military aircraft during training flights.
Recent evidence suggests that bats may be affected by radar installations
emitting electromagnetic fields, such as civil and military air traffic control. It is
recommended that aerial habitats for bats be included in national and
international conservation policies, and as such, the impact on bats of the
proposed military training flights over Pennsylvania Wilds must be carefully
considered before moving forward with this proposal. Conservation Strategies for
Bats Flying at High Altitudes | BioScience | Oxford Academic (oup.com)




The Air National Guard has released a Draft Environmental Assessment finding of
“no significant impact on the welfare of the region.” This finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI) is premature. The National Guard must prepare a detailed
Environmental Impact Statement that includes any adverse effects and
alternatives to the proposed action. The EIS must be published where all who are
affected can view it, and the EIS should be followed up with public meetings in
each of the affected counties. (Cameron, Clinton, McKean, Elk, and Potter.)

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Sondra Wolferman

Albrightsville, Pennsylvania



From: E—
To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Duke MOA Low

Date: Saturday, November 27, 2021 7:52:52 PM

To whom it may concern at 175 wing planners,

I as a general aviation pilot enjoy aircraft and low level flying as long as it’s conducted safely.
I see 2 major safety concerns with the existing proposal.

1) The current cutout for N38 does not take the RNAV (GPS) Rwy 10 approach to n38. The
approach starts as high as 6000’ msl close to Lyman lake and the associated hold pattern. The
approach is used regularly in actual and simulated conditions.

2)We have equipped our aircraft with ADSB in/out in order to operate safely with other
aircraft. It seems it would be appropriate to have the military using the same ADSB
equipment. This would make sense before they come cruising through on these operations at
much higher speeds than we usually operate.

Thank you,

Ralih Wolstenholme



From: julie yearick

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Low altitude flight proposal
Date: Friday, December 3, 2021 6:57:52 AM
David & Julene Yearick

Living in northern Centre County, we are strongly against planes flying overhead at such low altitudes over our
property. We have ducks, geese and abundant wildlife that would be affected. Our sense of peace and tranquility in

and outside of our home would be upsetting. Thank you



From: Elizabeth Korb

To: NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org
Subject: [Non-DoD Source] DRAFT FONSI for DUKE MOA LOW
Date: Wednesday, November 3, 2021 2:57:09 PM

My name is Elizabeth Zang and | grew up in DuBois, PA. While in college | interned for the
DCNR Bureau of Forestry out of the Emporium Office. During this time | had the opportunity
to walk and drive a lot of the "PA Wilds" and enjoy the remoteness of this area. | saw baby
bears in trees, rattlesnakes, and enjoyed a remote culture unto itself.

| disagree with the Draft FONSI and believe this project will have a significant impact on the
natural and socioeconomic resources in the area.

1. It appears that DCNR's 2019 letter and concerns were ignored.

2. This project will absolutely change the serenity and likely the natural environment of the
region.

3. Although it appears from the EA that this project would be exempt from Section 4(f).
This disruptive noise would most definitely be considered a constructive use under
Section 4(f) and was not studied in the EA. All guests enjoying the publicly owned
recreational facilities in this area will be impacted and there most likely will be a use to
the aesthetics of these parks due to noise.

4. Was the noise analysis performed using a spot analysis or an average of noise over the
day? | find it hard to believe that a hovering aircraft will only increase the noise 1.6
decibels. It short spurts | imagine these aircraft will Terrify, hikers, elk, deer, mice, fish,
and disrupt the circle of life. | believe this action will have a significant noise impact. 65
dBA is enough to ruin the nature environment. Imagine an elk in the middle of giving
birth being started by a burst of 65 dBA.

5. Birds and bats will be impacted by these planes directly (by being hit) and indirectly
from the noise bursts and | believe the impact to be significant. This could impact
migration patterns of birds and monarchs - was this studied?

6. Recreational visitors will be less likely to frequent this area if they know wildlife will just
be scared off by low flying planes. Most of the trees in the area are 100ft. tall. Planes at
100ft. seems ridiculous.

Please consider another alternative. These are my personal views and do not represent the
views of my employer.

Elizabeth Zang
Environmental Scientist




Appendix H
Comments Received on the Draft EA

Section 2
Agency & Stakeholder Comments Received



Agency/Stakeholder/Special Interest Group Comments Received

Last Name First Name Agency/Stakeholder/Special Interest Group Date Received
Adams Dunn Cindy PA Department of Conservation and Natural Resources December 23, 2021
Beck Alicia Sugar Valley Watershed Association December 22, 2021
Board of Directors Responsible Drilling Association December 31, 2021
Brennan Julie Clinton County Economic Partnership & Visitors Bureau December 31, 2021
Calvert Jeffrey Eastern States Trails Endurance Alliance December 30, 2021
Corcoran Sarah Sierra Club Pennsylvania Chapter December 30, 2021
Cramer Alicia US Endowment for Forestry and Communities November 29, 2021
Denk David NY State Department of Environmental Conservation November 19, 2021
Enos Tataboline PA Wilds Center for Entrepreneurship November 5, 2021
Enos Tataboline PA Wilds Center for Entrepreneurship November 12, 2021
Faraguna Nicole PA Department of Conservation and Natural Resources November 23, 2021
Faraguna Nicole PA Department of Conservation and Natural Resources January 21, 2022
Furlong Sharon Bucks Environmental Action November 22, 2021
Gallagher Brian Western Pennsylvania Conservancy December 7, 2021
Goldner Harold Delaware Valley Amateur Astronomers December 27, 2021
Grace Sean Hawk Mountain Sanctuary Association December 7, 2021
Hicks Craig PA Chapter of The Wildlife Society December 22, 2021
Houser Donald Berkshire Hathaway Energy Company GT&S November 29, 2021
Jodun Wade Clinton County Conservation District December 7, 2021
Lenker Brook Keystone Trails Association December 23, 2021
Master Terry PA Ornithological Technical Committee December 27, 2021
Molesevich Michael Noise Free America December 30, 2021
Mowery Marci Pennsylvania Parks & Forests Foundation December §, 2021
Nagle Cheryl PA State Historic Preservation Office November 23, 2021
Nagle Cheryl PA State Historic Preservation Office January 14, 2022
Nagle Cheryl PA State Historic Preservation Office December 22, 2022
Nicholas Sara Hawk Mountain Sanctuary Association December 13, 2021
PA Forester PA Department of Conservation and Natural Resources November 10, 2021

Bureau of Forestry

Salinas Martin Pennsylvania State Camp Association December 28, 2021
Scafini Michael Pennsylvania Mammal Technical Committee December 28, 2021
Schultz David Clearfield-Lawrence Township Joint Airport Authority November 18, 2021
Shenk Kyle The Conservation Fund December 31, 2021
Shields Amy Allegheny Hardwood Utilization Group December 31, 2021
Shirk Wanda Susquehannock Trail Club December 18, 2021
Tarver Carrie U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 3 December 30, 2021
Umstead-Singer | Geralyn Conservation & Natural Resources Advisory Council November 11, 2021
Umstead-Singer | Geralyn Conservation & Natural Resources Advisory Council December 27, 2021
Vant-Hull Brian Hyner Hang Gliding Club December 7, 2021

Williams Lisa Pennsylvania Game Commission December 8§, 2021

Woodwell Davitt Pennsylvania Environmental Council December 28, 2021




From: Handshew, Terry on behalf of Dunn, Cindy Adams

To: HUGHES, BENJAMIN C Capt USAF ANG 175 WG/PA; NGB A4/A4A NEPA COMMENTS Org; ROBINSON, DEVIN T Lt
Col USAF ANG ANG/CC/PA; ; ANDRIEU, JEFFREY M Maj USAF ANG ANGRC/A4AD;
KUCHAREK, KRISTT L GS-1

Cc: Faraguna, Nicole

Subject: [URL Verdict: Neutral][Non-DoD Source] Duke Low MOA Comments

Date: Thursday, December 23, 2021 9:02:49 AM

Attachments: DCNRcomments Dukel owMOA.pdf

Please find attached the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources response
to the Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) for Modification of Duke Military Operations Area

(“MOA”) as issued by the Air national Guard (ANG) at Joint Base Andrews for the proposed

modification of the Duke Military Operations Airspace (MOA) to accommodate training for the 75th

Wing, Maryland ANG.

Thank you

Cindy Adams Dunn

Secretary

Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
400 Market Street | Hbg, PA 17105

Phone: 717.772.9084 | Fax: 717.772.9106

www.dcnr.state.pa.us
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December 23, 2021
Maryland National Guard’s Public Affair

Office
Capt Ben Hughes

ngb.a4.a4a.nepa.comments.org@us.af.mil

Pennsylvania National Guard’s Public Affair
Office
CPT Travis Mueller

Air National Guard’s Public Affairs Office
Lt Col Devin Robinson

Major Jeftrey Andrieu

Kristi Kucharek, GS-13

Airspace NEPA Program Manager
Air National Guard Readiness Center
3501 Fletchet Avenue

Joint Base Andrews, MD 20762

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Department of Natural
Resources and Conservation ("DCNR”, ”Department”) is responding to the Draft Environmental
Assessment (DEA) for Modification of Duke Military Operations Area (“MOA”) as issued by
the Air National Guard (ANG) at Joint Base Andrews for the proposed modification of the Duke
Military Operations Airspace (MOA) to accommodate training for the 175" Wing, Maryland
ANG.

Dear National Guard NEPA Review Team:

Upon review of the Draft Environmental Assessment, the DCNR finds the analysis significantly
lacking and inadequate. The DEA does not include the comprehensive analysis necessary to
examine the full, cumulative impacts of the proposed activity on this region, nor does it fully
consider the social and economic vitality that comes with the natural, historic, cultural, and rural
character of the region, known as the Pennsylvania Wilds. In fact, it seems to disregard the
significant investments made through federal, state, local and private investments to reinforce the
region’s tourism, agricultural, forest products, and outdoor recreation economies. Furthermore, it
fails to assess the impacts of the noise to the region, particularly in terms of frequency,
suddenness, and intensity.

Please ensure the Department’s comments below are included in any decisions that are made
regarding moving forward with the proposed action.

Sincerely,
Jud] Ll lans

Cindy Adams Dunn
Secretary

Office of the Secretary
Rachel Carson State Office Building | P.O. Box 8767 | Harrisburg, PA 17105-8767 | 717.772.9084 | F 717.772.9106 | www.dcnr.pa.gov
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PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION AND NATURAL RESOURCES
OFFICIAL COMMENTS REGARDING THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FOR
MODIFICATION OF DUKE MILITARY OPERATIONS AREA

RELEASED OCTOBER 2021
COMMENTS SUBMITTED 12/23/2021

OVERVIEW

The PA Wilds is a 12%: -county area that offers tremendous outdoor experiences, some of the best in the
nation, with 29 state parks, 50 state game lands, 8 state forests, abundant wildlife and hundreds of miles
of land and water trails. The amount of public land in the region — more than one million acres — is
comparable to Yellowstone. The region is home to the largest elk herd in the northeast and is an
internationally renowned dark sky area, among the darkest in the country. While the abundant nature
draws many to the region, visitors also come to experience the area’s rich oil and lumber heritage and
authentic small towns.

The PA Wilds is surrounded by major tourism markets. More than 50 million people live within a day's
drive of the region, making it an attractive place to for many people to hunt, bike, hike, camp, fish, canoe
and more.

DCNR launched the PA Wilds Conservation Landscape (learn more about DCNR’s conservation
landscape initiative here) in 2003 in collaboration with the Pennsylvania Department of Community and
Economic Development (“DCED”) and the county governments of the region. Partners aimed to
revitalize communities, create lasting economic opportunities, and improve quality of life — all while
inspiring a stewardship ethic in residents and visitors. What began as a vision shared by state agencies and
elected officials on both sides of the aisle has transformed into a grassroots effort involving dozens of
partners and champions at the local, state, and federal level.

DCNR, alone, has invested over $180 million in the region since 2003. This investment, along with
investments from federal and state agencies, private foundations, and the dollars leveraged regionally,
make evident that the PA Wilds is one of the most heavily invested regions in the state, per capita.

Today, thanks to the work of many organizations, businesses and individuals, the tourism and outdoor
recreation industries are driving economic forces in the PA Wilds region -- a $1.8 billion industry that
makes up 11 percent of the region’s economy.

The proposed actions by the MD ANG will impact a significant portion of the PA Wilds and the region’s
economic prosperity, particularly as it is a prime tourism destination. The region has already been hit hard
recently, due to the COVID-19 pandemic; even as interest in outdoor recreation soared, much of the
hospitality industry that caters to that interest group (restaurants, gift shops, B&Bs, hotels, bars, and pubs)
struggled to manage COVID restrictions and anxious consumers. One factor that has been reinforced
through the pandemic is the public’s interest in outdoor recreation and finding solace, peace of mind, and
participating in healthful activities in nature. The PA Wilds outdoor recreation economy has experienced
its challenges but is poised to only grow as a result of the increased interest in the outdoors. However, the
proposed Duke Low MOA could significantly hinder the region’s ability to grow this economy, and it
could have adverse impacts on the region’s tourism and destination brand.
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According to the state’s tourism bureau, “between 2009 and 2017, visitor spending in the Pennsylvania
Wilds grew an average of 42.6% and tourism employment increased by 20%.” As of 2015, the region
boasted 7.6 million visits a year for day trips and 4.4 million overnight visits.

Unfortunately, the proposed Duke Low MOA would drastically change the character of this region and
the numerous state parks and forests that shape its unique conservation landscape and wilderness and,
subsequently, alter the region’s tourism economy.

Under Article 1 Section 27 of Pennsylvania’s constitution, the state is a trustee of the commonwealth’s
public natural resources. Article 1, Section 27 states:

The people have a right to clean air, pure water, and to the preservation of the natural, scenic,
historic and esthetic values of the environment. Pennsylvania's public natural resources are the
common property of all the people, including generations yet to come. As trustee of these
resources, the Commonwealth shall conserve and maintain them for the benefit of all the people.

State parks and forests are held in the public natural resource trust. As a trustee, the commonwealth must
conserve and maintain the corpus of the trust for future generations. As a trustee, the DCNR must prevent
and remedy any degradation, diminution, or depletion of the natural resources. So, the public natural
resource trust must be compensated for any impacts to it. The Department recognizes the need for
realistic pilot training within the ANG but has serious concerns regarding the cumulative impacts of the
proposed Duke Low MOA to the quality of life and economy of the PA Wilds region. The Department
believes that these proposed low-level training activities are not compatible with the nature of this
wilderness area and could adversely impact the natural resources and wildlife we protect; impede
Pennsylvanians’ constitutional right to the preservation of the natural, scenic, historic, and esthetic values
of the environment in our parks and forests; and harm the people and businesses that rely on these lands
for their livelihood.

REQUEST FOR A FULL EIS

The Department requests the ANG complete a full Environmental Impact Statement (“EIS”), and finds
the issuance of the draft Finding of No Significant Impact (“FONSI”) inadequate and premature for the
following reasons:

a) The ANG disregards § 989.16 Environmental Impact Statement, which provides that,

(a) Certain classes of environmental impacts normally require preparation of an EIS (40
CFR 1501.4). These include, but are not limited to:

(1) Potential for significant degradation of the environment.
(2) Potential for significant threat or hazard to public health or safety.

(3) Substantial environmental controversy concerning the significance or nature of the
environmental impact of a proposed action.

The proposal for Duke Low MOA clearly meets all three of these conditions and yet was not addressed by
the ANG.

-2-
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b)

d)

The DEA is entitled, “Draft EA for Airspace Modification of Duke MOA” yet in several sections
of the document, it clearly states that the intent of the DEA is to create a new, separate MOA,
rather than just modify an existing MOA. As indicated by the following:
a. Section 1.1, page 1-2: “[t]he Duke Low MOA would underly the existing Duke
airspace....”
b. Section 3.0, page 3-1: “[t]he affected environment and assessment of environmental
consequences focuses on the modification of the Duke MOA to create a Duke Low
MOA”.
c. Section 2.2, page 2-1: 1) “[t]he vertical limits would be defined as 100 feet AGL to 7,999
feet MSL.”
d. Section 2.2, page 2-1: 2):“[t]he Duke Low MOA may be activated separately from the
Duke MOA or concurrently as needed....”

Clearly, the intention of the proposed DEA goes well beyond a “minor” modification to the
existing airspace; and the proposal suggests the airspace would be more likely used separate
from, rather than in conjunction with, the higher-altitude airspace. Because the ANG is proposing
this as its own airspace, this will result in concentrated usage within the proposed Duke Low
MOA with much more profound impacts than suggested. This action requires the much more in-
depth analysis of an EIS.

An EIS must be prepared where the proposed action will affect “unique characteristics of the
geographic area, such as proximity to historic or cultural resources, park lands, prime farmlands,
wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas. (40 C.F.R. § 1508.27(b)(3)).” The
DEA does point out some of the unique qualities of the region that support its agricultural,
outdoor recreation, and tourism industries. This portion of the PA Wilds region includes 10 state
parks (including an internationally renowned dark sky preserve) and five additional state parks
just beyond the boundary of the proposed Duke Low MOA, 395,647 acres of state forests, 35,690
acres of state game lands, the Hammersley Wild Area (which is the most remote natural area in
the Commonwealth), the largest wild elk population in the northeastern part of the country, the
Austin Dam, the Pine Creek Gorge and more. However, the DEA fails to adequately assess the
broad impacts of the proposed Duke Low MOA on these unique elements such that the
conclusion can be drawn that there is no significant impact. The noise assessment and subsequent
information is presented in the DEA without modeling and accompanying documentation,
rendering it difficult to evaluate the proposed impacts. The DCNR requested additional
information on November 24™ (see Appendix B) from the ANG regarding the NoiseMAP
modeling and subsequent data and notations to understand the conclusions outlined in the DEA.
A request for an extended comment period was also included in this request to allow the
Department to adequately review and analyze this new information. On December 16", DCNR
received the Draft Noise Study for Modification of Duke Military Operations Area (June 2021).
This document was neither finalized nor provided to the public along with the other DEA
documents. DCNR also did not receive the NoiseMAP (and related) native files from the analysis,
as requested. DCNR once again is requesting the noise modeling data and native files (e.g., ARE,
BPS, GRD, CRO, MCM, BASEOPS files, etc.) that resulted from the noise study conducted
specific to the Duke Low MOA.

The Draft Noise Study indicates that the Duke Low MOA would be “four hours a day, twice per
day, two hours at a time, with no more than six aircraft, approximately 170 days per year.” The
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DEA states “[e]xpected usage would be two hours per day, twice per day, one hour at a time, with
no more than six total aircraft on the days of activation, approximately 170 days per year.” The
FAQ posted on the Duke Low MOA website states training will occur “one to two hours a day,
two to three times a week.” These discrepancies make it extremely difficult for the public and
stakeholders to review these documents and fully understand the proposed actions and the
potential impacts. A full EIS would require a much more thorough process and ensure that such
discrepancies are corrected and the public is reviewing consistent, accurate information.

US Environmental Protection Agency (“USEPA”) stated in its comments to the ANG that “the
impacts from low altitude flying could be substantial, and both impacts and alternatives should be
carefully evaluated.” The USEPA recommends “that alternative locations, alterations of the
MOA, operational alternatives, or other alternatives be thoroughly evaluated in the EA for the
Low MOA, and the details of each alternative, including the “no action” alternative be clearly
presented in the comparative form for easy interpretation.” DCNR asserts that the DEA as drafted
by the MD ANG does not provide the necessary level of detailed analysis of the potential and
cumulative impacts nor does it offer a full study of viable alternatives.

The DEA process does not adequately recognize nor analyze the significant impacts of the new
proposed low MOA, which would have a floor of 100 feet AGL. The DCNR has several
questions related to this lack of analysis. What is the probability that low-level training could
present dangerous scenarios on the ground? For example, how often do aircrafts participating in
this type of military training crash, cause injury on the ground, damage property, trigger forest
fires, etc.? What specific preventative measures on the part of the ANG are made to reduce these
risks? What actions are taken by the ANG to prepare residents and emergency response crews to
respond to these types of related incidents?

The Maryland ANG fails to demonstrate the need for this proposal, the creation of Duke Low
MOA. It simply states, “[u]nder the No Action Alternative, the 175 WG would continue to
experience training shortfalls that negatively impact combat readiness and pilot safety.” However,
the DEA does not demonstrate a significant shortage in trained pilots to warrant dismissal of the
No Action Alternative or the continuation of the training protocols that are currently in use. The
DEA notes that 79 percent of pilots have achieved the training necessary to fly 500 feet AGL or
below. The MD ANG does not demonstrate why 100% of its pilots must meet this requirement or
why the training must be as low as 100 feet AGL.

Although the ANG did include some very brief (paragraph-long) rationales for dismissing
alternate sites, the DEA lacked any detail in terms of how these sites were analyzed and vetted, in
accordance with Sec. 102 [42 USC § 4332] et eq. of the National Environmental Policy Act.
DCNR responds to specific shortcomings of the ANG’s limited analysis throughout these
comments.

In light of the recent Executive Order (“Tackling the Climate Crisis at Home and Abroad”)
signed by President Biden on January 27, 2021 directing “federal agencies to develop programs,
policies, and activities to address the disproportionate health, environmental, economic, and
climate impacts on disadvantaged communities,” the DCNR requests the ANG perform a more
in-depth analysis regarding the impacts of this proposal on the 22 environmental justice and
otherwise distressed communities within the proposed footprint of the new low MOA. (See
Appendix A)

One of the most important reasons for completion of the EIS process is that the public outreach
and engagement strategies administered by the ANG in conjunction with this process were
wholly lacking in educating key stakeholders and adequately informing the rural population of
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the proposed action. ANG posted the information on their website and provided hard copies in
four libraries within the impacted area. There were numerous stakeholders who were not
adequately informed of the proposal, including elected officials. ANG’ failed to comply with
NEPA (42 United States Code [U.S.C.] 4321-4347), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ)
Regulations (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] §§ 1500—1508), and the Environmental
Impact Analysis Process (“EIAP”) (32 CFR Part 989), all of which mandate the public’s
participation and input. DCNR recognizes that the ANG may believe that the Environmental
Assessment (“EA”) process does not require a full public outreach strategy that includes scoping
meetings and other public meetings and forums; however, this lack of direct outreach is a
disservice to this rural community, which spans six counties, and reinforces why a full EIS
process is necessary. This large, rural region lacks basic broadband infrastructure impeding
residents’ ability to obtain information through the internet. In-person meetings are the best
method of disseminating information throughout this region, and while initially challenging
because of the COVID-19 pandemic, they can be arranged to be held safely to accommodate the
public. DCNR recommends a full EIS process that includes at least one meeting in every county
that is impacted. Additionally, the ANG failed to distribute the DEA documents to key
stakeholders, even those listed in their outreach section, including DCNR’s executive staff, who
explicitly requested the information. DCNR has received copies of numerous requests for public
meetings in regard to the MD ANG’s proposal, including from the following:
a. Governor Tom Wolf
U.S. Senator Bob Casey
Congressmen Fred Keller, Dan Meuser, and Glen Thompson
Pennsylvania State Senator Chris Dush
Pennsylvania State Representative Greg Vitali (Democratic Chair, Environmental
Resources and Energy Committee)
Pennsylvania State Representatives Mike Armanini and Stephanie Borowicz
Pennsylvania State Representative Martin Causer
Potter County Commissioners
Conservation and Natural Resources Advisory Council
PA Wilds Center for Entrepreneurship — also circulated a sign-on letter that included
dozens of individuals, businesses, elected officials, and nonprofits, including:
i. Green Township Board of Supervisors
ii. Borough of Ridgeway
iii. Bradford Area Alliance
iv. Johnsonburg Borough
v. Clinton County Visitor’s Bureau
vi. Clinton County Commissioners
vii. Pennsylvania Association of Sustainable Agriculture
viii. PA Route 6 Alliance
ix. US Endowment for Forestry and Communities
Finally, there are significant discrepancies between the FAQ as developed by the ANG and the
proposed actions identified in the DEA, suggesting the need for better communication and
information sharing. For example, the published FAQ on the 175" Wing’s website notes under
the public statement that “typically, no more than two to four aircraft will be in the airspace at
any one time.” However, on page 2-1 of the DEA, the Proposed Action section states “with no
more than six total aircraft on the days of activation.” It is extremely difficult for the public to
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reach a clear conclusion and understanding of the proposal, based on simply reading the
documents provided by the ANG.

The Department has experienced significant challenges in communicating with the ANG. In fact, during
the time period in which the ANG first notified DCNR about the proposal and released the DEA, ANG
point of contacts changed at least three times. DCNR’s questions and requests often went unanswered or
there were significant delays (weeks or even months) in response on the part of the ANG. In addition,
contact information for the primary contacts listed on the ANG’s website and FAQs are incorrect (and
remain incorrect as of December 21, 2021).

REQUEST FOR IMPROVED PUBLIC OUTREACH AND ENGAGEMENT

DCNR is aware of several organizations and entities that have requested public meetings and an extended
comment deadline. DCNR echoes these requests as full transparency is imperative considering the nature
of this proposal could have lasting impacts on the quality of life and livelihoods of those living in this
region.

a) Specifically, DCNR requests that the MD ANG hold in-person public meetings in each of the
counties that fall within the Duke Low MOA footprint. These meetings should be held to inform
the public and provide another opportunity for public participation; therefore, comments and
information received at these meetings should be incorporated into the EA/EIS documents.

b) The MD ANG should consider virtual engagement in these meetings as well considering that
many individuals have vested interests in this region but live outside it.

¢) The MD ANG should exercise due diligence in informing as many members of this rural area as
possible, as well as those who live outside the region who may have vested interests or could be
impacted by the proposed actions.

d) DCNR is aware of a large plain sect community within the PA Wilds. DCNR requests that the
MD ANG ensures the Amish and Mennonite communities are contacted and engaged in regard to
this proposal.

e) Although the Department appreciates the limited extension of the public comment period by 16
days, granted by the ANG and National Guard Bureau, the current timeline is problematic for
many, considering end-of-the-year reporting requirements, holiday travel and vacations, etc. The
ANG should consider an extension of the December 31, 2021 comment deadline.

GENERAL QUESTIONS RELATED TO THE DEA

a) What is the anticipated usage over the next five, ten or fifteen years? If the usage increases
beyond 170 days, will another full EA be conducted?

b) Does the MD ANG anticipate allowing this airspace to be used by other wings or military
branches? Will any ANG wing or US military unit that requests the use of this airspace be
permitted to fly in the Duke Low MOA? What criteria will the MD ANG use to make these
decisions?

c) The references that are included in this report are grossly outdated. For example, the average date
for the list of noise-released resources is 1999. Nearly half of the noise-related citations are dated
before the year 2000. What recent research has the ANG conducted or collected that reflects more
accurate comparisons in regard to technology, health, economic indicators, pollution,
environmental protection, wildlife impacts (particularly migrating birds and elk), etc.?

d) The DEA contains several references to the importance of tourism to this region's economy, yet
the DEA still summarily dismisses how very low-level pilot training could impact the number of
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visitors and the amount of money spent by visitors if this proposal were to be approved. Has the
ANG done this analysis? Please provide the methodology for the relied-upon economic
predictions and analysis.

Has the ANG conducted a full inventory of the number of farms that maintain livestock? Will it
specifically avoid low-altitude flyovers of these areas?

How will pilots avoid congested areas of cities, towns, settlements, or open-air assemblies of
people (including state parks, festivals, etc.)?

Why should state parks be held to a 500 feet altitude floor when the FAA Advisory Circular AC
NO: 91-36D recommends that National Parks be permitted a 2,000 feet minimum safe altitude
floor? Please explain the difference in treatment.

If the Duke Low MOA were to be established and the region were to experience significant
impacts due to the activity and increased noise levels, what actions or remedies would the ANG
take to alleviate these impacts?

Would the low-flying aircraft conducting training maneuvers in the proposed Duke Low MOA
utilize Electronic Countermeasures (ECMs) that would impact radar, GPS or other
communications systems used within the region, particularly by law enforcement agencies or
emergency respondents?

Where can people send their complaints of low-flying aircraft improperly using the airspace?
What remedies will be made by ANG once a complaint is made?

TIONS/COMMENTS RELATED TO DEA

In further review of the DEA, DCNR submits the following comments specific to sections of the DEA:

1.5 Resources Not Carried Forward

Farmlands: The scope of the DEA focuses on the land use impacts and does not recognize the
impacts on current agricultural activities, production, and businesses. What analysis has been
done to fully assess the economic impacts on dairy and other livestock operations where the
proposed low-altitude training could impact fertility and reproduction, lactation, or cause harm or
injury to farm animals?

Environmental Justice and Children’s Environmental Health and Safety Risks: There are 22
communities within 11 census tracts that are categorized as environmental justice areas within the
footprint of the proposed Low MOA. These communities experience high levels of poverty;
typically, low-income communities bear a disproportionate share of adverse environmental
impacts. Two of the communities - Westport and Renovo in Clinton County - are designated as
health equity zones by a consortium of health experts comprising a Regional Accountable Health
Council (“RACH”). The communities of Westport and Renovo have higher than average,
compared to the state average, adult and child emergency department visits, obesity rates,
percentage of smokers, percentage reporting poor mental health, percentage with asthma. One’s
environment greatly impacts Medicaid outcomes, such as those aforementioned. In October 2021,
Governor Wolf issued an Environmental Justice Executive Order siting Article 1, Section 27 of
the Constitution of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the Environmental Rights Amendment,
to support the fact that “all Pennsylvanians are entitled to fair and equitable treatment and
meaningful involvement in decision-making that affects their environment, communities, homes,
livelihoods, and health.” What outreach has ANG done specifically with these communities in
regards to this proposal? What was the methodology used to evaluate the impacts from the
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Proposed Actions to low-income and/or minority populations? What will be done to limit the
impacts of noise on these communities considering equity not equality?

Visual Effects: Cherry Springs State Park is nearly as remote and wild today as it was two
centuries ago. Named for its large stands of black cherry trees, the park offers one of the most
impressive dark sky experiences in the state. Night sky enthusiasts from all over the world flock
to the park to experience amazing great views of the Milky Way, planets, and hard-to-see
astronomical objects and phenomena. Cherry Spring State Park, the second area in the entire
world to be designated an International Dark Sky area, also offers a wide variety of
environmental education programs year-round. Visitors gain appreciation and awareness toward
the natural, cultural, and historical resources through guided walks and hands-on activities. The
park’s viewing area and observational field sit atop a 2,300-foot-high mountain with state forest
all around, effectively shielding the park from nearby light. The park is one of Pennsylvania’s
most visited and experienced a 316% increase in June visitors from 2020 to 2021. What
considerations have been made by the ANG to ensure the integrity of these dark skies even with
higher altitude flights (e.g., 1000 feet AGL) that may occur at night within the low MOA? What
guarantees can the ANG offer to ensure flights below altitudes of 1000 feet AGL do not occur or
have no impacts on this designated dark sky preserve?

2.1 Selection criteria

The criteria suggest the proposed sites must be within 200 miles of Martin State Airport,
Baltimore, Maryland. However, the MD ANG notes that the current and previous trainings have
occurred in and around Tuscon, Arizona. Why has this selection criteria changed so drastically?
Why must the floor be as low as 100 feet AGL? Nowhere in the DEA does the ANG explicitly
explain the need for such low-level flying.

2.2 Proposed Action

There is a discrepancy in the DEA and the FAQs regarding the maximum number of aircraft that
will be in the airspace at one time. What is the maximum number of aircraft that will actually be
in the airspace at one time?

What is the weekend usage of this airspace? In the FAQ it suggests minimal usage, but in the
DEA, it indicates regular usage on Saturdays.

The vertical limits of the proposed low MOA are set between 100 feet AGL and 7,999 feet MSL
which suggests this airspace will be segregated from the higher altitude airspace and is an entirely
new MOA. Please confirm.

The proposed minimum altitudes over the state parks are not consistent nor do they provide
ample protection for wildlife or visitors. FAA Advisory Circular AC NO: 91-36D recommends
2000 feet altitude floors over national parks, monuments, preserves, wildlife refuges, critical
habitat areas, and sanctuaries. If the Duke Low MOA were to be established, DCNR would
request the same level of protections (i.e., 2000 feet AGL minimum) provided to national parks
be provided to our state parks and natural areas.

The DEA states “[n]ightime operations (defined as sunset until 10:00 p.m.) at low altitude (below
500 feet AGL) would be limited to above 1,000 feet AGL.” However, the FAQ issued with the
DEA states “[w]eckend and nighttime operations at low-altitude would be limited.” DCNR has
concerns regarding low-level flying within the Cherry Springs Dark Sky Preserve. Could the MD
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ANG please clarify its expectations related to nighttime operations? If these operations do extend
below 1000 feet AGL, would another EA be issues to evaluate the impacts of these actions?

2.3 Alternatives dismissed

This section of the DEA provides short summary paragraphs of why specific areas or facilities are
insufficient for the 175" Wing to train. However, some of the information is either lacking or misleading.

Modification of the Evers MOA

e DCNR would like the MD ANG to provide a better analysis and justification as to why this
airspace, due to mountainous terrain and sparse radio coverage, is less suitable than the proposed
Duke Low MOA, which has similar terrain and radio limitations.

e Specifically, please provide the data and mapping tools used to determine that the vast area of the
Evers MOA cannot be expanded below 1,000 feet AGL.

Creation of a new stand-alone MOA

e The MD ANG has been training at Davis Monthan AFB in Tuscon, Arizona for the past several
years, which is far beyond the 200 nautical miles (NM) distance from Martin State Airport, as
required in the DEA as specific criteria. The DEA does not provide sufficient explanation as to
why this airspace is no longer available or viable. Please explain why this airspace is no longer
viable. Please explain why the ANG is only focused on the area within 200 NM of Martin State
Airport, rather than considering existing low MOAs already established elsewhere in neighboring
states.

e  Which other areas in the southwestern United States and near the Davis-Monthan AFB, have
been considered by the MD ANG for this low-altitude training?

e  Were there other established MOAs in other parts of the country that were evaluated for this
purpose? Please share the process in which you reviewed and assessed these airspaces. If no other
established MOAs were evaluated, please explain why not.

Farmville and Pickett MOASs

e Please provide further explanation as to why Farmville and Pickett MOAs may not be suitable for
these training purposes.

e The DEA suggests the Farmville MOA in Virginia is primarily used by army helicopters;
however, through some general research, DCNR discovered that this airspace is used to train
pilots flying various fighter jets, including F-15s, F-16s, and F-22s, and that this MOA has a floor
of 300 feet AGL.

e Explain in detail why the Farmville MOA that is currently used for low-level training has been
determined not viable by the MD ANG for the training of A10 pilots.

MTRs

In a Spotlight PA article entitled “The Pennsylvania Wilds is known for quiet. Residents worry fighter jet
training will disturb the silence,” published on December 2, 2021, the following quote by Jamie Flanders,
airspace manager for the Air National Guard, was included in the article:

“Military routes already go down to 100 feet, so there should be no change,” Flanders said. “If you re not
affected now, you won'’t be affected later.”
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The article noted that Flanders explained that the change would “allow for multi-directional training
flights, as opposed to flights in one direction.”

The quote by Mr. Flanders suggests that the proposed MOA would be nothing more than what is
already occurring other than directional patterns. He is suggesting that the proposed Duke Low
Mow would be no different in terms of frequency and training operations compared to what is
currently taking place in the MTRs. Is this an accurate statement?

The diagram of MTRs on page 3-5 of the DEA shows VR-704/707 traversing the very
southwestern edge of the proposed Duke Low MOA. Is this the MTR to which Mr. Flanders is
referring? If so, wouldn’t that suggest that the MTR activity is only impacting a very small
portion of the proposed area under consideration for the Duke Low MOA?

Could the ANG confirm the number of training operations that take place in a given year within
the MTRs that traverse the proposed Duke LOW MOA, including altitude data?

If MTRs allow for training to go down to 100ft AGL, as Mr. Flanders notes in this article, and
there would be no change, then why is the Duke Low MOA needed at all, let alone such a large
area encompassing 1717 square nautical miles?

2.4 No Action Alternative

DCNR recognizes the importance for the military to provide suitable training opportunities for pilots.
However, the MD ANG does not provide a clear rationale for why specific training locations are no
longer available or what the MD ANG has done to resolve scheduling conflicts.

3.1.2.4 Existing Aircraft

It would be helpful for the assessment to clarify in Table 3-2 the number of annual aircraft at
various altitudes within the proposed Duke Low MOA. Since the proposed low MOA extends to
7,999 feet MSL, much of this activity could be occurring at much higher altitudes, with limited
impacts. The DEA does note that much of the training activity that may already be occurring
within the proposed low MOA (below 8,000 feet MSL) occurs above 1,000 feet MSL. This
indicates that the residents are not accustomed to the types of training maneuvers that will
become frequent if the Duke Low MOA is approved.

Also, has the MD ANG coordinated with local airports or regional airport authorities to determine
anticipated increases in air traffic or strategic efforts to expand usage of these airports and
regional hubs?

Please address Duke Low MOA impacts to emergency rescue operations that occur within the PA
Wilds. Would the MOA be deactivated to allow for emergency aircraft to traverse the airspace?
Climate change has resulted in more frequent wildfires in Pennsylvania. DCNR coordinates with
various partners when combating wildfires, often relying on aircraft to provide additional support
to ground crews. Air tankers supply large quantities of water; helicopters provide air
reconnaissance, and other aircraft, as needed transport supplies. How would the ANG coordinate
with DCNR and other agencies and responders during these events?

3.2 Noise

Despite the DEA noting that areas “beneath the proposed MOA would intermittently experience
aircraft overflights that would range from loud to very loud, exceeding 75 dBA Luax at any given
point on the ground, the MD ANG concludes that the proposed action would “have long-term
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minor adverse effects on the noise environment...” due to low-altitude military overflights in
areas beneath the proposed Duke Low MOA.” The factual statements in the DEA do not support
the ANG’s conclusion. The DEA fails to provide the modeling methodology and subsequent data
(e.g., inputs and results) used to determine the “environmental consequences” of its noise
assessment.

Please define and categorize “long-term minor adverse effects” and indicate if there are areas
within the region that are more vulnerable than others due to topography or landscape.

The DEA measures average increase over long periods of time. There is no sufficient analysis of
increased dBAs in relation to ambient noise levels in those moments when aircraft are flying low
altitude. There is also no explanation as to how baseline data has been acquired and studied.
DCNR submitted a specific request to collect this methodology and data on November 24, 2021
(see Appendix B).

According to the study /mpulse noise and risk criteria (Starck 2003), “[i]Jmpulse noise causes
evidently more severe hearing loss than steady state noise.” Noise levels associated with low-
altitude flights can have impulsive characteristics, including rapid onset. Impulse noise is a
category of noise which includes unwanted, instantaneous sharp sounds, and can be a result of
low-altitude aircraft. These variables were not evaluated in the DEA, which instead focused
primarily on averaged data. We request modelling that reflects the impacts of noise harshness on
both humans and wildlife, specifically threatened and endangered species.

The DEA fails to assess the full impacts of low-altitude training maneuvers of fighter jets that
tend to operate at much higher decibels. In addition, will the airspace be made available to aircraft
beyond the four listed in the DEA? If, for example, F-22s or F-35s are permitted to fly within the
Duke Low MOA, what would be the anticipated floor (100 feet AGL) and how often might these
aircraft use this low-altitude airspace? What environmental assessments, including noise studies,
would be required if additional aircraft beyond those listed in the DEA are permitted to fly in this
low airspace?

In section 3.3.4.1, the DEA asserts that “[t]he Proposed Action could affect utilization of the
landscape; however, land use effects associated with aircraft noise would be short-term.” This
short-sighted assessment does not recognize the full impacts of long-term low altitude flying in a
region that has essentially branded itself as a destination for immersion in nature. Please explain
how the short-term yet persistent aircraft noise would not detrimentally impact immersion in
nature. As stated above, impulse noise can be more disturbing and harmful than sustained noises;
in addition, “short-term” suggests a short period of time. The proposal clearly states that the
activity will occur nearly every other day. The Department does not consider this to constitute
short term. If other wings or branches request use of this space, will that expand the usage beyond
170 days?

Section 3.3.4.1 also states that “[t]he Proposed Action would not alter, prohibit, or otherwise limit
the public’s access to the recreational areas beneath the Duke Low MOA.” Although there may
not be military restrictions that will prevent the public from accessing this area, people may
voluntarily opt out of visiting natural areas within the region because of concerns of sudden,
intense, and increased noise levels. Please explain how the ANG took this fact into consideration.

3.3 Affected Environment

On page 3-27, the DEA states that “[t]here are no national or state designated wild and scenic
rivers under the proposed airspace.” However, DCNR wants to note that Pine Creek is a PA
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designated scenic rivers and just outside the boundary of the proposed MOA. Aso, while not wild
and scenic rivers, Driftwood Branch is located within the proposed low MOA as are the upper
reaches of the Clarion and Bennet Branch. See PA Scenic River Program.

3.4 Biological Resources

An environmental review was not conducted by the DCNR, or any other state resource agency
(PA Game Commission or PA Fish and Boat Commission), using the Pennsylvania Natural
Diversity Inventory (“PNDI”) maintained by the Pennsylvania Natural Heritage Program
(“PNHP”). Through PNDI, resource agencies communicate with organizations/companies
wishing to undertake projects in the commonwealth, especially projects requiring permitting or
NEPA coordination. Cursory review of data reveals significant reason to conduct PNDI reviews
with agencies. This information is not to imply that all of these features would potentially be
impacted, but the point is that the agencies should have been given that opportunity to comment
on a potential impact.
o Over 300 environmental review species habitat polygons are present or extend within the
Duke Low MOA proposed area.
o Of those, almost 200 unique occurrences of species habitats are present or extend within
the project area.
o Over 50 different species are represented, including federal T&E and state-listed species
of concern.
= More about PNDI and habitat polygons: PNDI, which is maintained by the
PNHP, is a unique and important conservation tool because it is based on verified
species data found at locations across the Commonwealth. The species habitat
polygons are based on known occurrences of species data. For each species,
PNHP and agency scientists map species populations and natural communities by
delineating a spatial representation of their habitat. Habitat polygons for each
species are created digitally using aerial photography and a geographic
information system (“GIS”). For animals, habitat polygons are determined based
on species habitat requirements, including breeding, feeding, nesting, and
dispersing. In contrast to animals, plants are relatively immobile, and therefore
the community supporting the species is determined to be the habitat polygon.
The parameters for the creation of the species habitat polygons were developed
by PNHP staff and the four agencies with jurisdictional authority for the species
in PNDI: DCNR, PA Fish and Boat Commission (“FBC”), PA Game
Commission (“PGC”), and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
o Recent communication with other state resource agencies (PGC & FBC) confirm the
absence of PNDI consultation with them.
0o DCNR requests that the ANG access the PNDI Pennsylvania Conservation Explorer and
utilize the online platform to conduct a PNDI environmental review.
DCNR and PGC have developed a State Lands Habitat Conservation Plan (“Bat HCP”) for
Indiana and Northern Long-Eared Bats and obtained an Incidental Take Permit from the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service on December 23, 2020. While the Duke Low MOA flights are not a
covered activity under the Bat HCP, PGC and DCNR are required to educate state land users of
the importance of habitat of bats and to minimize known impacts where possible. The following
comments relate to federally listed bat species:
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The DEA states that the proposed activity will not affect northern long-eared bat
hibernaculum: “[the USFWS] indicated that possible impacts to bats could occur
from ground vibrations associated with airspace use at 100 feet AGL and above. The
southern portion of Clinton County is not within the proposed airspace; therefore, the
Proposed Action would not affect to the northern long-eared bat hibernaculum.”
However, DCNR still has concerns that the Duke Low MOA flight activity will
negatively impact roosting bats on state lands during summer. This includes areas that
are not within or near hibernacula. The DEA’s conclusion pertains to hibernacula only
and not roosting areas.

The DEA states the proposed activity should have negligible effects resulting from
ground disturbance. The DEA states: “In their study of low-altitude aircraft activity near
the runway of an international airport, Le Roux and Waas (2012) found no statistically
significant difference in mean bat activity during and after overflights compared with pre-
aircraft activity. They concluded that both correlative and experimental data suggests that
aircraft activity and noise may not have major impacts on bat activity. Therefore,
potential impacts to bats associated with ground vibrations from airborne noise produced
under the Proposed Action would be negligible.” However, this broad conclusion is
supported by only one study, based on commercial airport noise and the New Zealand
Long-Tailed Bat. Since the facts in the one study are easily distinguishable, the DCNR
does not believe that this study fully supports the claim that the proposed action will have
a negligible impact on bats. DCNR recommends that a study be done on Pennsylvania bat
species noting impact to roosting bats. Bats give birth and rear pups in summer and are
closely tied to summer roosting habitat, which includes areas of foraging and maternity
colonies. While the majority of proposed flights are not anticipated to take place during
the night, when bats are most active foraging, the DEA concludes that no significant
impact is expected to bats as a result. The DEA does not address to the arousal of
roosting bats as a result of noise and vibrational impact during the day. DCNR
understands that United States Fish and Wildlife Services (USFWS) has requested a
ground vibrational study be performed to determine impacts on bats. DCNR also supports
this request, to determine effects of vibration on roosting bats during flight time.

* High quality summer habitat (roosting, foraging) for federally endangered
Indiana bats has been identified within the Duke Low MOA project area. High
quality summer habitat was modeled for Indiana bat using Maxent software.

= There are five known northern long-eared bat designated roosting activity areas.
The designated roosting activity areas are known clusters of trees known to be
used by northern long-eared bats as maternity colonies during the summer. In
addition, there are many roosting areas known nearby but outside of the Duke
Low MOA project area.

e The DEA states “[t]he USFWS noted that the southern portion of Clinton County is within 0.25
miles of a known northern long-eared bat hibernaculum.” The MD ANG further asserts that “[t]
he southern portion of Clinton County is not within the proposed airspace; therefore, the
Proposed Action would not affect to the northern long-eared bat
hibernaculum.” According to Pennsylvania’s State [.ands Bat Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP),
Indiana bat colonies are “usually formed within 100 miles of the hibernaculum, but distances in
the core range can exceed 300 miles (Gardner and Cook 2002; Winhold and Kurta 2006). The
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plan also notes that the northern long-eared bat can cover an area between 40-50 miles. The MD
ANG should consider the state’s HCP in regards to potential impacts to bat species. What levels
of coordination have occurred with the PA Game Commission in regards to the proposed actions
and potential impacts on bat species?

e The DEA states that they would coordinate with PA and NY USFWS offices for consistency with
bald eagle management guidelines and conservation measures. It is unclear what steps have been
taken to alleviate concerns regarding nesting bald eagles, as well as peregrine falcons, northern
goshawks, heron rookeries, and other and migratory birds. What specific actions will the MD
ANG take to mitigate impacts to these species?

e The Pennsylvania elk herd is described, and the DEA claims “the effects of the Proposed Action
on Pennsylvania’s elk herd would be less than significant because the frequency of overflights
below 1,000 feet AGL would be extremely limited (e.g., seconds to minutes per year).”
However, very little reasoning behind this claim is provided. There are publications that indicate
potential disturbance to similar species (Maier et al. 1998, Grift, Molenaar 2008) such as caribou.
Given the significance of elk in the PA Wilds, the ANG must show research indicating potential
impacts from the proposed low-level flight training is really less than significant.

e The PA Wilds Region, including a large swath of the footprint identified within the Duke Low
MOA, has been identified through a recent corridor and connectivity analysis, conducted by
DCNR and the Western Pennsylvania Conservancy, as a very high priority in regards to climate
change connectivity. This analysis enables conservation partners to improve and increase
connectivity and protect core habitats in the face of climate change, especially for wildlife,
including threatened and endangered species. The proposed activity could have significant
impacts on these habitat cores and migratory corridors. (See Appendix C)

e Through the Department’s State Forest Resource Management Plan, one of the primary ways the
bureau maintains wild character is through its Wild and Natural Area program. Wild Areas were
specifically designated to protect the most undeveloped landscapes in the state forest system and
to provide primitive recreation experiences and the pursuit of peace and solitude. There are
currently 18 designated Wild and Natural Areas in the state forest system totaling more than
150,000 acres. The DEA does not include state natural areas in its inventory of biological
resources. DCNR’s natural areas represent the highest ecological quality and protection
designation for any state land and represent important wildlife habitats.

3.5 Cultural Resources

Phase I inventory and Phase II evaluation of cultural and historic resources should be completed in order
to assess the potential for the proposed undertaking to impact significant resources eligible for or listed in
the National Register of Historic Places (“NRHP”’). The tables referenced in the DEA include only
previously recorded and listed historic properties and are not a complete inventory of historic properties
within the project’s Area of Potential Effect (“APE”). Additionally, many of the previously recorded
historic properties have not been evaluated for their eligibility for listing in the NRHP. Section 106 of the
NHPA requires that the lead agency consider the proposed undertaking’s impact on historic properties
that are listed, or eligible for listing in the NRHP. This requires a reasonable and good faith effort to
identify historic properties and determine their eligibility to the NRHP.

While a number of historic structures in our parks and forests pre-date the Conservation-era in
Pennsylvania, a large proportion of our parks and forests in this region were built during the conservation-
era as part of the efforts of DCNR, its predecessors, and New Deal-era work programs like the Works
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