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Fort Novosel CLUS Purpose and Goals

PURPOSE

e Recoghize and address the overlap and interdependence between Fort
Novosel and the communities that surround it in such a way that a mutually
beneficial path of forward progress can be clearly defined.

 |Improvement of intergovernmental coordination and notification about future
development near Fort Novosel and its flying areas.

GOALS

 Educate elected officials and public leaders

 Improve intergovernmental coordination and communication
* Promote collaborative approach to land use plans

e |dentify / develop legislative options

 Ensure infrastructure sustainability for Fort Novosel
 Evaluate implementation



Impact Area

4,352 square miles
= 8.3% of State area

Six Counties:
Barbour
Coffee
Covington
Dale

Geneva
Houston

Four Cities: Five Towns:
e Daleville e Clayhatchee

e Dothan * Level Plains
 Enterprise ¢ Midland City
e Ozark * Newton

* Pinckard



CLUS Public Engagement

Five Meetings of the CLUS Committee
100+ Representatives of Federal, State and Local Government, Chambers and
Economic Development, Developers and Real Estate, and Utilities

Community Survey

434 Responses. Survey distributed CLUS Committee
through emails and texts and posting on websites and
social media. One newspaper and two local news
stations picked up the survey notice and encouraged
the general public to participate.

Three Public Meetings

Advertised in 6 newspapers, 675 Postcards,
160 Emails, Various News and Social Media



CLUS Information
Exchange

 Fort Novosel Mission and Operations
* Fly Neighborly Program

* Fort Novosel Facilities and Plans
 Army Compatible Use Buffer (ACUB)
 Sentinel Landscapes

e Airport Zoning

* Airport Economic Impacts



Community Profile

o« 2020 Population = 6.0% of State Population
* Population Increase of 8.4% between 2020 and 2040 (25,152 people)

* Military population highest in Dale and Coffee Counties

Study Area Population Trends and Projections, 1920 to 2040
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Community Profile

Five Largest Employers by County

. Barbour County Coffee County Covington County
[
HOUSIng Trends # Emp Name Industry | # Emp Name Industry | # Emp Name Industry
. Poultry M1 Support Aircraft . Carpet
. ECOnomIC Trends 1,480 | Tyson Foods Processing 5,031 Services Maint. 1,050 | Shaw Industries MIftr
g7g | WestrockMahrt 1o hermill | 1.800 | Wayne Farms Poultry 600 | PowerSouth Utility
« Transportation and Road —
530 Boyd Brothers Trucking 350 Enterprise City Education 410 Covington County Education
N etW Ork Transportation School System School System
395 [Aa0amaDeptor | prison 650 | Pilgrim’s Pride Poultry 311 |Andalusia Regional 4 c i
orrections Hospital
° : : ,
Commute Patterns 362 |Eurauia City Education | 518 |HWaseung Auto Parts | 235 |Mizell Memorial - o
chools Automotive AL Hospital
45.1% of Civilian Labor Force 40.6% of Civilian Labor Force 17.3% of Civilian Labor Force
 Natural Resources

Dale County Geneva County Houston County
= = # Emp Name Industry | # Emp Name Industry | # Emp Name Industry
. -
EXIStIng Development 3.800 M1 Support Aviation 465 Reliable Ruskin Louvers, 5299 Southeast AL Hospital
’ Services Maint. Metal Products Arch Prod ’ Medical Center P
Michelin North . Geneva County i Dothan City/ School
4rt America, Inc. Tire Mrtr 364 Schools Education | 1,973 Houston Co Schools | system
Dale County . Wholesale . .
402 Schools Education | 305 |SYSCO Foods Food Dist. 1,100 | Flowers Hospital Hospital
386 | Dale Medical Hospital | 153 | Air Performance | AlUMINUM |4 55 | Gty of Dothan Govt
Center Services Louvers
: Aviation Olam Peanut Peanut Southern Nuclear Nuclear
350 | Commercial Jet Maint 120 Shelling Company | Processing 950 (Farley) plant
| 25.4% of Civilian Labor Force | | 12.1% of Civilian Labor Force l | 15.2% of Civilian Labor Force |




Community Profile

e Airport Economic Impact

. Number of Total Annual

County Airport Name S | B e Total Tax Impacts
Commercial Airports
Houston Dothan Dothan Regional 1,358 $184,455,000 $9.314,300
General Aviation Airports
Barbour Clayton Clayton Municipal 1 $158,600 $5,300
Barbour Eufaula Weedon Field 22 $1.689,200 $71,600
Coffee Elba Carl Folsom 7 $812.,100 $32,200
Coffee Enterprise I_Enterprise Mu niEipaI 193 $22,909,600 $1,044,300

. . South Alabama Regional
Covington Andalusia/Opp at Bill Benton Fiel gg 393 $43,846,000 $2,152,900
Covington Florala Florala Municipal 32 $3,742,800 $193,500
Dale Ozark Ozark Airport - Blackwell Field 303 $31,707.900 $1,604,300
Geneva Geneva Geneva Municipal 10 $996,000 $44,500
Geneva Samson Logan Field 3 $386,100 $13,600
Total 2,322 $290,703,300 $14.476,500




Community Profile -- Urbanization




Community Profile -- Urbanization




Fort Novosel Profile

e Main Fort Novosel
installation occupies
55,736 acres, or 87.1
square miles, in
Coffee and Dale
counties.

o 23 Stagefields/
Airfields (18 off post)

e 62 Remote Training
Sites in 12 counties




Rotary Wing Area of Operations

= 1 Army Airfield

= 4 Army Heliports

= 15 Stagefields

* 64 Remote Training (RT) Sites
= 1 FARP/Aerial Gunnery Range
= Army Radar Approach Control

FT NOVOSEL




Fort Novosel Profile

History

Flight and Training

Spaces

Population
Economic Impact
Infrastructure
Natural and
Environmental
Resources

Total Daily Population.........ccoooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 22,331
Active Duty Military......cooeeeeee e 5,283 /23.7%
Military Family Members ........ccoommeeeeeeea.. 5,311/ 23.8%
Working Civilians ... 10,037 / 44 9%
Training/Students ... 1.700 / 76%

Total Economic Impact of Military

in Fort (Rucker) Novosel Region
(in Millions except Employment)

Impact Direct Multiplier Total
Employment 24.416 4.449 28,865
Payroll $2,563 $167 $2,730
Output $8,373 $667 $9,039

Alabama Military Stability Foundation




Fort Novosel
Profile

e Cantonment encompasses
approximately 3,000 acres

e 799 Operational Facility
Buildings (gross sq ft of 6.3
million)

e 2207 Residential
Structures (2.3 million sq ft
within 977 acres)




Compatibility Assessment

1. Air Quality 13. Land and Air Spaces

2. Anti-Terrorism / Force Protection 14. Land Use

3. Biological Resources 15. Legislative Initiatives

4, Climate Adaptation 16. Lightand Glare

5. Coordination / Communication 17. Marine Environments

6. Cultural Resources 18. Noise

7. Dust/ Smoke / Steam 19. Public Trespassing

8. Energy Development 20. Safety Zones

9. Frequency Spectrum Capacity 21. Scarce Natural Resources

10. Frequency Spectrum 22. Vertical Obstructions
Impedence/Interference 23. Vibration

11. Housing Availability 24. Water Quality / Quantity

12. Infrastructure / Roadways



Compatibility Assessment:
Issue Identification

Land Use, Noise and Safety 32 issues
Communication and Coordination 6 issues
Frequency Spectrum Capacity/Interference 3 issues
Housing Availability 4 issues
Infrastructure / Roadways 5 issues
Land and Air Spaces 5 issues
Legislative Initiatives 5 issues
Light and Glare 4 issues
Vertical Obstructions 4 issues
Vibration 3 issues

Total Issues Identified 72 Issues



Compatibility Assessment: Issues



Compatibility Assessment:
Land Use, Noise and Safety

1. Number of Structures in No Sighnificant Impact:
2-Mile Radius 1. Ech SF 8. Molinelli SF
2. Goldberg SF 9. Runkle SF
2. Clear Zones and Accident 3 panchey AP 10. Skelly SF
Potential Zones A. HighbluffSF 11. Stinson SF
3. Land Use Within Zone of 5. Highfalls SF 12. Tabernacle SF
Influence 6. Louisville SF 13. TacX SF
/. Lucas SF



Air Space Overlap



Stagefield Sites - Noise Zones

= Zone of Influence

Area within a specific radius (typically two miles) that is most likely to be impacted by
noise, wind, vibration and potential for accidents

= Noise Zone lll

No noise-sensitive land uses, such as housing, schools, and worship facilities. Some
compatible uses in NZ lll might include industry, transportation, and agricultural.

= Noise Zone ll

Land use limited to compatible uses, such as industry and manufacturing, transportation,
and agricultural; possibly other uses with incorporation of noise level reduction
techniques, (low-density housing, retail/services, recreation and entertainment.

= Noise Zone 1 / Land Use Planning Zone (LUPZ)

Noise exposure in NZ | is not considered significant and is usually acceptable for all types
of land use activities. The LUPZ encompasses areas that can be affected during periods
of heightened activity providing a more comprehensive assessment of noise effects in
civilian areas.



Allen Stagefield

= 566 structures within 2-
mile radius, 230 (40.6%)
of which are within NZ

= All or portions of seven
residential structures
located in APZ



Allen Stagefield

= Heavy residential uses along with
recreational and educational uses in
Noise Zone |

= Residential development has occurred
adjacent to stagefield boundary on
three sides

= Power transmission lines with electrical
substation

= Commercial and industrial
development at US 84/AL 123
intersection in Air Space Boundary

= AADT: US Highway 84 = 19,107 trips
per day



Brown Stagefield

= 290 structures within 2-
mile radius, 230 (40.6%)
of which are within NZ

m CZ and APZ are clear



Brown Stagefield

= / residential structures within NZ |l

= Three commercial, one institutional
and an estimated 41 residential
structures within LUPZ

= Water tower approximately 1.7 miles
east of stagefield landing lanes

= Ben E. Keith Foods, employing 390
people, and New Brockton High School,
with 400 students, is 1.5 miles east of
stagefield

= 2022 AADT: US Highway 84 = 6,143



Cairns Airfield

= 1,419 structures within 2-
mile radius, 22.4% of which
are within NZ

= 1 commercial and 10
residential structures in CZ

= O1 residential structures in
APZ



Cairns Airfield

= 3 commercial, 1 institutional, and 228
residential structures in NZ Il,
Including one apartment complex

= 1 commercial, 2 institutional, and 82
residential structures, including one
apartment complex in LUPZ

= 2022 AADT: US Highway 84 = 16,521



Hatch Stagefield

m 453 structures within 2-
mile radius

= 1 residential structure
In accident potential
zone



Hatch Stagefield

= 2 recreational, 6 commercial, and 3
institutional land uses are found in air
space boundary area

= Electric transmission line runs north-
south through the air space boundary

= Choctawhatchee River lies south of
the stagefield



Hooper Stagefield

= 1 553 structures within
2-mile radius

= 1 residential structure
In accident potential
zone



Hooper Stagefield

Within NZ Il, there are two commercial
land uses, two institutional land uses,
and nine residential land uses

Within LUPZ, there are 4 commercial
and 3 institutional land uses, along

with 296 residential structures

All or part of five small neighborhoods
with medium density lots are in LUPZ

Water tank located just east of LUPZ



Hunt Stagefield

m 526 structures within 2-
mile radius

= CZ and APZ are clear



Hunt Stagefield

= 1 residential structure in NZ Il
= 17 residential structures in LUPZ

= Dale County US 231 Rest Area lies in
both NZ Il and LUPZ due north of the
stagefield site

= 2022 AADT: US Highway 231 = 20,557
= 2022 AADT: US 231 Rest Area = 348

= West Fork of the Choctawhatchee
River runs south of the stagefield
within the air space boundary

= Power transmission line with
substation runs along the west
perimeter of the air space boundary



Knox Airfield

= 1 038 structures within
2-mile radius

= 1] structure in APZ



Knox Airfield

( structures in NZ I
b structures in LUPZ

212 structures, mostly residential,
located within the air space boundary

Electric substation and transmission
lines at both the north and south ends
of the air space boundary

Choctawhatchee River lies just south
of the airfield

2022 AADT: AL Highway 134 = 4,434



Lowe Airfield

= 1 170 structures within
2-mile radius

= CZ and APZ are clear



Lowe Airfield

18 residential structures in NZ |l

124 residential, 6 commercial and 1
Institutional structures in the LUPZ

Multiple large apartment complexes,
along with townhouse developments
are located within air space boundary

Fairly dense urban type development
found off-post in air space boundary

2 water tanks and 2 electric
substations are located west and
southwest of the airfield



Molinelli Stagefield

= 80 structures within
2-mile radius

= CZ and APZ are clear



Molinelli Stagefield

= 1 church and 12 residential structures
in NZ |l

= 2 residential structures in LUPZ



Shell Airfield

m 3177 structures
within 2-mile radius

= 29 housing units in
APZ



Shell Airfield

» 194 structures within Noise Zone |l
= 1 137 structures within LUPZ

= Water tank on Shellfield Road almost
directly across the street from the
flight lanes

= Shell Airfield is one of the larger off-
post facilities, capable of being home
base to more than 130 helicopters

= 2022 AADT: Shellfield Road = 4,606



Toth Stagefield

= 749 structures within
2-mile radius

= CZ and APZ are clear



Toth Stagefield

Power transmission lines 1.3 miles
southwest and 1.0 miles northeast of
landing lanes

Communication tower located 1.25
miles north

627 non-agricultural structures in the
air space boundary

1 institutional, 8 residential structures
in NZ I

36 structures in LUPZ: 2 industrial, 1
commercial, 33 residential



Compatibility Assessment: Noise



Compatibility Assessment:
Communication and Coordination

Fort Novosel is not represented on local planning commissions or in local
stakeholder groups; Fort Novosel has not made exceptional efforts to attend
public planning commission meetings

A formalized flowchart of information exchange has not been developed

Desegregated responsibilities on Fort Novosel are confusing to civilian workers
on who to contact regarding future development or even natural resource
Mmanagement

Degree of military confidentiality about ongoing operations hinders open
communication

Average citizen is not fully aware of Fort Novosel operations and needs
Previous efforts have not been implemented



Compatibility Assessment:
Frequency Spectrum Capacity/Interference

" Frequency interference from telecommunications towers or
other frequency-emitting facilities

= Growing concern over interference from drone usage,
particularly around rural stagefields

= Concern over capacity of local frequency providers to carry
all usage from Fort Novosel without civilian interference



Compatibility Assessment:
Housing

= Housing cost is out of line with local incomes
= |[ack of moderate, affordable housing
" Fort Novosel salaries have driven housing costs up

= |ower land prices drive development, which has extended
nousing construction in areas that were formerly rural.




Compatibility Assessment:
Infrastructure and Roadways

= [ack of power redundancy source to Fort Novosel

= Capacity of infrastructure facilities to allow for installation
growth

= Traffic study needed to determine carrying capacity of
regional traffic to Fort Novosel

" Road improvements necessary to facilitate traffic onto and
off of the post during peak hours

" Funding for roadway improvements



Compatibility Assessment:
Land and Air Spaces

Recreational drone operators flying in military operation areas.

Lack of awareness of nearby airfields and stagefields in rural
areas.

Lack of awareness of Fort Novosel perimeter boundaries

Land use conflicts among property owners surrounding
stagefields

Negative impact on surrounding property owners of stagefields
and remote training sites due to noise and vibration.



Compatibility Assessment:
Legislative Initiatives

" |nterpretation of definition of airport

= Does airport zoning apply only to a public airport? Or
also to the interests of the public good, regardless of
airport ownership?

= Planning and zoning legislation for counties and
planning legislation for regions

= Enforcement of Military Land Use Planning Code



Compatibility Assessment:
Light and Glare

= Glare from solar panels or other objects on land
= Light pollution

" |ncrease in artificial lighting due to community
and economic growth

= Spotlighting or lasering helicopter pilots



Compatibility Assessment:
Vertical Obstructions

= |ncreased development brings need for increased
communications towers, water tanks, and power
substations and transmission lines

= Lack of notification of new vertical obstructions

= Lack of process for local notification of plans for
construction of a vertical obstruction

= |ack of local regulations about towers, obstructions



Compatibility Assessment:
Vibration

= Weapons training

= Remote training activities due to low-
flying helicopters

= Soil erosion from rotorwash, or

helicopter vibration as it takes off,

hovers or lands




Programs, Policies, Resources, Tools



Programs, Policies, Resources, Tools



Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED OUTCOME

RECOMMENDATIONS

Land Use

An environment is
developed that:

(1) protects the
mission of Fort
Novosel, enabling
training practices to
continue and grow,

(2) promotes economic
growth of Fort
Novosel's nearby

communities, and

(3) recognizes the
interdependence of the
military and civilian
processes.

Pursue development of a regionally cooperative guide for future land use and
economic growth.

1.2 Establish a representative land use task force to review land uses issues on
a case-by-case basis and advocate for community resolution.

Increase knowledge and understanding of Fort Novosel training activities in areas
with existing development around main installation and airfields/stagefields
through a public awareness campaign.

2.1 Publicize user-friendly detailed maps of Fort Novosel noise zones with
surrounding land uses.

2.2 Build recognition of the economic importance of Fort Novosel to the
Wiregrass region.

Encourage each municipality to address and encourage land use that is
compatible with Fort Novosel for their adjacent properties.

3.1 Appoint a Fort Novosel representative as a member of local planning
commissions.

3.2 A Fort Novosel representative should attend all planning commission
meetings and public hearings for each municipality in the study area.

3.3 Monitor land use development within 2-mile buffer of installation and all
stagefields.

Minimize environmental impacts of Fort Novosel training activities.




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED OUTCOME RECOMMENDATIONS

To the extent possible, retrofit existing noise sensitive structures, such as
schools, located within Noise Zone Il boundaries to minimize noise
impact.

5.2 Retrofit for sound insulation or relocate Immanuel Child
Development Center #2 from its location on Andrews Avenue in the
Hooper Stagefield Noise Zone Il or obtain a liability waiver.

Impact of Fort Novosel | g Increase awareness of noise zones in areas where development has

_g training noise is already occurred.

(o) ...

Z | minimized t_O the 7 Guide future development so that it is not impacted by noise by Fort
extent possible. Novosel current and future missions.

Protect buffer areas around Fort Novosel properties to minimize noise
and other impacts on future development.

8.1 Support potential ACUB program around the north end of the Fort
Novosel installation.

8.2 Enforce Military Land Use Planning Act within two miles of all Fort
Novosel facilities. (protect buffer areas)




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED OUTCOME RECOMMENDATIONS
Mechanisms are in
place to safeguard
the boundaries of
Fort Novosel so
that existing 9
training missions
and opportunities
for mission growth
are protected.

Ensure that stagefield clear zones are free of structural
development.

9.1 Purchase properties in clear zones that extend beyond
airfield boundaries at Cairns Airfield.

9.2 Protect properties in accident potential zones at Allen,
Brown, Goldberg, Highbluff, Highfalls, Hunt, Lucas, Molinelli,
Runkle, Skelly, Stinson, Tabernacle and Toth Stagefields, and
at Cairns, Knox, and Shell Airfields.

Safety




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED OUTCOME

RECOMMENDATIONS

Safety

Mechanisms are
in place to
safeguard the
boundaries of Fort
Novosel so that
existing training
missions and
opportunities for
mission growth
are protected.

Ensure that stagefield clear zones are free of structural
development.

9.1 Purchase properties in clear zones that extend beyond airfield
boundaries at Cairns Airfield.

9.2 Protect properties in accident potential zones at Allen, Brown,
Goldberg, Highbluff, Highfalls, Hunt, Lucas, Molinelli, Runkle,
Skelly, Stinson, Tabernacle and Toth Stagefields, and at Cairns,
Knox, and Shell Airfields.

10

Encourage municipalities to utilize land use regulations to limit
development in accident prone zones.

10.1 Enforce Military Land Use Planning Act within two miles of all
Fort Novosel facilities. (limit development in accident prone zones)

11

In unincorporated areas, work with county commissions to adopt
and enforce county airport zoning or other land use regulations.
11.1 Seek legal counsel on implementation of county airport
zoning legislation to clarify when and how it is applicable.




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED OUTCOME

RECOMMENDATIONS

Broad local
knowledge and
awareness of Fort
Novosel missions and
operations through a
coordinated
partnership of
information sharing.

Communication and Coordination

12

Build awareness of Fort Novosel activities and training missions, and what is
required for those to be successful.

12.1 Create an education and public awareness task force to develop creative and
interesting public service material that has a good reach.

12.2 Work with Land Use Task Force to create and publish user-friendly detailed
maps of Fort Novosel noise zones with surrounding land uses. (2.1)

12.3 Work with Land Use Task Force to create an education and awareness
strategy to recognize the importance of Fort Novosel to the Wiregrass region. (2.2)

13

Develop a system for exchange of information with checks and balances that
ensures that both Fort Novosel and local communities are apprised of anticipated
development.

13.1 Designate a single contact for the review of all new development.

13.2 In the enforcement of the Military Land Use Planning Act, develop a clear
flow chart for review process by Fort Novosel, including contact information.

14

Publish consequences and dangers of intervening with training activities.

14.1 Work with Fort Novosel programs to determine the best way to address public
knowledge of dangers associated with intervention of Fort Novosel training
operations, such as laser strikes or other obstructions (30.1)




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED

OUTCOME RECOMMENDATIONS

Frequency
infrastructure is in
place that is
capable of

Work with local providers to strengthen communications
16 |infrastructure as required by growth of military missions and
local communities.

accommodating
both Fort Novosel
and continued 17
community
growth.

Minimize potential for frequency impedance.

Frequency Spectrum




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED
OUTCOME

RECOMMENDATIONS

Housing Availability

An adequate supply
and variety of housing
choice to meet the
needs of growing
communities in
locations that do not
negatively impact Fort
Novosel operations.

18

Encourage infill residential development as a means to provide adequate
and moderately priced housing options in locations with existing
infrastructure.

19

Utilize local comprehensive plans and land use regulations to guide future
residential development in high growth areas.

20

Work with local providers to minimize the extension of infrastructure that
encourages residential development in areas that are incompatible with
Fort Novosel training areas.

20.1 Share regional land use plan with local utility providers in an effort
to minimize spread of infrastructural facilities into areas where growth
would be incompatible with Fort Novosel training operations.




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

infrastructure to
support Fort Novosel
and community
growth is in place or
planned in locations
that do not encourage
incompatible growth
with Fort Novosel
training activities

Infrastructure

ANTICIPATED OUTCOME RECOMMENDATIONS
Work with local providers and contractors to ensure that adequate
infrastructure facilities are available to support and encourage Fort
Novosel growth.
AR 21 21.1 As Fort Novosel plans for future operational growth and expansion,

monitor contractors with privatized infrastructure to ensure that adequate
facilities are available to support growth.

21.2 Make any infrastructural needs known to contractors and local
providers well in advance of expansion dates.

22

Suggest infrastructure expansions to appropriate locations to encourage
moderate income housing and controlled development in high growth
areas.

23

Locate existing infrastructure hazards for flight training, such as
transmission lines, water towers, and communications towers.
23.1 Conduct an inventory and map all infrastructure hazards and
obstructions to share with local providers and communities.

24

Ensure that regional transportation system is adequate to efficiently carry
traffic to and from Fort Novosel based on future growth expectations.




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED OUTCOME

RECOMMENDATIONS

Land-Air Space

Conflicts with
surrounding land
uses and drone
users are
minimized through
shared
iInformation on
training locations
and schedules, as
well as planned
civilian usage.

25

Clearly delineate Fort Novosel properties and boundaries as a
No Drone Zone.

260

Consider notification or use easement of properties near
remote training sites that are impacted by training activities
but are not reimbursed as the property owner is.

27

|ldentify and work with agricultural, or other, drone users to
minimize conflicts in scheduling.




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED OUTCOME RECOMMENDATIONS
Work with Alabama Military Stability Foundation, the Association of
County Commissions of Alabama, and the Alabama League of
Municipalities to clarify airport zoning legislation found in the Code
_ of Alabama, Title 4,
@ |Appropriate Chapter 6, and where it is applicable.
7 |legislation that o8 28.1 Seek Attorney General’s opinion on use of County Airport
% protects the Zoning legislation for military installations.
= defense missions 28.2 Seek Attorney General’s opinion on definition on airport, and
C_UU) in the State of if stagefields will qualify.
'go Alabama is 28.3 Seek Attorney General’s opinion thgt if count)./ airport zoning
—1 | enacted. can be enforced on behalf of one stagefield, does it have to be
enforced on all stagefields in the county?
Work with Alabama Military Stability Foundation to develop
29 | planning legislation, including regional and county planning, which
serves to support and protect defense installations in Alabama.




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED OUTCOME RECOMMENDATIONS
Work with Alabama Military Stability Foundation, the Association of
County Commissions of Alabama, and the Alabama League of
Municipalities to clarify airport zoning legislation found in the Code
_ of Alabama, Title 4,
@ |Appropriate Chapter 6, and where it is applicable.
7 |legislation that o8 28.1 Seek Attorney General’s opinion on use of County Airport
% protects the Zoning legislation for military installations.
= defense missions 28.2 Seek Attorney General’s opinion on definition on airport, and
C_UU) in the State of if stagefields will qualify.
'go Alabama is 28.3 Seek Attorney General’s opinion thgt if count)./ airport zoning
—1 | enacted. can be enforced on behalf of one stagefield, does it have to be
enforced on all stagefields in the county?
Work with Alabama Military Stability Foundation to develop
29 | planning legislation, including regional and county planning, which
serves to support and protect defense installations in Alabama.




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED OUTCOME

RECOMMENDATIONS

Light and Glare

Army aviators are
able to train with
minimal impact
from ground
sources of light
and glare.

30

Army aviators are able to train with minimal impact from
ground sources of light and glare.

30.1 Investigate the efficacy of public education in
decreasing laser strikes in other locations.

30.2 If feasible, develop a public awareness campaign about
the dangers and consequences of shining spotlights or lasers
at helicopters.

31

Consider adoption of light pollution ordinances by
municipalities or incorporation of light pollution standards
Into existing zoning ordinances.

32

Advocate usage of lighting techniques that do not contribute
to light pollution in new developments or through retrofitting
existing development.




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED OUTCOME RECOMMENDATIONS

Detail the process for enforcement of the Military Land Use
Planning Act.

@A safe 33.1 Determine which division and position at Fort Novosel

2 | environment for will be responsible for enforcement of the Military Land Use

S |flight training with Planning Act.

E minimal air space 33 33.2 Outline a clear notification and review process for

O |or vertical enforcement of the Military Land Use Planning Act with all

K | obstructions is local governments.

'g intentionally 33.3 Prepare presentation regarding implications of the

= | created. Military Land Use Planning Act, including time frame for
enforcement, and deliver to each local government, and
planning commission, if applicable.




Recommendations and Priority Strategies

ANTICIPATED OUTCOME RECOMMENDATIONS
Impact of vibration Minimize to the extent possible the impact of vibration on
¢ |from Fort Novosel 34 |nearby properties through identification of potential locations
2 |training is and notification of anticipated impact.
g minimized through
= (shared knowledge | 35 | Minimize the impact of vibration on natural resources.
of activities.




Questions?
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