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For Immediate Release

Contact: Krista Levee
270-769-2393
krista@]ltadd.org

Lincoln Trail Area Development District to conduct
Mission Knox Study

Study aims to ensure regional and military sustainability

ELIZABETHTOWN, KY- The Lincoln Trail Area Development District (LTADD) is
conducting a Compatible Use Plan (CUP) study that aims to ensure local and regional
sustainability between Fort Knox and its civilian neighboring communities. The CUP process is
a collaborative effort between the Fort Knox Military Installation, local and state government,
private citizens and other interested stakeholders.

The study area intersects several counties and municipalities in the region including the counties
of Bullitt, Hardin, Meade and Nelson. “It’s great that Fort Knox includes the communities in
drafting a plan for future growth,” said Jerry Summers, Bullitt County Judge-Executive. The
study is intended to evaluate military issues that interfere with daily civilian life and to evaluate
civilian development that might hinder the mission of Fort Knox.

The study will include several public participation meetings. "This is a great opportunity to
provide input," said Col. CJ King, Fort Knox Garrison Commander. "It'll help provide a better
understanding of considerations to bear in mind and chart a way ahead that ultimately serves to
benefit the military mission and community at-large." There will be two geographical locations
to provide a broader opportunity for attendance. The materials presented will be the same. The
first public meetings will occur in November. Choose the date and location most convenient for
you...

Thursday, November 7, 2019 Wednesday, November 13, 2019

5:00 PM - 7:00 PM 5:00 PM - 7:00PM
Colvin Community Center Shepherdsville City Hall
230 Freedoms Way 634 Conestoga Parkway
Radcliff, KY 40160 Shepherdsville, KY 40165

If residents are unable to attend, an online public survey will be open and available during the
month of November for residents to provide input. To learn more about Mission Knox and the
Compatible Use Plan study, including meeting times and locations, please visit
www.missionknox.org or visit the Mission Knox Facebook page.

Upon request, any persons requiring special needs assistance should contact Colvin Community
Center at 270-351-4079 for the Radcliff location or Shepherdsville City Hall at 502-543-2923 at
least three business days prior to the meeting. The TTY number for the hearing impaired is 1-
800-648-6056 or dial 711.

613 COLLEGE STREET ROAD | ELIZABETHTOWN, KY 42701 | LTADD.ORG



For Immediate Release

Contact: Krista Levee
270-769-2393
krista@]Itadd.org

The Compatible Use Program is a federally funded program administered by the Department of
Defense (DoD) and Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) to promote collaboration and
cooperation among the Military, surrounding jurisdictions, community stakeholders, and states.

#HH

ABOUT LINCOLN TRAIL AREA DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT

The Lincoln Trail Area Development District (LTADD) is one of Kentucky’s fifteen Area
Development Districts created by KRS 147A in 1972, by the Kentucky General Assembly. The
LTADD serves the communities of Breckinridge, Grayson, Hardin, LaRue, Marion, Meade,
Nelson, and Washington counties.

613 COLLEGE STREET ROAD | ELIZABETHTOWN, KY 42701 | LTADD.ORG
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Fort Knox CUP — Public Involvement Phase 1 Analysis

FORT KNOX CUP PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
Phase | — Initial Public Meetings and Survey Results & Analysis.
Background

In support of the public outreach effort detailed in our Public Participation Plan, an initial
sequence of public meetings were held in November at three geographically dispersed
locations around the Fort Knox Military Reservation: Brandenburg, Radcliff and
Shepherdsuville. In addition, a public survey was conducted in conjunction with these
meetings. The survey period was opened from November 15t to 30™. The purpose of
this outreach was not only to involve the public in the process but to also begin to
acquire their “buy-in” of the need for the Compatible Use Plan (CUP) and the forth
coming implementation plan that results. The additional benefit of the resulting data
from the meeting interactions and the survey results should prove valuable in the
ongoing data collection effort; providing insights to the CUP staff, the committees and
assisting with the creation of the implementation plan.

The public meetings followed a standard format: Visual display material including

maps, charts, and other related background information in a poster format; a looped
video program that hlghllghted Fort Knox’s m|SS|on and training activities; and a

= presentation by staff providing
background on Fort Knox and the
purpose of the study to create the
CUP. In the time frame available
before and after the presentation, staff
interacted with the attendees to
answer questions and provide
information about the CUP process.

A “sticker” exercise was also available
for the attendees to rank their priority
issues regarding selected
compatibility issues between
themselves, their communities and Fort Knox. Handouts of the - mission
“Fast Facts” sheets, information explaining where to find and
take the online survey and a brochure describing Fort Knox
were also available for dissemination.

The survey consisted of sixteen questions and was available
online with links from the CUP webpage, Facebook page or
from QR code on a handout. It was also available in a
hardcopy format at the public meetings.
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Public Meeting Results

The public meetings were conducted as illustrated below:

Location Date Times Attendees
Radcliff's Colvin Community Center Nov. 7 | 5:00 - 7:00 pm 10
Shepherdsville City Hall Nov. 13 | 5:00 - 6:30 pm 13
Brandenburg, Meade County Courthouse Nov. 25 | 5:00 - 6:30 pm 22

Prior to each meeting, an announcement was posted on the CUP webpage and
Facebook page. A media release was provided to local newspapers and radio stations.
The conduct of the meetings allowed attendees to enter the meeting area, review the
provided materials and video and ask questions or express concerns to the staff. During
this timeframe they were
also encouraged to
participate in the “sticker”
exercise regarding various
compatibility issues. The
presentation itself was done
at the midpoint of the
meeting when it was felt that
attendance was at its
maximum. The
presentation took approximately 15 to 20 minutes and the attendees were encouraged
to ask questions or express
opinions during and after the
presentation. Following the
presentation some attendees
had additional questions but the
audience typically tended to
leave the meeting.

The interaction with the public
benefitted the study by bringing
their concerns and issues to
our attention. The staff
complied the various verbal . e,
input received and these were comblned with the free text replies from the survey.
These will be summarized following the Survey Analysis section.
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Survey Results & Analysis

The survey consisted of sixteen questions. The questions were built from a variety of
concerns that we had been previously made aware of or had historic levels of concern.
We also referenced previous similar surveys for insights. The online “Survey Monkey”
software format was used with the survey period being 30 days. As mentioned,
hardcopy versions of the survey were available at the public meetings and three of
these were collected and input into the system by staff.

The questions touched on a variety of topics and while some were cross-overs they
broke down into the following focus areas. Seven involved the respondents background
and some demographic information. Three were related to communication methods or
needs. Two inquired about economic opinions and four were directly related to
compatibility issues. The questions and their parameters are included in Appendix A of
this report.

The survey collected 80 individual responses *Study Area | 2010 Population
during the open period. While fully aware that 1 Mile 19 985
the sample size is miniscule compared to the - -

5 Mile 93,753

population of the study area; it does provide
some insights regarding people’s general 10 Mile 251,400
understanding and opinion of Ft Knox and its relations with the surrounding
communities. The addition of the related opinion “sticker” exercise that was conducted
at each of the three public meetings did add some level of consistency to the results
even with the understanding that many of the same individuals may have engaged in
both activities.

In looking at the survey entry dates (chart next page), a correlation appeared to exist
between the first and third public meeting, none is apparent from the second. The peak
of 15 responses on November 215t may be related to a Facebook post that alluded to a
concern regarding the taking of property by Fort Knox. The geographic distribution of
the surveys from the 215t was across three counties and not focused in a single location.
The survey period also contained Election Day, two Federal Holidays and nine weekend
days but no relationship to these parameters could be determined. The surveys were
accessed from three available methods.

Web link, 40
Facebook, 33
Public Meetings, 7

Note that the surveys submitted as hardcopy and entered by staff, were tagged as web
link entries by the survey software.
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- Responses

== Public Meeting

16

The Surveys were completed in the following time-frame:

14

12
10
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DEMOGRAPHICS

A breakdown of the survey respondents and the overall study area is presented below.
Question 1 established a basic geography for the survey respondents. In reviewing the
2017 Census American Community Survey (ACS) data the overall population across

Survey Respondents Residence (%)

50
45
40 WEST POINT

SHEPHERDSVILLE
g Faove|

Lt RADCLIFF
30 Juncrion
25
20 ELIZABETHTOWN
15 COUNTY
10 BRANDENBURG

L COUNTY
NONE *NOTE
BULLITT HARDIN MEADE NELSON OTHER

* Out of state (Military)1; Unincorporated community, 2 Bullitt, 1 Hardin; Other Counties: Jefferson-1, LaRue-3, Taylor-1.

2017 Census ACS Population Estimates

120,000
WEST POINT
100,000
RADCLIFF
80,000 LEBANON JUNCTION
SHEPHERDSVILLE
60.000 ELIZABETHTOWN
40,000 MULDRAUGH BARDSTOWN
COUNTY BRANDENBURG
COUNTY
o COUNTY COUNTY
0
BULLITT HARDIN MEADE NELSON
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the three buffer rings of the study area show the population density in proximity to Fort
Knox. In the entire four-county study area, 7.7% of the total population live within one
mile of Fort Knox. Zooming out reveals that 62.5% of the total population reside

Population by Buffer Rings Total Populaton
County 1 Mile 5Mile 10 Mile in County

Bullitt 2,536 24,189 55,574 78,622

Hardin 15,126 49,653 83,392 107,699

Meade 2,323 12,859 21,374 28,452

Nelson 0 477 2,228 45,131

Study Area 19,985 87,178 162,568 259,904

in the 10 Mile buffer of Fort Knox; this jumps to 75% if Nelson County is excluded. The
physical proximity is further highlighted by looking at

% of Population Within Study Buffers

90%

80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
o om0 N - —
1 Mile 5 Mile 10 Mile
M Bullitt Hardin M Meade M Nelson

Housing Units Buffer Rings Total Housing | Total Housing

by County 1 Mile 5 Mile 10 Mile Units - Owner | Units - Renter

Bullitt 1,039 9,635 21,853 65,071 13,226

Hardin 6,620 21,117 35,475 66,268 38,634

Meade 1,060 5,207 8,620 20,125 8,094

Nelson 0 220 966 35,381 9,182

Study Area 8,719 36,179 66,914 186,845 69,136

residential structures. 3.4% of all housing lies within the one-mile buffer and 26% within
10 miles of Fort Knox.
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% of Housing Units Within Study Buffers

40%
35%
30%

25%
20%
15%
10% I
5%
0% — - — [ |

1 Mile 5 Mile 10 Mile

M Bullitt Hardin M Meade M Nelson

Question 2 inquired about tenure in the Fort Knox environ in general. Although the
structure of the ACS data and survey data contained different scales so a direct
correlation is not possible; in looking at the overall population and tenure

Housing Tenure

<2 3to7 8 to 17 18to 27 > 28

Census Parameters
70.00%

60.00%
50.00%
40.00%

30.00%
20.00%

10.00%

0.00% —

<1 1to5 5to 10 10to 20
Survey Parameters

mm Survey Respondents — ss====Census 2017 ACS
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of the region; the 2017 5-year ACS shows that 26.8% of residents in the study area
counties have a tenure of greater than 18 years. This is less than half of the 58.2% of
respondents who claimed 20 or greater years of residence. It is presumed that
respondents, because of their long duration, had a greater knowledge framework and
interest in Fort Knox’s activities thus had more reason to participate in the survey.

There are approximately 609 parcels that lie adjacent to the Fort Knox Military
Reservation. Bullitt County — 119; Hardin County — 324 to include 156 in Radcliff and 21

Own Property That Directly Borders
Fort Knox

Yes ® No

in West Point; Meade County — 165
including 89 in Muldraugh. The 1 Mile
Buffer area contains approximately 7,410
parcels; thus the adjacent landowners
comprise 8.2% of the parcels withing the
1 Mile Buffer. In question 3, a factor of
20% of survey respondents with a “Yes”
answer suggests, as expected, an active
interest by landowners who have Fort
Knox as a direct neighbor.

The integration of the surrounding community with Fort Knox is highlighted by the
dependency of each upon the other with regard to employer and employee. Question 4

You or Family Member Worked at
Fort Knox

Yes ®m No

asks to this status and finds 61% of
respondents have a connection through
employment. Census data also
illustrates a relationship with 10.2% of the
population of the four-county study area
having prior military service and 11.4%
with TriCare health insurance coverage.
While the numbers by county are not yet
available; with a work force of over 21,000
it can be assumed that a large portion of
this number live in the four-county study
area.
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Geography Total Population Military Service TriCare Insurance
Bullitt 78,622 5,271 1,703
Hardin 107,699 14,596 21,655
Meade 28,452 3,830 5,022
Nelson 45,131 2,940 1,347
Total Study Area 259,904 26,637 29,727
2017 5yr ACS 2018 1yr ACS 2017 5yr ACS

The age of the survey respondent was asked in Question 5. It was found to basically
trend with the overall with the Census breakout for the study area with the age of the
respondents being higher overall.

Age Distribution
30%
25%
20%
15%
10%
5%

0%
18to 24 25to 34 35to0 44 45t0 54 55to 64 65to 74 75orolder

Survey Respondents 2017 ACS US Census*®

To assist with validation of the survey, any affiliation with the CUP process was
identified by Questions 6 & 7. Approximately 9% of respondents had some manner of
involvement. However, 36% of these respondents listed being at a public meeting as
their involvement. Just 6% of the total “involved” because they were on an affiliated
committee, elected official or government staff person. The technical methodology of
the survey software seemed to cause some issue with Question 7 as it should have had
a “Not involved” response choice relative to Question 6, but that response was not an
available option. This forced the respondent to choose an answer if they did not know to
just skip that question (which was intended).

10
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COMMUNICATION

Questions 8 & 9 inquired of knowledge regarding communicating with or receiving
information from Fort Knox. While not an inclusive question, based on the results and

Do You Know Who to Contact With Do You Access Public
a Complaint Regarding Fort Knox? Communications from Fort Knox

Yes ® No Yes ® No

subsequent discussions with the Technical Advisory Committee, communications
between Fort Knox, the surrounding residents and government entities is in need of
review and improvement. This has been designated an area to do further research into
and will be an element in the subsequent implementation plan.

Question 16 took this a step further to ask what topics would be most desired from a
content standpoint. The respondents obviously had a strong interest in Fort Knox plans
with 49% choosing that factor. Review shows interest in what happens there and what
their local governments are doing in this regard.

Communications Topics: Which Would Be Most Helpful

More information on your local military installation’s future plans 49.4%

More information on your local military installation’s mission

More information on your local government’s current plans

A clear point of contact at your local military installation

Alist of resources to learn more about compatibility

Events to learn about installation and community leaders

3.9

R

An overview of your local government’s planning process

Other (please specify) 2.6%

Case study examples of successful compatibility work 2.6%

Tours of your local military installation 1.3%

1.3%

A clear point of contact at your local government

11
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ECONOMICS

Question 10 was an attempt to gauge the public awareness of Fort Knox’s economic
impact to the region and the state as a whole. With the actual annual impact being
approximately $2.6 Billion almost 30% of responders answered in the correct range.

S1 Billion-S3 Billion

Fort Knox's Economic Impact

B Less than S500 Million m $500 Million-S1 Billion
m $3 Billion-S5 Billion

56% guessed low and
14% higher. The overall
position of Fort Knox as a
premier employer in the
state is a point that has
been surprising to many
in our discussions to
date. Itis a point that
needs to be highlighted
as a primary reason for
the local community and
units of government to
work with Fort Knox in
addressing mutually

beneficial compatibility solutions that can assist in maintaining and promoting Fort

Knox’s mission.

Question 15 was an opinion question regarding property values and the perceived

How Does Fort Knox Influence Your Property Values

60% 40% 20% 0 20% 40%

B Very positively Positively Neutral Megatreely Viery negatively
Parcels by County ! Buffer Rings Total Parcels 2
1 Mile 5 Mile 10 Mile

Bullitt 1,616 10,668 23,816 32,563
Hardin 5,793 22,702 37,323 47,434
Meade 1,289 7,308 11,843 15,096
Nelson 0 325 1,711 22,336

1 - Based on centroid selection method.

2 - Based on 2018 Revenue Cabinet

12
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impact of Fort Knox. Overall 76% of respondents felt they were positive or neutral with
24% claiming a negative influence. While numbers are not available to validate these
opinions directly without a detailed investigation, overall property values in the four-
county study area do mirror with the state’s overall values. Data from the Kentucky
Revenue Cabinet show an overall upward trend of values by available data from 2007-
2018 tax years.

Average Value Per Residential Parcel

$140

$130

S110

[Ty
E $100 e
5 590 - o~ /
2 /\ ~— =
£ 580

$70

$60

$50

$40

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
e BULLITT HARDIN MEADE emmmmmNELSON e KENTUCKY
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COMPATIBILITY

Based on existing ancillary data, noise became a primary focus issue regarding
compatibility. Question 11 examined the respondents concern with noise and its effect
on their “normal” routine. Based on some preconceptions, the results proved surprising.
From “Once a month” to “Never” combined to 61%. “Every day” to “About once a week”
was 24%. This would seem to be far less a factor than presumed to be to the overall

population. The
Frequency of Fort Knox Noise Disruption respondents who do
report high level
Never _ 40.51% negative affects
however must be
Less than once a month - 1%$.19% considered and further
investigations are
Once a month I 5.06% supported.
A few times a month 1%.19% Question 12 listed
specific compatibility
About once a week . 10.13% issues for consideration
regarding their level of
A few times a week . 11.3P% concern. The overall
two greatest concerns,
Every day I 2.53% which were on over
one-third of the

responses, were
“Mission reduction impacts to the economy” and “Potential development of land near the
military installation”. In analyzing these results, we grouped it into three areas of
concern. Noise & Safety, overall Development, and Economics. Although many these
topics and the “Other” responses also fit into these general categories, there are
frequent cases where they cross at least two of the categories. The breakout is as
follows:

Noise & Safety

These issues could be regarded as two sides of the same coin. They affect the mission
of Fort Knox and the residents that live both on and off the post. 16% are concerned
about development issues that in turn affect flight missions such as obstructions and
light pollution. 24% are concerned about noise conflicts between the military and the
populace. Specific quotes regarding this issue that came from the survey regarding
noise are: “Walls cracking when using large weapons, hasn't been happening much
recently though” and “The noise causing the value of my property to decrease”. Safety
concerns were related by anecdotes of mercury and other types of water pollution.

14
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Development

The pattern of development is also a concern for those residents both on and off the
reservation. Some respondents are concerned about loss of natural habitat, others by
traffic congestion and infrastructure development. The type of development plays a key
role. While some are concerned with the cost of housing increasing due to scarcity
others worry that too much residential will curtail the mission and the need for housing
in the first place. A quote from the survey, “Growth of any kind of Fort Knox would be a
huge benefit to the surrounding community”

Economics

Mission reduction impacts to the economy was a choice on 34% of the responses. The
fluctuations of population and expansion of the mission, both at 26%, were also
concerns because of their economic affect. The noise concerns raised earlier are also
seen to be an economic issue because of their potential effect on property values.

An additional concern was revealed with this question related back to the previous
section on communication. There were several respondents who were specifically
concerned about an expansion of Fort Knox taking their land or homes. This was felt to
be a misrepresentation of the study area map from our website that propagated through
social media. Also, this issue arose just prior to and at the Meade County public
meeting. The staff heard several comments along the lines that the federal government
was going to be taking homes and expanding the post. This issue will have to be
continually addressed as we proceed with this planning and subsequent implementation
plan.

Question 13 attempted to obtain the
Are You Familar with Current Land public’s knowledge regarding existing
Use Regulations & Fort Knox land use policies in place by local

governments related to Fort Knox.
Over three-fourths were not aware of
any. The primary policy that was
highlighted during the public meetings
was the successful Highway 313
Corridor that creates a buffer corridor
in an area adjacent to the Fort Knox
boundary by limiting residential
development through minimum lot

Yes ®m No SIZ€S.

15
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Potential policy solutions preferences were the basis of Question 14. The two most
prominent, both chosen by at least 50% of respondents, were “Real Estate Disclosures”
and “More communication and educational programs”. “Land Buffer Zones” at 44% was
the third most favored solution. The “Purchase of Properties” was fourth at 40%.
“Zoning Restrictions” with 32% was the only other choice close to at least one-third of
responses with the remaining choices falling somewhat behind these.

The Sticker Exercise

This was an interactive exercise that took place during each of the public meetings. A
list of fourteen compatibility issues / opportunities was presented across three large
displays with the participant given fourteen stickers to place on each issue to rank their

A = 1L importance from Very
. [ \\ 2 Important, Important,

y Somewhat Important, Not
Important and No Opinion.

A total of nineteen participated
in the activity across the three
public meetings. The
participation rate mirrored the
survey responses based on
geography. The themes of the
guestions were very similar to
Questions 12 and 14 in
exploring opinions regarding compatibility. The issues were listed as brief statements
such as “Noise”, “Security” or “Light & Glare” with a brief paragraph explaining each
subject in more detail. To evaluate the data a Likert-type scale was used and assigned
point values to each ranking:

"Sticker" Exercise Participation

60
Very Important -4

Important — 3

Somewhat Important -2
Not Important, No Opinion -0 30
20

50

40

50.4
36.3

10
12.9 0 04

Bullitt Hardin Meade Nelson Other
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The highest ranked issue was “Land Use” which came in at more than one-third greater
than the next highest - “Transportation & Infrastructure”. The concern for land use
reflects back to other survey inputs and is the primary concern of the CUP study.

CUP Public Meeting Opinion Results
(Dot Activity)
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Public Meeting Comments

Part of the reason for the public meetings was to generate interaction between the CUP
staff and the public. This allowed each to educate and learn from the other. It provided
opportunities that will allow us to validate presumed issues and establish additional
areas interest to focus on in the development of the plan. The compiled discussions
were combined into five categories for easy reference.

Area 1 - Land Being Taken

As previously mentioned, this issue appears to have primarily risen from social media
misunderstanding of the CUP process. A sample of statements are:

“Government (Ft Knox) is going to take all the land within one mile of boundary”
“Saw map on ky.gov that showed property to be taken”
“Loss of privately owned land and homes”
“LOSS OF MY FAMILY'S HOME AND PROPERTY [sic]”
17
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“Taking my land because of the mile wide boundary expansion.”

We were also made aware that a Magistrate contacted a US Representative’s office
concerned about Fort Knox taking land.

Again, this high-lighted the need for communication about the process and the need to
get ahead of issues as they occur. It was mentioned that a map showing the “one-mile”
land condemnation was on the internet but we were unable to locate said map and
believe it was just a further mis-communication about what the CUP is.

Area 2 — Noise

We have documented history of noise complaints regarding Fort Knox so this wasn’t
surprising but the input was validating. Sample statements are:

“I was at a meeting and a Colonel said they can’t fly over your house, farm,
property”

“Tanks are gone but still noise.”

“The noise causing the value of my property to decrease *“

“Walls cracking when using large weapons, hasn't been happening much
recently though.”

“Property value drop due to noise”

Noise is an obvious area that we will continue to study. It is expected to have an
increase in intensity with the development of the new DAGIR range and education and
communication about this activity is warranted.

Area 3 — Transportation / Access

This is another area where we expected concerns to be raised. Infrastructure
development in general around a military installation is a double-edged sword; allowing
both ease of access but also unwanted growth. Residential in particular, which is not
compatible with the mission activities. Opinions given included:

“Can we get access for trails across the post boundary.”
“Can access the neighborhoods adjacent to 31W”

“Wilson Road Gate to be opened.”
“Want Salt River to be a ‘water trail
“Want [direct] access to post from Bullitt County”

18



Fort Knox CUP — Public Involvement Phase 1 Analysis

Growth patterns, transportation plans and potential development activities will all be
reviewed as part of the study with appropriate implementation ideas presented to reach
common goals.

Area 4 — Unclassified

These are statement that were made that didn’t adapt to other areas or had only single
occurrences. They included:

“They have added Mercury and others to our water many in the area have
diabetes and thyroid issues or even cancer | believe these issues are caused
from ft Knox ground water and surface water politions [sic]”

“Gang and drug activities”

These concerns will be monitored for similar inputs. Research will be conducted to try
and understand better the source of these concerns and attempt to document for
inclusion.

Area 5 — Positive Relationships

We had many discussions with many residents who were eager to support the missions
of Fort Knox. Many had served in the military, had family currently serving or do or did
work on the post. They were outspoken in their support and willing to work with Fort
Knox.

“I've loved the vibration noise since '75 - "sounds of freedom™

“Growth of any kind of Fort Knox would be a huge benefit to the surrounding
community.”

“I I my son was/is military we support, happy to deal with noise [issues]’

The continued involvement of all the public and local officials bodes well for the success
of this study, the creation of the CUP and its implementation.

19
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Appendix A — Survey Questions
Q1. Which best describes where you live?

Bullitt County
Lebanon Junction
Shepherdsville
Hardin County
Elizabethtown
Radcliff

Vine Grove

West Point
Meade County
Brandenburg
Muldraugh
Nelson County
Other (please specify)

Q2. How long have you lived in the region (defined as anywhere in Bullitt, Hardin,
Meade, or Nelson counties)?

Less than 1 year
Between 1 and 5 years
Between 5 and 10 years
Between 10 and 20 years
More than 20 years

| do not live in the region.

Q3. Do you own property that directly borders the Fort Knox Military Installation? Y/N

Q4. Have you or any family members ever worked at the Fort Knox Military Installation
(Civilian or Military)? Y/N

Q5. What is your age?

Less than 18
18 to 24

25t0 34
35t0 44
45to 54
55 to 64
65to 74
75 or older

20
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Q6. Other than taking this survey, are you directly involved in the Fort Knox Compatible

Use Plan process? Y/N
Q7. If you answered yes to the previous question, how are you involved?

Committee Member

An Elected Official

A Local Government Staff Member
Public Meeting Attendee

Other (please specify)

Q8. Do you know who to contact if you have a complaint regarding Fort Knox issues?
Y/N

Q9. Do you access any ongoing public communications from Fort Knox (Radio,
Newspaper, Television, Social Media)? Y/N

Q10. How much of an economic impact do you think Fort Knox has on the region?

Less than $500 Million
$500 Million-$1 Billion
$1 Billion-$3 Billion
$3 Billion-$5 Billion

Q11. How often does noise or vibration from Fort Knox disrupt your normal routine?

Every day

A few times a week
About once a week

A few times a month
Once a month

Less than once a month
Never
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Q12. What compatibility issues are of greatest concern to you? (Select your top three)

Development projects and potential risks to low-altitude flight safety (physical
obstruction, navigation interference, or light pollution)

Civilian-Military noise conflicts

Potential development of land near the military installation

Competing demands for infrastructure and community facilities (includes water,
wastewater, school, and power facilities, etc.)

Loss of natural and working landscapes (includes endangered species/habitat
management)

Transportation/traffic congestion around military installations

Mission expansion impacts to future land availability/affordability

Mission reduction impacts to the economy

Military installation population change impacts to housing availability/affordability
Other (please specify)

Q13. Are you familiar with any current land use regulations governing land use between
Fort Knox and the Public? Y/N

Q14. Of potential policy solutions, which do you think would be most useful? Check ALL
that apply.

Real Estate Disclosures

Land Buffer Zones

Deed Restrictions

Noise Attenuation Building Codes

Height Restrictions

Frequency/Spectrum Restrictions

Zoning Restrictions

Purchase of Development Rights

Purchase of Properties

More communication and educational programs

Q15. Do you believe your property values are positively or negatively influenced by Fort
Knox?

Very positively
Positively
Neutral
Negatively
Very negatively
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Q16. Which of the following would you find most helpful?

A clear point of contact at your local government

Tours of your local military installation

Case study examples of successful compatibility work
Other (please specify)

An overview of your local government’s planning process
Events to learn about installation and community leaders

A list of resources to learn more about compatibility

A clear point of contact at your local military installation
More information on your local government’s current plans
More information on your local military installation’s mission
More information on your local military installation’s future plans



IMNISSI0ONN FASTFACTS:

Whatis
MissionKnox?

missionknox.org

WHAT IS THE FT KNOX COMPATIBLE USE
PLAN (CUP)?

The Compatible Use Program is a federally funded program administered by the Department of
Defense (DoD) and Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) to promote collaboration and
cooperation among the Military, surrounding jurisdictions, community stakeholders, and states. This
proactive collaborative process promotes open dialogue to encourage cooperative land use
planning between Fort Knox and surrounding jurisdictions to guide future civilian growth and
development to be compatible with the training and operational missions of Fort Knox. By
mitigating incompatible civilian development and identifying strategies to reduce the operational
impacts on adjacent lands, including environmental impacts of military operations, success can be
achieved by all.

DEVELOPING THE PLAN

Lincoln Trail Area Development District (LTADD), a regional planning organization, is the project
sponsor and coordinator for the Fort Knox Compatible Use Plan (CUP) as the project study area
intersects several counties and municipalities within its region.

SCOPE & TIMELINE

By December 2020, the study will produce a report and implementation plan to preserve military

readiness and defense capabilities, while supporting continued community economic development

and land uses compatible with military operations.

Work over the 18-month study period includes:

¢ The formation of Executive and Technical Advisory Committees.

¢ Engaging public discussion through public meetings and surveys.

¢ A detailed land use assessment for the area surrounding Fort Knox.

¢ Analysis of compatibility challenges within the study area.

e Recommendations and strategies to promote compatible land use between the installation and
surrounding communities.

THE GOAL

The goal of CUP is to provide
a detailed dataset of
existing or potential issues or
policies that may create
conflicts between military
missions and the populations
and governments of
surrounding communities and
the post. The study will use
the gathered data to
analyze these polices and
issues and provide specific
policy suggestions for
implementation to address
concerns. This creates a
documented framework and
procedure for identifying
new issues and promoting
ongoing discussions and
policy modifications amongst
the stakeholders.



THE STUDY AREA

The larger study area encompasses parts of four counties adjacent to Fort Knox: Bullitt, Hardin, Meade and Nelson

Counties which includes the cities of Brandenburg, Elizabethtown, Lebanon Junction, Muldraugh, Radcliff,

Shepherdsville, Vine Grove and West Point.

COMMITTEE STRUCTURE

Two committees (comprised of city, county, military
and other stakeholders) will guide the development
of CUP.

¢ Executive Committee (EC) - will consist of local
elected officials representing jurisdictions in the
study area, federal and state agency officials,
and military leadership. The EC is responsible for
leading the direction of the CUP and monitoring
the implementation and adoption of policies and
strategies.

¢ Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) - includes
representatives and planners from local, regional,
state and federal agencies, environmental
organizations and the local development
community. These representatives possess the
technical knowledge and familiarity of their
localities to guide and assist in the development
of strategies and policies.

For more information on
MissionKnox, visit the project
website at www.missionknox.org
or

call Lincoln Trail Area
Development District

at 270-769-2393.

This document was prepared with financial support from the Office of Economic
Adjustment, Department of Defense. The content does not necessarily reflect the views
of the Office of Economic Adjustment.



FAST FACTS:

Compatibility Issues

mission

Potential encroachment and compatibility factors will
be studied to create a sustainable balance between
community and military needs and interests, therefore

promoting environments where all coexist successfully.

AIR/ LAND SPACE of an
adequate size and quality
are necessary for the military to
accomplish training
and operational missions.
Competition for these shared
resources can impact future
growth of community
and military uses.

AA

ENERGY DEVELOPMENT
of alternative energy
sources such as solar,

wind or biofuel could

raise issues related to
glare, vertical obstruction or
water quality/quantity.

COMMUNICATION
& COORDINATION
The lack of interface between entities
can cause confusion and frustration
when issues arise. Encouraging
dialogue and ongoing collaboration
develops environments where each can
successfully coexist.

NOISE

Exposure to high noise levels
can have a significant impact
on human activity, health, and
safety, as well as wildlife,
livestock, and pets. Training
operations that involve aircraft,
ground vehicles, and weaponry
can create noise impacts that
extend beyond military
installations.

missionknox.org

VIBRATION may result from explosions, noise, mechanical operations,

M"'I or other changes in the environment created by community or military

activities.

LAND USE
Protects the

public's health, safety and welfare by
ensuring the use of one property does

not negatively impact the use of

another. The CUP study will examine
local jurisdictions' comprehensive plans
and zoning ordinances with military

installation master plans to ensure
compatibility.

v ENDANGERED &
THREATENED SPECIES

can be pushed out of habitat areas by
development, thus increasing their
numbers on installations. The presence
of threatened or endangered species
may require special development
considerations and should be included
early in planning processes for
installations and communities.

LIGHT & GLARE

from commercial,

industrial, recreational, and
residential uses can interfere
with both community and military
activities, impacting the use of
military night-vision devices and
air operations or negatively
affecting the community.



SAFETY zones
' include areas
H where

development

needs to be more
restrictive due to the high
risks to public safety, such
as weapons ranges and
flight corridors.

SECURITY related

to Anti-Terrorism/
Force Protection is of
primary concern as
Fort Knox is home

to the military's
Human Resource
Command.

Safety of installation
personnel, facilities,
and information from
outside threat is vital,
and impacts off-
installation uses.

AIR QUALITY '

from a
compatibility
perspective

includes pollutants ’rha’r
limit visibility and fails to
reach air quality standards
that may limit future
changes in operation at the
installation or in the
surrounding communities.
Examples include: fire from
artillery exercises,

ground disturbance from
military operations or
industrial activities.

VERTICAL OBSTRUCTION

|

TRANSPORTATION
&
INFRASTRUCTURE

Issues cover the provision or development of
infrastructure such as roads, sewer, water, etc.,
in the proximity of the installation. Expanded
infrastructure can enhance operations of the
installation but also encourage growth in other
areas that might not be compatible.
Transportation capacity and congestion are
factors to consider as population increases in
the surrounding communities and on the

installation.

Tall structures such as buildings, construction cranes, wind

turbines and cell towers within the vicinity of Fort Knox can be

hazardous and encroach into navigable air space or line of

sight radar transmisions.

FREQUENCY
SPECTRUM

CAPACITY is critical for
maintaining existing and
future missions and
communications on
installations. Advances in
consumer electronics have
increased use of the
frequency spectrum and can
impact military operations.

INTERFERENCE
Interrupting electronic
signals or the inability to
distribute and receive a
particular frequency
because of similar
frequency competition.

WATER QUALITY &

QUANTITY

concerns include

the guarantee

that adequate water supplies of
good quality are available for use
by the surrounding communities
and the military installation as the
area develops. This also takes into
consideration growth for
agricultural and industrial use
along with stormwater issues.

For more information on
MissionKnox, visit the
project website at
www.missionknox.org
or
call Lincoln Trail Area
Development District
at 270-769-2393.

This document was prepared with financial support from the Office of Economic Adjustment, Department of Defense.
The content does not necessarily reflect the views of the Office of Economic Adjustment.



FAST FACTS The Importance of Fort Knox

daytime
population

25,200

FORT KNOX

Populatio

Active-duty military

n Breakdown

9,600

DOD civilian employees, contractors & others

9,100

Reserve component military

B Dependents of active-duty military living on post

15th largest city in Kentucky

$2.6 Billion - Installation Expenditures (including
payroll)

$750 Million - In Payroll

$732 Million - Fort Knox's Mission & Installation
Contracting Command (MICC) obligates largest annual
dollar amount of contracts Source: US. Arm Fort Knox

Community World-Class & \"
Investments Energy Efficient
Bl $246! 311761 |
Fort Knox
World-Class ranges and over 100,000 acres of
BRAC 2005 training areas equipped with state-of-the-art
Expenditures Military Operation on Urban Terrain (MOUT)
site to 360 live-fire river range makes Fort
| Knox the ideal location for combat units.
Highways $157,536,761 The Army's energy conservation starts at Fort
Knox. Commonly referred to as the best
Water & Sewer $80,236,270 energy program in the Department of Defense,
B Schools $8,258,730 with 50 Energy Star-rated buildings and over

6.7 million square feet of administrative space
cooled and heated by geothermal and solar
energy.



The IMPACT of Fort Knox

25,000
Kentucky's
20,000 Largest Employers
by Number of Employees
|
15,000
()
S
§ g Fort Knox 21,473
10,000 c i 8 . United Parcel Service 21,233
g g . c Ford Mator Co 12,600
S % o -~ Morton Healthcare 12,247
5,000 <d — S § 8 Humana Inc. 12,000
& 9 - (_*; g Toyota Motor Manufacturing 5,069
c BB E
L
0

Excludes Education and Retail
Sources: KY Cabinet for Economic Development, Dun & Bradstreet, Greater Louisville Economic Development

Top 5 Employers by County

Bullitt County Number of Employees

3,300 - Amazon .
1.800- Bullitt BoE Top 5 Employers in Each County
1,100 - LSC Communications
825 - Louisville Seating

800 - Geek Squad

25,000

. 20,000
Hardin County

2,650 - Hardin BoE CIVILIAN
1,875 - Metalsa 15,000 DoD
1,470 - Hardin Memorial Hospital
1,300 - Akebono

1,005 - Baptist Healthcare 10;000

Meade County MILITARY - -

412 - Meade BoE 5,000

250 - Lusk Group [
242 - Monument Chemical 0

130 - Meade County Fiscal Court
114 - Meade RECC

I:I County Board of Educaton

FORT KNOX  BULLITT HARDIN MEADE NELSON

Nelson County

896 - Nelson BoE

593 - American Fuji Seal
537 - Tower Automotive
473 - Sazerac Distillers
413 - Heaven Hill

Sources: KY Cabinet for Economic Development, Dun & Bradstreet, Bullitt County Board of Education

velop
mea, For more information on
MissionKnox, visit the project website This document was prepared with financial support from the Office of Economic
at www.missionknox.org Adjustment, Department of Defense. The content does not necessarily reflect the views
or call Lincoln Trail Area Development of the Office of Economic Adjustment.

District
at 270-769-2393.






