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Washington Dulles International Airport 
Environmental Impact Statement 
Consolidated Comment Database 

 
How to Use the Database 

 
This Consolidated Comment Database contains an index of those parties who submitted comments to the 
FAA during the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) study. 
 
The database includes the name of each party providing a comment and a unique Identifier Code to 
catalog the submittal.  Comment Codes are also provided, which indicate the summarized comments 
applicable to that particular submittal.  Federal, State, and Local Agency letters are in order 
alphanumerically by Identifier Code and include the area of government the individual is associated with.  
Public comments are also listed alphabetically by last name. 
 
Each “Identifier Code” consists of six characters that represent three fields of information describing each 
unique comment submittal.  The first character makes up the first field and serves as an “Event Code”, 
which describes the period during the study for which the comment was submitted.   
 
There are three Event Codes: 
 

S = Comment received during the EIS Scoping Process 
P  = Comments received between the EIS Scoping and the release of the Draft EIS (DEIS) 
D  = Comments received during the DEIS review period 

 
The second character represents the “Affiliation Code” that places the party commenting into one of five 
categories: 
 

F = Comment from a Federal agency 
S = Comment from a State agency 
L = Comment from a Local agency 
P = Comment from the general public 
N = Comment by petition  

 
The last four characters represent the third field, which identifies the specific comment submittal 
numerically.  For example, the “Identifier Code”, “SP0245", describes the comment submittal as being the 
245th letter or comment form received during the Scoping process from the general public.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 SP0245 

Event Code 
Affiliation Code 

Numeric Identifier 
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Each comment submittal was reviewed, salient points summarized, and identified with a comment code.  
The summarized comments are organized into the following 30 categories: 
 

Category Number  Description 
1   Purpose and Need                                        
2   Alternatives                                            
3   Noise                                                   
4   Land Use                                                
5   Social Impacts                                          
6   Induced Socioeconomic Impacts                           
7   Air Quality                                             
8   Hazardous Materials                                     
9   Water Quality                                           
10   DOT Section 303                                         
11   Historic, Architectural, and Archaeological 
12   Biotic Communities                                      
13   Endangered and Threatened Species                       
14   Wetlands                                                
15   Farmlands                                               
16   Energy and Natural Resources                            
17   Light Emissions                                         
18   Solid Waste Impacts                                     
19   Construction Impacts                                    
20   Coastal Zone Management/Coastal Barriers                      
21   Public Involvement                                      
22   Cost Considerations                                     
23   EIS Process and Scope                                   
24   Quality of Life                                         
25   Floodplains                                             
26   Environmental Justice                                   
27   Surface Transportation                                  
28   Design, Art, Architecture                               
29   Other                                                   
30 Safety 

 
 
For example, Comment Code 1-1 describes the comment was made concerning the Purpose and Need 
and is the first comment documented under that category. 
 
FAA has provided responses to each of the comments in the database.  The comments and FAA 
responses are contained in this appendix after a listing of Summarized Federal Agency, State Agency, 
Local Government and Agency, and General Public Commenters.  Each of the original comment letters, 
e-mails, or transcripts are contained in Appendices L-1, L-2, and L-3. 
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WASHINGTON DULLES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT EIS
CONSOLIDATED COMMENT DATABASE

List of Federal Agency Commenters

Last Name First Name Agency Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Allaben David US Dept Agriculture SF0001 30-1
Allaben David US Dept Agriculture SF0007 13-5
Allaben David US Dept Agriculture SF0008 19-6
Arguto William US Environmental Protection Agency DF0002 1-39, 2-53, 14-17, 29-25, 2-54, 29-26, 14-17, 14-18, 14-

19, 7-26, 7-27, 7-28, 7-29, 7-30
Burns Deborah Rosebourgh Federal Transit Administration PF0001 23-22
Kennedy Susan National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration DF0001 29-21
Llana Jaime Washington Dulles International Airport Air Traffic Control Tower SF0006 2-10
Sundra Edward Federal Highway Administration SF0004 23-13, 23-14
Taylor Willie US Dept of the Interior DF0003 13-22, 13-23, 14-20, 14-21, 14-22, 14-23, 25-10, 12-11, 

12-12
Williams Bruce US Army Corps of Engineers SF0002 14-1, 14-2, 14-3, 2-1, 11-1, 13-1
Williams Bruce US Army Corps of Engineers SF0005 23-20
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SECTION 3:

Summarized State Agency Commenters



WASHINGTON DULLES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT EIS
CONSOLIDATED COMMENT DATABASE

List of State Agency Commenters

Last Name First Name Agency Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Bray J. Robert Virginia Port Authority SS0019 1-1
Burdette Randall Virginia Department of Aviation DS0004 2-31
Clement Whittington Office of the Governor PS0001 1-19, 23-21
Clement Whittington Office of the Governor SS0006 1-1, 23-2
Cromwell James VA Dept of Transportation SS0013 27-15, 27-20
Daniel Jr PE John M. Dept of Environmental Quality DS0007 7-13, 7-14, 7-15, 7-16
Davy John Dept of Conservation & Recreation SS0008 23-3
Eversole Mark Virginia Marine Resources Commission PS0003 14-9
Eversole Mark Virginia Marine Resources Commission SS0018 14-7
Golesorkhi Hamid Dept of Health, Div of Drinking Water SS0001 9-1
Golesorkhi Hamid Dept of Health, Div of Drinking Water SS0016 9-1
Harold
Smith

Catherine
Shawn

Chesapeake Bay Local Assistance Department SS0002 20-1, 20-2, 9-2

Hertzler Shelby Dept of Conservation & Recreation SS0007 9-3
Holma Marc Dept of Historic Resources DS0001 11-5
Holma Marc Dept of Historic Resources PS0004 11-5
Hypes Rene Dept of Conservation & Recreation - National Heritage SS0012 13-6, 13-7, 13-8, 9-10, 10-3, 29-4
Hypes Rene Dept of Conservation & Recreation - National Heritage SS0017 13-4
Irons Ellie Dept of Environmental Quality DS0006 13-11, 13-10, 14-10, 7-13, 7-14, 7-15, 7-16, 19-7, 19-8, 

7-17, 14-9, 9-18, 14-11, 14-12, 8-7, 18-2, 18-3, 8-8, 19-
9, 8-9, 9-17, 9-28, 9-18, 14-13, 2-48, 13-14, 13-15, 12-5, 
12-6, 16-3, 9-29, 10-6, 20-6

Irons Ellie Dept of Environmental Quality SS0003 23-1, 20-3, 20-5
Kezierski Wendy Dept of Environmental Quality SS0014 14-6, 9-13, 9-14
Lemont Stephen Virginia Department of Transportation PS0005 27-20, 23-27
McDonald Robert VA Dept of Transportation SS0004 27-1, 27-2, 27-3, 27-4, 27-5
McDonald Robert Virginia Department of Transportation PS0002 27-21
McDonald Robert Virginia Department of Transportation PS0006 27-23
Munson Robert Dept of Conservation & Recreation DS0002 13-10, 12-2, 9-17, 9-18
Munson Robert Dept of Conservation & Recreation DS0003 13-11, 13-12, 10-6, 13-10, 12-2, 9-17, 9-18
Rader Eugene Dept of Mines, Minerals and Energy SS0011 16-2
Richards Lily Dept of Historic Resources SS0009 11-2
Rohrer Karl Virginia Department of Rail and Public Transportation DS0005 27-26, 27-25, 27-27, 27-28
Sorenson Jo Anne Virginia Department of Transportation SS0015 23-19
Walker Cathy Office of the Governor SS0010 23-15
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SECTION 4:

Summarized Local Government and 
Agency Commenters



WASHINGTON DULLES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT EIS
CONSOLIDATED COMMENT DATABASE

List of Local Government and Agency Commenters

Last Name First Name Agency Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Assad Shaheer Loudoun County Office of Transportation Services SL0010 27-14, 3-24, 27-1, 27-13, 27-16, 27-17
Bowers
Gorney

Kirby
Joe

Loudoun County Planning Dept DL0006 2-55, 9-39, 14-24, 9-34, 9-40, 11-9, 7-18, 4-15

Connaughton Sean Prince William County DL0003 23-31, 23-38
Dittmeier John Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority DL0004 27-30, 27-31, 21-5
Goodfriend David Loudoun County Health Department SL0011 9-12, 29-5
Griffin
Kaplan

Anthony
Noel

Fairfax County Planning & Zoning Dept DL0005 4-7, 2-50, 3-79, 30-15, 3-80, 23-36, 3-81, 3-79, 3-82, 3-
83, 3-3, 3-84, 4-8, 3-37, 3-85, 3-86, 3-87, 3-79, 3-88, 3-
89, 23-37, 11-7, 11-8, 3-90, 9-21, 9-30, 9-31, 9-32, 9-33, 
9-34, 9-35, 9-36, 9-37, 27-21, 7-15, 7-18, 7-19, 7-20, 7-
21, 7-22, 12-7, 12-8, 13-16, 13-17, 13-18, 12-9, 13-19, 
13-20, 13-21, 12-10, 14-15, 14-16, 25-7, 25-8, 25-9, 20-
7, 20-8, 20-9, 29-1, 9-38, 2-52, 4-9, 4-10, 4-11, 4-12, 17-
2, 4-13, 4-14

Hassad Shaheel Loudoun County Office of Conservation SL0015 23-12
Hill Dennis Fairfax County Health Department SL0008 7-7, 9-11, 19-4, 19-2
Holley Kirk Fairfax County Park Authority SL0005 10-1, 9-8, 9-6, 9-9, 19-3, 11-4, 3-23, 12-1, 10-2, 27-11

Hudgins Catherine Fairfax County Board of Supervisors DL0001 14-14
Kaplan Noel Fairfax County Planning & Zoning Dept SL0014 23-11
O'Reilly Michael Town of Herndon DL0002 3-97, 7-31
Pastor Julie Loudoun County Planning Dept SL0003 23-4

Phillips George Loudoun County Office of Transportation Services SL0006 27-12, 27-13, 4-2
Rudacille Katherine Northern Virginia Regional Park Authority SL0007 10-4, 10-5
Sotirchos Susanne Dept. of Housing and Community Development PL0004 1-22
Stevens Richard Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority SL0013 2-11, 2-12
Zook James Fairfax County Planning & Zoning Dept PL0002 3-42, 3-1, 3-2, 9-4
Zook James Fairfax County Planning & Zoning Dept PL0003 3-1, 3-2, 3-43, 3-44, 3-3, 9-4
Zook James Fairfax County Planning & Zoning Dept SL0004 2-3, 2-4, 3-1, 3-2, 3-3, 27-6, 7-1, 14-4, 20-1, 9-4, 9-5, 29-

1, 25-1, 13-2
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Summarized General Public Commenters



WASHINGTON DULLES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT EIS
CONSOLIDATED COMMENT DATABASE

List of General Public Commenters

Last Name First Name Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Adams Dan PP0121 3-46, 24-1
Alcorn Daniel SP0044 1-22, 1-23
Alkhateeb Sharifa PP0126 3-6
Anonymous DP0083 2-31, 4-1, 29-22, 6-7, 29-8
Anonymous DP0022 2-32
Antigone H. Christopher DP0105 1-34, 2-37, 22-4
Arun Rama DP0016 2-31, 29-12, 6-3
Ballschneider Gregg SP0014 3-11
Balusu Vijay DP0095 2-16, 3-34, 3-38, 3-73, 4-6
Banda Ravi V. DP0094 3-10, 3-34, 3-66, 3-67, 3-72
Barrett John PP0075 29-11
Beck Anthony SP0039 3-15
Beere Venkateswara DP0089 3-6, 3-66, 3-76, 24-8
Bell Michael SP0010 3-9, 27-7
Bell Mike PP0137 3-58, 7-6, 12-4
Bell Mike SP0035 24-5, 3-21
Berry Jr. F. Clifon DP0012 2-31, 29-8, 6-3
Bilas Kurt W. PP0045 3-6, 4-2
Birtwistle David DP0015 2-31, 29-8, 6-3
Birtwistle David C DP0053 1-22, 2-33, 2-42
Bisagno George PP0081 1-22
Borkland
Borkland

Thomas
Colleen

SP0018 3-4, 27-8, 24-3, 23-9

Braden Mark PP0042 3-34
Braden Mark PP0109 3-13, 3-48
Braden Mark R. PP0058 3-34
Brierly Rebekah PP0103 21-2
Brown Nancy A. PP0036 3-4
Buchanan Robert DP0056 1-6, 2-33
Burke Sharon PP0002 1-21, 3-13, 2-14
Butler Larry T. DP0071 14-14
Butow David PP0133 2-31
Carlson John PP0112 1-11, 2-5, 2-21, 3-6, 24-1
Carlson John PP0113 1-11, 2-5, 2-21, 3-6, 24-1
Carter Sue DP0009 3-4, 1-10, 30-12, 27-8
Cervantes
Cervantes

Edward
Deborah

SP0021 23-16

Chamberlain Anna PP0114 3-6
Chase Robert SP0048 1-13, 4-3
Chiang
Chiang

Kuo
Rebecca

PP0059 3-34

Chisholm Patrick PP0108 1-22
Clark Doug DP0052 2-33, 6-7
Clark Walt DP0038 2-31
Clark Walter T. DP0028 2-31
Clem Mike DP0060 2-31
Cochran Kim PP0057 3-34
Collins Randy DP0082 1-22, 6-7, 29-8
Collins Randy DP0114 1-37, 2-36, 6-8, 6-10, 23-32
Connery Joanne DP0018 2-31, 29-12, 29-8
Coovert Paul PP0084 23-9
Corriel Mitch PP0011 1-10
Corriel Mitchell PP0028 24-4
Creus Ruben DP0024 2-29, 3-4, 7-2
Crichton Keith PP0019 2-22, 3-35
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WASHINGTON DULLES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT EIS
CONSOLIDATED COMMENT DATABASE

List of General Public Commenters

Last Name First Name Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Crowder Jr. Charlie DP0079 9-19, 9-20, 9-21, 9-22, 9-23, 9-24, 9-25, 9-26, 9-27
Csicsmann Carlos PP0067 3-34
Damon Stuart DP0081 2-31, 29-8
Dayman Pat PP0073 29-11
Dean William H. DP0110 6-7, 2-33
Deitos Richard P. DP0032 1-23, 2-31, 2-44, 4-1, 23-28, 29-19
DeiTos Richard P. DP0070 1-38, 2-44, 2-49, 2-51
Delisi Rick DP0042 2-31
Denny A. PP0022 2-5
Denny Adele PP0004 3-6
Devassy Anna R. DP0097 3-67, 3-74, 3-75
Dew
Dew

Gary
Marlene

DP0106 2-34, 3-16, 3-34, 3-75

Dhrov Rohit PP0138 2-39, 2-40, 6-5
Doherty Betty PP0009 3-1
Doherty Jim PP0008 2-18
Dombos Glenn PP0087 27-2, 13-3, 1-10
DuPont Eric PP0082 29-11, 1-22
Duvvap Ganal DP0113 2-34
Edwards David PP0024 1-14, 1-23
Edwards David A. DP0065 1-8, 2-42
Eelman Alice SP0020 3-16, 3-6, 3-11, 8-3, 3-4, 7-2
Engel Walter P. DP0003 2-27, 2-28, 27-6
Fairfield Jeffrey DP0034 2-31, 29-8
Ferguson Lynn PP0003 3-32
Ferguson Lynn PP0055 3-16, 23-25
Ferguson Lynn PP0056 23-25, 24-1
Ferrero Bob PP0035 1-16
Flaten Norman PP0091 30-2
Fletcher Karen PP0129 3-10, 3-28, 3-51, 3-53
Flynn Kam PP0029 29-9
Forbes
Forbes

Lance
Marie

DP0086 2-34, 3-26, 3-88, 3-91

Freeman Roma SP0024 3-27
Fung
Hom

Phei
Dilliam

DP0073 1-16, 3-6, 6-11, 24-1

Gamble Elizabeth SP0016 7-2, 13-1, 3-4, 14-5, 25-2, 29-2, 9-7, 17-1, 18-1, 8-2, 19-1, 16-1, 20-4
Ganoung Andy PP0018 2-22, 27-21
Gombold Steven PP0077 29-11
Gorham Greg DP0047 3-69, 3-70
Goyal Probir DP0112 3-34
Grady
Grady

Catherine
Brian

PP0064 24-1, 3-16, 3-34

Grayson Leslie SP0050 4-4
Grealish Gerry SP0007 3-7
Greenia Roy C. PP0101 3-46
Griffith H. Russell DP0080 2-31, 29-8
Guernsey David M. DP0091 1-23, 1-31, 1-32, 2-33, 23-32, 29-22
Gullapalli Jatindra DP0096 2-16, 3-34, 3-38, 3-73, 4-6
Gumas
Gumas

Doreen
Chuck

DP0061 2-36, 2-37, 3-4, 3-9, 3-10, 7-2, 7-3, 7-10, 7-11

Gumas
Gumas

Doreen
Chuck

PP0127 2-36, 2-37, 3-4, 3-9, 3-10, 7-2, 7-3, 7-10, 7-11

Gumas
Gumas

Chuck
Doreen

SP0041 7-5, 7-6, 19-2, 3-19, 3-18
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WASHINGTON DULLES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT EIS
CONSOLIDATED COMMENT DATABASE

List of General Public Commenters

Last Name First Name Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Gumas
Gumas

Doreen
Charles

SP0015 3-4, 8-1, 3-12, 7-3, 27-9

H. D.E. PP0039 24-1
Hagan Karleen SP0036 29-3
Hagans Michele DP0054 1-6, 2-33
Hagg Elizabeth DP0037 3-10, 3-51, 3-64, 3-65
Hagg Elizabeth DP0087 2-57, 2-56, 3-10, 3-13, 3-51, 3-64, 3-65, 3-82, 3-92, 3-93, 3-94, 3-95, 3-96, 7-2
Haggerty Ron DP0092 1-27, 1-33, 2-33, 5-1, 23-32, 23-33, 24-6, 29-22, 29-23
Haider Waseem PP0060 3-33
Halstead Julie PP0006 24-1, 3-32
Hancock
Hancock

Fred
Dee

SP0027 3-28, 8-4, 30-6, 24-1

Harrison Stanley SP0011 1-8
Harrison Stanley E. DP0031 1-8, 2-31
Hazel John SP0028 1-14
Hazel Jr. John DP0076 2-31
Hendley Martha DP0040 3-10, 23-31
Hicks Jack DP0005 3-10
Hill Don PP0030 23-12, 3-4
Holden Mary Gayle PP0097 2-31, 2-33, 2-30, 4-2, 6-3
Horvath Stephen PP0134 2-35
Hosseini Mike DP0004 3-33
Hosseini Mike DP0006 3-33
Hu
Shan
Hu
Hu

Guangyuan
Yi
Grace
Stephen

DP0107 3-75

Hughes R SP0002 3-6
Humenik Dennis J. PP0037 3-9, 3-34
Hutz David SP0025 7-8, 3-28, 2-14
Huynh Lee DP0041 1-22, 3-10, 30-6
Iannom Bob DP0017 2-31, 29-12, 29-8, 6-3
Iglesias Angelo DP0010 3-40
J. T. PP0085 3-4
Jaeschke Chris PP0139 23-28
Jenkins Catherine DP0026 2-29, 2-30
Jenkins Robert DP0023 2-30, 2-31
Jensen Gary DP0075 6-7, 3-77, 2-31, 2-42
Jordan Hope DP0055 1-22, 23-30, 29-12
Joseph Gerald DP0099 3-4, 3-74
Kahrs Don PP0086 1-10, 24-4
Kalbfleisch
Wieder

Carol
Laurie

PP0094 1-24, 1-5

Kauffman Dana DP0109 7-32, 7-18, 7-16, 7-33, 7-21
Kayser Anita PP0116 23-23
Keegan Kevin DP0021 8-1, 8-6
Keirce Cliff SP0001 3-4, 3-5, 2-5
Kelleher Tim PP0135 30-13, 21-3, 3-54
Klingelberger Kathy SP0013 3-6, 27-8, 27-9, 1-9, 23-7
Knuitz David PP0031 1-22
Kocur Ana PP0032 24-1
Kocur Ana PP0100 2-15
Koester A. Scott PP0083 1-22, 29-11
Koffer Larry SP0034 3-20
Kohut Anne PP0117 29-15, 3-24
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WASHINGTON DULLES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT EIS
CONSOLIDATED COMMENT DATABASE

List of General Public Commenters

Last Name First Name Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Kohut Anne SP0003 23-5
Koval Cyril R. PP0140 23-28
Lacey Stephine PP0132 2-13, 3-25
Lacey Stephine SP0008 3-6, 23-6, 3-4, 3-8, 30-3
Land Tom PP0041 29-10
LaNier Mark DP0019 2-31, 29-12, 29-8
Larsen James PP0093 1-20
Larsen Jim DP0048 2-31, 6-3, 6-7
Le Phu A. DP0104 29-8
Lecos William DP0046 6-7, 6-3, 1-22
Lecos William D. DP0064 2-31
Lewis John B. DP0033 2-30
Li Jiehuan PP0122 3-50, 3-52, 3-49, 3-16, 3-39
Lo Presti Phil DP0111 1-10, 1-16, 1-28, 1-36, 2-46, 10-7, 11-6, 23-24, 23-34, 23-35, 24-7, 29-24
LoPresti Phil DP0036 1-10, 2-34, 2-46
LoPresti Phil PP0072 2-16
Lott
Lott

David
Diana

DP0100 3-75

Loukas Thomas SP0012 3-10, 3-12
Lowery Dan DP0020 3-4, 23-26
Lowrey Dan DP0007 2-29, 3-3, 23-26, 24-5
Lowrey Dan DP0067 3-76
MacLane Kathryn SP0049 1-22
MacLane Kathy DP0057 2-33, 6-8
Maginn Abby E. PP0054 3-34
Magyaries
Magyaries

Michael
Kelly

SP0042 6-2

Mandell Risa PP0130 6-4
Mann Lezlie PP0046 3-34
Mann Lezlie PP0068 3-34
Marriott John DP0069 2-49, 23-32
Marriott John SP0032 29-8
Mars Dr. John C. PP0047 3-41
Mars Dr. John C. PP0048 2-24
Mattimiro Sal PP0025 24-1
Mattimoro Sal PP0136 2-3, 21-4, 3-55
McArtor Allan DP0013 2-31, 29-8
McFarland Eileen PP0007 23-23
McGinnis Daniel SP0045 1-22, 30-9
McKay Mike DP0098 3-67, 3-74, 3-75, 3-76
McPoland Michael DP0027 14-5, 14-8
McRore Dennis PP0020 2-4, 3-34
Mehta Hetal SP0019 1-10, 1-11, 3-16, 1-11, 7-4, 1-12, 24-4
Mehta Nirav SP0017 1-10, 1-11, 1-7, 24-2, 23-8, 1-12
Metcalf DP0029 3-60, 6-6
Meyer Kurt V. PP0111 3-13
Miller Donna DP0059 2-33, 6-9, 23-32
Miller J. Scott PP0131 2-29, 23-26
Miller Scott DP0008 3-38
Miller Scott DP0063 3-47, 3-51, 3-68, 25-5, 25-6
Millspaugh M. Laurence DP0014 2-31, 29-8, 6-3
Mitchell Barbara DP0025 27-22
Mockbee
Mockbee

Linda
Tom

PP0119 3-16, 24-5, 3-33, 3-4
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WASHINGTON DULLES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT EIS
CONSOLIDATED COMMENT DATABASE

List of General Public Commenters

Last Name First Name Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Modi
Modi

Smita
Viral

PP0066 3-34

Moore Tom DP0058 1-6, 1-29, 1-30, 2-33, 2-42, 29-20
Morr Thomas DP0044 6-8, 2-31
Moryto Willam PP0076 30-11, 29-11
Mozeleski
Mozeleski

Rob
Laura

PP0065 3-34

Mullins David PP0080 29-11
Murray Timothy DP0002 7-5
Newkirk Tony PP0118 3-45, 21-1, 23-12
Ngo Chau PP0026 2-17
Nicoson Partricia PP0095 2-31, 6-3, 29-8
Nicoson Partricia PP0096 2-31, 4-1, 1-5, 2-30
Nicoson Patricia DP0108 1-31, 1-32, 2-33, 4-3, 23-32, 24-6, 27-29, 29-22, 29-23
Nicoson Patty DP0035 2-31
Odiorne
Ordione

David
Amy

PP0017 2-21

Ohneiser Bob PP0023 13-13, 4-5, 29-13
Pacia David PP0099 3-4, 3-37, 29-16
Paris
Paris

Warren
Melanie

PP0128 24-1, 30-2

Parnes Jeffery DP0050 30-14, 3-62, 2-43
Parnes Jeffrey PP0013 24-1
Parnes Jeffrey PP0145 23-29, 25-3
Patel Rahul DP0103 3-10, 3-34, 3-66, 3-67, 3-72
Peck Robert DP0084 2-31, 29-8, 6-3, 6-7
Peretti Roger PP0027 2-23, 2-14, 24-1
Peretti Roger PP0124 2-25, 2-23, 2-38, 12-3, 6-5, 2-34
Phares Anita PP0070 3-16, 3-34
Pickett Owen B. DP0074 1-3, 1-5, 2-33
Plick Paula PP0115 23-23, 29-14
Polski Michelle PP0014 2-20
Porter Allen PP0040 24-1
Powers Jr. Francis Gary DP0078 2-31, 29-22, 29-8
Presti Phil Lo SP0026 2-16, 1-17, 7-4, 9-15, 23-18, 1-18, 3-30, 30-8
Pumpelly Thomas DP0077 2-31, 6-3, 29-8
Rao Rajesh PP0071 3-34
Recka Randy DP0062 1-22
Redden Vikki PP0088 27-2, 24-1
Resident Pleasant Valley SP0030 3-16
Roberts John PP0079 29-11
Roberts Peter PP0142 1-17, 2-41, 7-6
Roberts Peter SP0040 6-1, 3-17, 27-10, 30-4, 2-8, 2-9, 3-16, 23-10, 11-3
Rodgers
Halligan

G. Michael
Susan

SP0031 3-22, 7-9, 8-4, 19-5, 8-5, 2-15, 1-16, 29-7, 22-1, 27-18, 27-19, 27-18

Rooney Tim PP0015 24-1, 1-10
Rose Jay PP0043 1-15, 3-17, 8-2, 13-3, 18-1, 23-24, 27-6, 30-2, 30-4, 30-7, 30-10
Rothschild Ted PP0061 3-34
Rothschild Ted PP0107 3-13, 3-47
Sanders Laurie PP0033 1-21, 24-1
Sawislak Josh DP0039 27-24, 27-25
Scehler James PP0090 1-22
Schaad
Schaad

Mark
Dawn

SP0029 2-13, 30-7, 3-29, 3-26, 30-5, 29-6

Schefer Leo DP0011 2-33

5-5



WASHINGTON DULLES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT EIS
CONSOLIDATED COMMENT DATABASE

List of General Public Commenters

Last Name First Name Letter Code Comment Number(s)
Schefer Leo PP0098 2-33, 2-26
Schefer Leo SP0047 1-2, 2-2, 1-3, 1-4, 1-5, 1-6, 4-1
Schon Daniel PP0092 1-22
Schwartz Helen PP0005 3-33
Schwartz
Schwartz

Ken 
Jeanine

PP0050 1-10, 1-26, 24-1

Scott Joe PP0102 1-22
Shah Bhavesh DP0085 3-4, 3-71, 3-35
Shang Cynthia DP0045 3-6, 3-19, 3-63, 25-4, 25-6, 3-38, 4-2
Shang Cynthia PP0044 3-25, 7-1
Shang Cynthia PP0125 3-57, 7-12, 3-25
Shang
Shang

Cynthia
Warren

SP0023 23-17, 3-25, 2-13, 30-5, 3-26, 2-13, 29-6

Sharma Vikas DP0090 3-34, 3-35, 3-66, 3-67
Shearer Geoff DP0049 29-11, 2-47, 3-65, 3-71, 3-32, 3-71
Shearer Geoff PP0038 1-25, 2-21
Shearer Geoff PP0120 22-3, 1-28, 2-4
Shefer Leo PP0051 1-3, 1-5, 1-27, 2-26
Sheftel Robert PP0105 2-30, 3-49
Shuman Richard DP0030 1-10, 3-61, 29-17
Shuman Richard PP0123 3-33, 2-34, 2-15, 3-56, 3-29
Shumon Richard DP0051 2-34, 3-32, 3-19, 24-1, 2-45, 2-16
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Tashjian Rick PP0034 1-21
Taylor Shawn DP0068 1-35
Tedeschi Eva PP0062 3-34
Terhar Lynn PP0104 21-2
Thornton Victor PP0010 3-34
Thornton Victor PP0016 3-34
Thornton Victor PP0106 3-47
Tiernan Terry SP0033 3-22
Todd James SP0046 1-8, 1-23
Trost Bill SP0005 3-6, 9-6
Turtiainen Thomas PP0001 2-17
Tusing Dennis PP0074 29-11
Tuttle Ronald SP0009 24-1, 3-6, 2-6
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 1. Purpose and Need 
  

1-1 Comment 

 

The Commonwealth of Virginia enthusiastically supports the expansion of Washington Dulles 
International Airport.  As a major gateway to our nation's capital, it is important that 
Washington Dulles International Airport has the facilities to provide the flying public with 
convenient and efficient air transportation.  It is equally important that potential environmental 
impacts be considered as part of the planning process. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted.The proposed improvements at IAD will reduce delay time at IAD and make 
the airport more efficient. The DEIS contains a complete analysis of the environmental 
impacts associated with the proposed project and reasonable alternatives at IAD. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0006 SS0019 
  

1-2 Comment 

 

The Washington Airports Task Force recommends that the proposed new runways be 
completed as soon as possible and that the Tier 3 terminal, roadway and related 
improvements be approved through the NEPA process for construction to a time scale based 
on service demand. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted.  The proposed project includes two new runways, the Tier 3 development 
and associated improvements, but does not include roadway improvement. The proposed 
project is anticipated to be operational in the year 2010. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0047 
  

1-3 Comment 

 

There is every indication that IAD's growth will, within two years, again be bumping against 
the capacity limits of its current three runway layout.  Consequently, the WATF [Washington 
Airports Task Force] believes that the time scale for opening the fourth runway should be 
accelerated, otherwise capacity limits will adversely affect the National Capital region and the 
ability of citizens to visit their capital by air. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. The proposed fourth runway is anticipated to be operational in the year 
2010, and will provide sufficient capacity until the fifth runway can be built. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0074 PP0051 SP0047 
  

1-4 Comment 

 
The time scale should be compressed with the objective of making the first new runway 
operational in June 2005. 

 Response 

 

The FAA's Record of Decision is scheduled to be released in October 2005.  Any construction 
of the proposed projects must be take place after the Record of Decision is published. The 
fourth runway is scheduled to be operational in the year 2010.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0047 
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1-5 Comment 

 

The proposed runways have been on the Master Plan since 1985, they are well integrated 
into regional planning assumptions, and surveys of local residents demonstrate that the 
counties have been largely successful in maintaining compatible land uses, so there appears 
to be no insurmountable problems in compliance with the NEPA process. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0074 PP0051 PP0094 PP0096 SP0047 
  

1-6 Comment 

 

There is a wealth of evidence to demonstrate that in today's global market, the National 
Capital region cannot achieve its economic potential without adequate air service and airport 
facilities to serve its growing needs.  This economic factor affects the people of this region 
and justifies a very high priority being placed upon completion of the runways by June 2005. 

 Response 

 

The FAA's Record of Decision is scheduled to be released in October 2005.  Any construction 
of the proposed projects must be take place after the Record of Decision is published. The 
fourth runway is anticipated to be operational in the year 2010. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0054 DP0056 DP0058 SP0047 
  

1-7 Comment 
 What is the business case [purpose and need] for expanding Dulles Airport? 
 Response 

 

The Purpose and Need for the proposed project is detailed in Chapter 2 of the DEIS. In 
summary, the purpose and need for the proposed improvements is based on the airport’s 
ability to meet future operational levels without inconvenience to the traveling public, and 
without affecting the operation of the airlines serving IAD and the National Airspace System. 
At issue is the inability of the existing three runway system at IAD to handle the future number 
of aircraft operations that are projected to occur. The proposed runway improvements are 
planned to reduce future operational delay levels for both the short and long-term, and make 
operations at IAD more efficient. Because of the number of aircraft operations projected to 
occur at IAD in the future, FAA has determined that for the short term, both the north/south 
and east/west runway systems at IAD need to have the ability to conduct dual simultaneous 
operations (i.e. the ability to land/depart two aircraft at the same time). Furthermore, FAA has 
determined that for the long-term, the north/south runway system, which is the runway system 
used most of the time at IAD, needs to be able to handle triple simultaneous operations (i.e. 
land/depart three aircraft at the same time). 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0006 SP0017 
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1-8 Comment 

 

As a frequent user of Dulles International Airport, I am fully in favor of an "expedited 
construction authorization" relative to the addition of two added runways at Dulles.  I am 
familiar with the long term economic potential of our region and the significance of an 
expanded Dulles Airport, per the original master plan, in realizing the potential. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0031 DP0065 SP0011 SP0046 
  

1-9 Comment 

 

I do not want another north-south runway to be built at Dulles.  If it does happen, I would like 
the flight paths altered so that aircraft altitudes over our neighborhood are increased or so 
that planes do not fly over us at all. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted.  Altering of flight paths is a measure that can be implemented to mitigate 
significant noise impacts to noise sensitive sites. Since the noise analysis in Section 5.1 of 
the DEIS indicates that the Build Alternatives will not result in significant noise impacts, 
modification of flight tracks is not warranted. Flight tracks to and from the proposed new 
runways for the future No-Action and Build Alternatives are shown in Appendix D of the DEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0013 
  

1-10 Comment 
 I do not see the need for expansion of the Dulles Airport at this time. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. Please see response to Comment 1-7. 
 Letter Codes 

 
DP0009 DP0030 DP0036 DP0111 PP0011 PP0015 PP0050 PP0086 PP0087 PP0089 
SP0017 SP0019 

  
1-11 Comment 

 

Myself and many others do not see the demand for more runways and flights.  As a frequent 
traveler, I have never had a problem getting a flight at the time I want and at a reasonable 
price.  There are three major airports in the area.  Two of them National and BWI are not 
even back to pre-Sept. 11 demands.   There is enough capacity already.  There has been a 
boom in the area, but with the recent long recession both business and leisure travel demand 
has subsided. 

 Response 

 

The forecast of aircraft operations was modified after the scoping phase of the EIS process to 
account for a decrease in aviation activity in 2001.  Using the revised forecast with FAA 
capacity and delay methodology, the existing three runway system at IAD will not be able to 
accommodate forecasted aircraft operations while maintaining an acceptable level of delay to 
airlines and passengers. Actual aircraft operations for 2004 exceeded the previous peak year 
(1999). 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0112 PP0113 SP0017 SP0019 
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1-12 Comment 
 Ask the voters in the area whether an expansion is needed. 
 Response 

 

The development of the airport is planned for and constructed by the airport sponsor, the 
Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority (MWAA).  A local referendum is not required for 
the proposed project. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0017 SP0019 
  

1-13 Comment 

 

The Northern Virginia Transportation Alliance strongly supports the expedited construction of 
a fourth and fifth runway at Washington Dulles International Airport as essential additions to 
the region's transportation system. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 SP0048 
  

1-14 Comment 

 

It is obvious to all that are interested in transportation in the Washington region and for that 
matter the middle Atlantic, that additional runways are needed immediately at Washington 
Dulles.  The time requirements for approval and construction are such that these new 
runways should be placed on an urgent basis. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0024 SP0028 
  

1-15 Comment 

 

Washington D.C. is served by three airports.  What demand requires Dulles (1 of 3 airports) to 
need three parallel runways?  All alternatives should be analyzed to limit demand to two 
parallel runways...variables such as flight schedules throughout the entire day, considering all 
3 Washington Airports' runways, etc.   

 Response 

 

The other commercial service airports in the region were examined in the Purpose and Need 
section of the DEIS.  Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport and Baltimore-Washington 
International Airport did not meet the pupose and need of the proposed project. The purpose 
of the projects is to allow IAD to accommodate forecasted aircraft operational demand while 
maintaining an acceptable level of delay to airlines and passengers. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0043 SP0022 
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1-16 Comment 

 

I find it ironic that Dulles wants a third parallel runway at a time when terrorism has slowed 
passenger processing, airlines have reduced quantities of flights, and airlines are struggling 
financially.  Loudoun County experienced high growth during the past ten years.  Those 
growth figures will not be sustained with the technology sector slow down and county 
government slower growth initiatives. 

 Response 

 

The forecast of aircraft operations for IAD was modified after the scoping phase of the EIS 
process to account for a decrease in aviation activity in 2001. Using the revised forecast with 
FAA capacity and delay methodology, the existing three runway system at IAD will not be 
able to accommodate forecasted aircraft operations while maintaining an acceptable level of 
delay to airlines and passengers. Actual aircraft operations for 2004 exceeded the previous 
peak year (1999). 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0073 DP0111 PP0035 SP0022 SP0031 
  

1-17 Comment 

 

There should be no plan to increase capacity above what the airport has achieved pre-Sept 
11, which is of course more than today.  The Dulles Airport capacity growth plan that 
approaches 55 million passengers a year should be modified and decreased significantly. 

 Response 

 

The forecast of aircraft operations for IAD was modified after the scoping phase of the EIS 
process to account for a decrease in aviation activity in 2001. Using the revised forecast with 
FAA capacity and delay methodology, the existing three runway system at IAD will not be 
able to accommodate forecasted aircraft operations while maintaining an acceptable level of 
delay to airlines and passengers. Actual aircraft operations for 2004 exceeded the previous 
peak year (1999). 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0142 SP0026 
  

1-18 Comment 

 

Loudoun County has carefully planned its land use and while I would prefer to see the "no-
build" option chosen, I see no convincing argument for another runway parallel to that of the 
often least utilized runway 12 (or 30). 

 Response 

 

Demand/Capacity analysis of IAD using standard FAA methodology revealed that the 
proposed east-west runway is a necessary portion of the proposed project, which will allow 
IAD to accommodate forecasted growth in aviation activity while maintaining an acceptable 
level of delay to the airlines and passengers.  Specifically, the proposed east-west runway 
provides increased capacity during the northwest and west flows, as discussed in Chapter 
2.0, Purpose and Need of the DEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0026 
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1-19 Comment 

 

Governor Warner has asked me to thank you and respond to your letter regarding the 
Washington Dulles International Airport Environmental Impact Study.  The Commonwealth of 
Virginia supports the expansion of Washington-Dulles International Airport to meet the needs 
of Virginia's flying public.  Likewise, the Commonwealth supports the Federal Aviation 
Administration's efforts to ensure the airport is developed in an environmentally responsible 
manner. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 PS0001 
  

1-20 Comment 

 

The Dulles Area Transportation Association covering the Tri-County area continues to 
support ongoing efforts such as this EIS that results in the continuing economic development 
of the region.  Plans for expansion as outlined and projected, offer the opportunities its 
members including businesses and residents expect.  We wholeheartedly endorse the 
process and results of this EIS. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0093 
  

1-21 Comment 
 Put me down for one vote against a runway that allows planes to fly over Ashburn Farms. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0002 PP0033 PP0034 SP0043 
  

1-22 Comment 
 I am in strong support of the improvements for Washington Dulles International Airport. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 

 
DP0041 DP0046 DP0053 DP0055 DP0062 DP0082 PL0004 PN0001 PP0031 PP0081 
PP0082 PP0083 PP0090 PP0092 PP0102 PP0108 SP0044 SP0045 SP0049 

  
1-23 Comment 

 

The improvements proposed for Dulles Airport will be necessary to support the increasing 
volume of travel which will come with Washington's world capital status.  These 
improvements should be timed so that they will be ready for use as the traffic improves so 
that access to the Washington region will not be restricted.  Dulles must stay convenient, 
accessible and competitive. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. The FAA's Record of Decision is scheduled to be released in October 2005. 
Construction of the proposed projects would begin after the Record of Decision is published. 
The fourth runway is anticipated to be operational in the year 2010. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0032 DP0091 PP0024 SP0044 SP0046 
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1-24 Comment 

 
On behalf of the Prince William Regional Chamber of Commerce, we would like to express 
our support for expediting the planned new runways at Washington Dulles Airport. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0094 
  

1-25 Comment 

 

The proposed runway expansion at Dulles is unjustified at this time.  The FAA forecast is for a 
20% increase in air traffic over the next 10 years. Based on todays 372,636 operations, a 
20% increase would not attain the 98-99 peak year numbers.  Previous forecasts have not 
panned - out this project needs to be re-evaluated to determine when the number of 
operations would require more. 

 Response 

 

The forecast of aircraft operations for IAD was modified after the scoping phase of the EIS 
process to account for a decrease in aviation activity in 2001. Using the revised forecast with 
FAA capacity and delay methodology, the existing three runway system at IAD will not be 
able to accommodate forecasted aircraft operations while maintaining an acceptable level of 
delay to airlines and passengers. Actual aircraft operations for 2004 exceeded the previous 
peak year (1999). 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0038 
  

1-26 Comment 

 
We do support expanding the parking opportunities, renovating the terminal, constructing a 
new tower and getting rid of those outdated mobile lounges. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. The projects sited in the comment refer to other ongoing projects at IAD that 
are the subject of other environmental documentation and reviews. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0050 
  

1-27 Comment 

 

The first new runway is not expected to become operational until 2008 under the current EIS 
work schedule.  The process should be accelerated to receive a Record of Decision by June 
2004 which would enable a new runway to be in operation prior to the summer peak of 2006. 

 Response 

 

The FAA's Record of Decision is scheduled to be released in October 2005.  Any construction 
of the proposed projects must be take place after the Record of Decision is published. The 
fourth runway is scheduled to be operational in 2010.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0092 PP0051 
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1-28 Comment 

 

Operations at IAD have gone from 465,195 in 1999 to 335,397 in 2003; 129,798 fewer which 
represent a 30% decline. The graphs that you display show an increase in total operations for 
2002 to 2003 when in fact the operations decreased. Also, your graphs on "forecasts" predict 
demand at 577,653 operations by 2010; that's 70% in 6 years versus FAA's 20% in 10 years. 

 Response 

 

The forecast of aircraft operations for IAD was modified after the scoping phase of the EIS 
process to account for a decrease in aviation activity in 2001. Using the revised forecast with 
FAA capacity and delay methodology, the existing three runway system at IAD will not be 
able to accommodate forecasted aircraft operations while maintaining an acceptable level of 
delay to airlines and passengers. Actual aircraft operations for 2004 exceeded the previous 
peak year (1999). 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0111 PP0120 
  

1-29 Comment 

 

In 1 year, Dulles has moved from the 13th busiest airport in the country up to the 4th on the 
busiest days.  The increased traffic has resulted in increased taxi times and delays that 
frequently impact airports in NY, New England and even Chicago.  It is essential that the FAA 
address the capacity and delay issues by continuing with the Build Alt 3 of the planned new 
runway at IAD.  The completion of this runway is a necessity if Dulles is to meet the current 
and future traffic requirements. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. FAA concurs that the proposed project is needed at IAD in order for the 
airport to continue to efficiently accommodate the air service needs of the area. Chapter 2.0, 
Purpose and Need of the DEIS contains a detailed description of the justification for the 
proposed project. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0058 
  

1-30 Comment 

 

The building of the new runway will enable the FAA to continue with their highest yielding 
initiative to increase capacity.  With the increased airport capacity requirement met, the FAA 
will then be able to shift their focus to the airspace and other capacity increasing initiatives. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0058 
  

1-31 Comment 

 
The National Capital region is growing and expects to add 1.6 million jobs and two million 
residents over the next couple of decades. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0091 DP0108 
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1-32 Comment 

 

The residents of the Washington region purchase two and a half times as much air travel as 
the average American -  a fact which underlines the need for efficient air service to maintain 
the health of this region and its economy. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0091 DP0108 
  

1-33 Comment 

 
IAD has experienced rapid growth; flight operations nearly doubled in 2004 and the projection 
in the EIS for flight operations in 2007 were exceeded last year. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted.The forecast of aircraft operations for IAD was modified after the scoping 
phase of the EIS process to account for a decrease in aviation activity in 2001. Using the 
revised forecast with FAA capacity and delay methodology, the existing three runway system 
at IAD will not be able to accommodate forecasted aircraft operations while maintaining an 
acceptable level of delay to airlines and passengers. Actual aircraft operations for 2004 
exceeded the previous peak year (1999).  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0092 
  

1-34 Comment 

 

[A]s it is not possible to presently know in the long term what type of aircraft and what need 
for space to accommodate them will be, it is critical to provide maximum flexibility.  The airport 
should not be constrained anymore than necessary in order that it be able to safely and 
efficiently service all future operations. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0105 
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1-35 Comment 

 

I am a very frequent traveler for both personal and professional reasons and don't understand 
how the demand warrants the need for 2 additional runways.  I'm sure I speak for the 
thousands of Loudon County residents when I say I'd much rather experience slight delays (if 
they would occur at all) rather than experience disruptions inside the privacy of my house 60 
times each day. 

 Response 

 

The purpose and need for the proposed improvements, detailed in Chapter 2.0 of the DEIS, is 
based on the airport’s ability to meet future operational levels without inconvenience to the 
traveling public, and without affecting the operation of the airlines serving IAD and the 
National Airspace System. At issue is the inability of the existing three runway system at IAD 
to handle the future number of aircraft operations that are projected to occur. The proposed 
runway improvements are planned to reduce future operational delay levels for both the short 
and long-term, and make operations at IAD more efficient. Because of the number of aircraft 
operations projected to occur at IAD in the future, FAA has determined that for the short term, 
both the north/south and east/west runway systems at IAD need to have the ability to conduct 
dual simultaneous operations (i.e. the ability to land/depart two aircraft at the same time). 
Furthermore, FAA has determined that for the long-term, the north/south runway system, 
which is the runway system used most of the time at IAD, needs to be able to handle triple 
simultaneous operations (i.e. land/depart three aircraft at the same time). 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0068 
  

1-36 Comment 

 
The problems at IAD are not "unacceptable Aircraft Operational Delay" but relate to the 
business of moving people through the ticketing and security process. 

 Response 

 

The proposed project will not change ticketing and passenger screening processes at IAD.  
The Airports Authority is working with the Transportation Security Administration to make the 
passenger screening process as safe and efficient as possible at IAD. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0111 
  

1-37 Comment 

 
With anticipated air service developments and expansion at IAD, investment in the 
infrastructure at the airport is critical to meet these growing needs. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0114 
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1-38 Comment 

 

We also support MWAA's plans for future development of Tier Three; however, any future 
development must be deferred until an immediate and justifiable need can be demonstrated 
or substantiated. 

 Response 

 

The Tier 3 Concourse will be constructed when it is required based on the number of 
enplanements and terminal space available at IAD. For the purposes of the DEIS, it was 
assumed that the Tier 3 Concourse would be constructed by the end of 2010. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0070 
  

1-39 Comment 

 

EPA found the purpose and need statement to be overly long and focuses heavily on FAA 
specific policies, approvals and criteria which are more appropriate for the alternatives 
analysis section of the document.  This limited the range of alternatives to two very similar 
build alternatives.  While, EPA recognizes that FAA policies and criteria are important factors 
that must be used to help guide alternative selection, we believe that these should be used as 
ranking factors in alternatives selection, not part of the projects purpose and need.  EPA 
believes the purpose and need statement should be concise and focus only on the purpose 
and need for the proposed improvements. 

 Response 

 

FAA has included a clear, concise summary in the introduction of the Purpose and Need.  
The remainder of the Purpose and Need statement was not revised from the DEIS since the 
FAA policies regarding capacity, delay, and design of airports is critical to explain that the 
need for the proposed project satisfies the primary purpose of the project - to accommodate 
forecasted aircraft operations while maintaining an acceptable level of operational delay. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 2. Alternatives 
  

2-1 Comment 

 

Specific alternatives that should be discussed, including the no-action alternative and 
preferred alternative, are runway separation distance alternatives and wetland and stream 
mitigation alternatives.  Runway separation distance alternatives should include a discussion 
of the requirements of simultaneous runway operations and an estimate of the regularity 
these simultaneous operations may occur.  In reviewing mitigation alternatives, on-site 
alternatives should be addressed with documentation as appropriate for minimum distances 
between airport facilities and mitigation areas. 

 Response 

 

The requirement for the immediate capability of conducting Dual Simultaneous Independent 
Operations during IMC and reserving the capability for Triple Simultaneous Independent 
operations during IMC in the future is the primary need for the proposed project and formed 
the basis for the Level 1 Alternative Screening Evaluation. This discussion is found in 
Sections 2.2.3.1 and 3.2.1.1 of the FEIS. The application of the Multi-Level Alternatives 
Screening Process, particularly related to the requirements for simultaneous operations is 
discussed in Sections 3.2.1 and 3.3.2 of the FEIS. Mitigation measures for impacts to 
wetlands and streams are found in Sections 6.2 and 6.3 of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SF0002 
  

2-2 Comment 

 

The Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority should seek the maximum separation for 
runways four and five that is commensurate with the existing DNL planning contours upon 
which the neighboring counties have based their land use plans. 
 
Should the analysis demonstrate a compelling reason of importance to the National Capital 
region for displacement of the DNL contours, the [Washington Airports] Task Force 
recommends this be discussed with the counties. 

 Response 

 

The FEIS evaluated alternatives with runway separation distances ranging from 3,500 feet to 
5,000 feet for the proposed new north/south runway. The key requirement in the evaluation of 
runway separation distances was sufficient distance to allow for the immediate capability of 
conducting Dual Simultaneous Independent Operations during IMC and reserving the 
capability for Triple Simultaneous Independent operations during IMC in the future. This 
discussion is found in Sections 2.2.3.1 and 3.2.1.1 of the FEIS. The existing DNL planning 
contours upon which the neighboring counties based their land use plans was based on a 
3,400 to 3,500 foot separation distance between the western-most north/south runways. 
During the EIS process, FAA determined that this separation distance would not satisfy the 
Purpose and Need for the Proposed Project. The preferred alternative, based on a separation 
distance of 4,300 feet, will satisfy the Purpose and Need criteria and will also result in noise 
contours that are slightly different than those adopted by the local counties. These noise 
contours are presented in Section 5.1 of the FEIS, and have been discussed with Fairfax and 
Loudoun Counties.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0047 
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2-3 Comment 

 

In addition to evaluating the impacts of a five runway configuration at the airport, the EIS 
should assess the various possible four runway configurations as distinct alternatives.  Of 
particular concern are the potential noise impacts associated with each four runway 
configuration.  The assessment of four runway configurations is important even if these 
configurations will not be identified as the preferred alternative, in that runway construction 
may be phased. 

 Response 

 
The FEIS evaluated the potential noise impacts associated with a four runway configuration 
at Dulles. This analysis is presented in Section 5.19.4 of the FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0136 SL0004 
  

2-4 Comment 

 

For both the four and five runway configurations, the study should identify impacts of various 
operational/airspace alternatives (e.g. preferential use of certain runways) in addition to 
runway separation alternatives. 

 Response 

 

Operational assumptions for the alternatives including runway use percentages, flight tracks 
and day-night split were developed in close coordination with the FAA ATCT and the 
Potomac TRACON.  Preferential runway use and flight tracks modifications are potential 
mitigation measures for significant impacts. Since the FEIS analysis indicates neither of the 
Build Alternatives would result in significant noise impacts, evaluation and implementation of 
these type measures is not warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0020 PP0120 SL0004 
  

2-5 Comment 
 An alternative that does not impact additional residential areas/people should be selected. 
 Response 

 
Based on the evaluation of alternatives contained in the FEIS, it was determined that neither 
Build Alternative 3 or 4 would result in significant impacts to residential areas/people.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0093 PP0022 PP0112 PP0113 SP0001 
  

2-6 Comment 
 I/we urge you to consider other alternatives for expansion of the Dulles Airport. 
 Response 

 

FAA conducted a detailed evaluation of alternatives for the Proposed Project. This included 
evaluation of off-site alternatives, use of other airports, and numerous runway 
configuration/separation alternatives. the results of this analysis are contained in Chapter 3 of 
the FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0009 
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2-7 Comment 

 

My main concern about the new runway 30-Left or possible 30-Right is that there might at a 
later date have an instrument approach installed where traffic will then over-fly the residential 
area in which I live.  Now as far as the new runway 1/19- West -- there's no impact at all as 
far as I'm concerned. 

 Response 

 

Future Runway 12R/30L is proposed to have an instrument approach, and the impacts of 
using this runway with an instrument approach were included in the FEIS. The results of the 
noise analysis contained in Section 5.1 of the FEIS indicates that the use of this runway in the 
years 2010 and 2025 will not result in significant noise impacts to residential areas. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0038 
  

2-8 Comment 

 
I would like to see some sort of other alternatives like runway use programs.  How are these 
runways going to be used -- and they should be factored into the overall alternatives. 

 Response 

 

Operational assumptions for the alternatives including runway use percentages, flight tracks 
and day-night split were developed in close coordination with the FAA ATCT and the 
Potomac TRACON.  Preferential runway use and flight tracks modifications are potential 
mitigation measures for significant impacts. Since the FEIS analysis indicates neither of the 
Build Alternatives would result in significant noise impacts, evaluation and implementation of 
these type measures is not warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0040 
  

2-9 Comment 

 
Another alternative I did not hear mentioned today was the expansion and use of the 
Manassas runway and how that would play into the Dulles runway. 

 Response 

 

FAA evaluated the development of a new airport and the expansion/upgrade of an existing 
General Aviation Airport in Section 3.3.1.1 of the FEIS. Based on this evaluation, FAA 
determined that this was not a reasonable alternative to the Proposed Project, and this 
alternative was not retained for more detailed analysis. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0040 
  

2-10 Comment 

 

One of the things that we have been discussing for a long time is if we are going to do a triple 
simultaneous operation, the runways have to physically be far apart (5,000 feet) without any 
additional instrumentation.  And I wondered if you have factored that into your decision? 

 Response 

 

Based on FAA design criteria, parallel runways have to be 4,300 feet apart (with high-update 
radar) or 5,000 feet apart (without high update radar) in order to accommodate triple 
simultaneous operations. These considerations were factored into FAA's decision making 
process for this FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SF0006 



6-15 

  
2-11 Comment 

 

As you know, the WMATA [Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority], along with the 
Federal Transit Administration and the Commonwealth of Virginia's Department of Rail and 
Public Transportation (DRPT), has completed a Draft EIS for transit improvements in the 
Dulles Corridor.  The Federal Aviation Administration is a cooperating agency on the project 
because some alternatives involve use of land that is controlled by FAA, including the Dulles 
Airport Access Road and Dulles International Airport.  Most alternatives include a transit stop 
at the airport.  Under two alternatives, a bus maintenance facility would be located on Dulles 
International Airport land. Most significantly, however, three potential locations (Sites 7, 15, 
and 20) for a rail Service and Inspection Facility have been identified in an area north of the 
airport.  One of these locations, Site 15, is on land controlled by FAA or MWAA.  These three 
locations have been discussed extensively with MWAA staff.  WMATA requests FAA and 
MWAA ensure the continued viability of all three potential locations, as well as the associated 
rail leads from the Dulles Greenway to respective sites. 

 Response 

 

The Final EIS for the Rail project was published prior to the release of the Draft EIS for 
proposed two new runways and associated projects at IAD. As a Cooperating Agency, FAA 
issued a separate Record of Decision (ROD) on the Rail Project and has taken into 
consideration the findings and recommendations of the Rail EIS in this EIS. The results of this 
EIS do not affect the findings of FAA's ROD on the Rail project. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0013 
  

2-12 Comment 

 

WMATA [Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority] requests that the region's 
Constrained Long Range Plan become the basis for any and all analyses that will be 
conducted for landside planning and passenger access to the airport.  Additionally, the FAA 
should coordinate with WMATA and the DRPT to ensure that all right-of-way requirements for 
the rail extension in the Dulles Airport Access Road are not compromised to the detriment of 
the rail service. 

 Response 

 

The Proposed Project under evaluation in this EIS does not include any off-airport roadway 
improvement, right-of-way issues or other surface transportation improvements that would 
affect the Dulles Airport Access Road or proposed rail service to the airport. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0013 



6-16 

 
  

2-13 Comment 

 

Please note, we are aware of the requirement to have a distance of 5,000 feet between triple 
parallel runways (4,300 feet if a special radar is used, of which 5 are projected to be in use 
soon, but not at Dulles Airport), and that Dulles does not meet this requirement with proposed 
runway 1W/19W.  We would like to be provided with reasoning the FAA would use to justify 
allowing the violation of these requirements were runway 1W/19W found to be acceptable for 
construction. 

 Response 

 

Runway separations of 3,500 feet and 4,000 feet were evaluated by the FAA as part of the 
EIS process. FAA determined that neither of these alternatives were reasonable because 
they would not allow for the future capability of triple simultaneous independent operations. 
Neither of these alternatives were retained for more detailed evaluation in the EIS. FAA 
determined that the minimum separation distance that would accommodate triple 
simultaneous independent operations was 4,300 feet (with high update radar). the two 
alternatives retained for detailed analysis included runway separation distances of 4,300 feet 
(Build Alternative 3 with high-update radar) and 5,000 feet (build Alternative 4 without high-
update radar). 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0132 SP0023 SP0029 
  

2-14 Comment 

 

I would not have a great concern of an additional runway if the planes were to launch 
Westward over less inhabited areas but I understand that the planes will continue to launch 
south in the direction of my home and the homes of my neighbors.  Please, Please....Keep 
this from happening in any way that you may to keep the traffic to a minimum and the planes 
from launching over my neighborhood. 

 Response 

 

Operational assumptions for the alternatives including runway use percentages and runway 
flows were developed in close coordination with the FAA ATCT and the Potomac TRACON.  
Under the Build Alternatives, the majority of operations are anticipated to occur in a 
north/south direction, similar to what they would do under the No-Action Alternative. The 
noise analysis contained in Section 5.1 of the FEIS concluded that implementation of either 
Build Alternative 3 or Build Alternative 4 would not result in significant noise impacts to noise 
sensitive land uses. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0002 PP0027 SP0025 
  

2-15 Comment 

 

The current flight paths and the new runways will cause more aircraft traffic over schools and 
neighborhoods.  We should not put our schools at more risk of either a disaster or noise 
pollution. 

 Response 
 Please see response to Comment 2-14.  
 Letter Codes 
 PP0100 PP0123 SP0031 



6-17 

 
  

2-16 Comment 

 

We fundamentally believe that any resources targeted to improve capacity at Dulles should 
be utilized for construction of another regional airport or; the only money spent on the future 
of Dulles should be in improving the efficiency and decreasing pollution from existing 
operations.  Dulles should NOT become another O'Hare, for it would be "too many eggs in 
one basket". 

 Response 

 

FAA evaluated the alternative concept of developing a new airport in Section 3.3.1.1 of the 
FEIS and determined that this was not a reasonable alternative to the Proposed Project. The 
Proposed Project at IAD would serve to greatly improve the efficiency of operations at IAD. 
Furthermore, the Proposed Project would not result in significant noise impacts or water 
quality impacts, and emissions of air pollutants would actually decrease under the Build 
Alternatives when compared to the No-Action Alternative. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0051 DP0095 DP0096 PP0072 SP0026 
  

2-17 Comment 

 

As such, my hope is that all plans and subsequent drawings and construction include details 
to gear approach and take-off traffic to flow over commercial and major road areas rather 
than over residential areas.  Dulles Airport is adjacent to large open areas and expansive 
business and industrial zones.  It seems possible to layout new runways and develop 
approach and take-off patterns that have low-flying traffic flow over these areas and make 
sure that the impact of noise and pollution from low-flying traffic is minimized in residential 
areas. 

 Response 

 

Operational assumptions for the alternatives including runway use percentages and runway 
flows were developed in close coordination with the FAA ATCT and the Potomac TRACON.  
Under the Build Alternatives, the majority of operations are anticipated to occur in a 
north/south direction, similar to what they would do under the No-Action Alternative. The 
noise analysis contained in Section 5.1 of the FEIS concluded that implementation of either 
Build Alternative 3 or Build Alternative 4 would not result in significant noise impacts to noise 
sensitive land uses. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0001 PP0026 
  

2-18 Comment 
 I think a runway that's three football fields away from route 50 is too damn close and dumb. 
 Response 

 

The locations of the proposed runways associated with the Proposed Project and reasonable 
alternatives has been evaluated by FAA and FAA has determined that the runways meet all 
safety design criteria. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0008 



6-18 

 
  

2-20 Comment 

 

Flight Plan 19CD2 comes right over our house. There are times when it just clears the trees 
and rattles our house, this flight plan should be stopped.  Any of the others on either side are 
fine but the one that flies right over the Pleasant Valley Subdivision should be stopped. 

 Response 

 

Operational assumptions for the alternatives including flight tracks, runway use percentages 
and runway flows were developed in close coordination with the FAA ATCT and the Potomac 
TRACON.  Under the Build Alternatives, the majority of operations are anticipated to occur in 
a north/south direction, similar to what they would do under the No-Action Alternative. The 
noise analysis contained in Section 5.1 of the FEIS concluded that implementation of either 
Build Alternative 3 or Build Alternative 4 would not result in significant noise impacts to noise 
sensitive land uses. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0014 
  

2-21 Comment 

 
The only acceptable choice of building new runways would be to put them facing east-west, 
not north-south. 

 Response 

 

In order to meet the short and long-term operational goals of the airport, both the north/south 
and east/west runway systems are needed at IAD. Please see Chapter 2, Purpose and Need, 
of the FEIS, for detailed information regarding the need for a five runway system at IAD.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0017 PP0038 PP0112 PP0113 
  

2-22 Comment 

 
I was hoping the departures for 1L and 1R could depart along the centerline to limit residential 
impact. 

 Response 

 

Operational assumptions for the alternatives including flight tracks, runway use percentages 
and runway flows were developed in close coordination with the FAA ATCT and the Potomac 
TRACON.  Under the Build Alternatives, the majority of operations are anticipated to occur in 
a north/south direction, similar to what they would do under the No-Action Alternative. The 
noise analysis contained in Section 5.1 of the FEIS concluded that implementation of either 
Build Alternative 3 or Build Alternative 4 would not result in significant noise impacts to noise 
sensitive land uses. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0018 PP0019 



6-19 

 
  

2-23 Comment 

 

Strongly oppose locating runway 12R almost 1 mile closer to Rt. 50/South Riding anticipate 
extreme noise impact and loss of significant buffer from tree removal, favor locating that 
runway as close as possible to runway 12L. 

 Response 

 

In order to accommodate the ability to conduct dual simultaneous independent operations in 
Instrument Meteorological Conditions (IMC), the runway separation distance between existing 
Runway 12/30 and proposed Runway 12R/30L needs to be a minimum of 4,300 feet. The 
noise analysis contained in Section 5.1 of the FEIS concluded that implementation of either 
Build Alternative 3 or Build Alternative 4 would not result in significant noise impacts to noise 
sensitive land uses. MWAA has committed to leave a much as a vegetative buffer as possible 
between the proposed runway and Rt. 50. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0027 PP0124 
  

2-24 Comment 

 

Either build Alternative 6 should be implemented or finanacial compensation MUST be 
awarded to families in Pleasant Valley Community for loss of property values due to 
anticipation of and increases in aircraft noise. 

 Response 

 

FAA evaluated Build Alternative 6 and determined that it was not a reasonable alternative to 
the Proposed Project because it did not meet the Purpose and Need criteria. In terms of 
potential noise impacts associated with the Proposed project, please see response to 
Comment 2-22. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0048 
  

2-25 Comment 
 I am against the construction of a new East/West Runway. 
 Response 

 

Comment noted. In order to meet the short and long-term operational goals of the airport, 
both the north/south and east/west runway systems are needed at IAD. Please see Chapter 
2, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS, for detailed information regarding the need for a five 
runway system at IAD 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0049 PP0124 



6-20 

 
  

2-26 Comment 

 

The WATF, (Washington Airports Task Force), considers option 5 to be unacceptable, as are 
the no-build alternative, the off site alternatives, and build alternatives 5 & 6.  This 
organization further recommends that you re-check your negative conclusions concerning 
simultaneous operations regarding build alternatives 1 & 2.  Option 4 (5,000-ft. lateral 
separation) should be dropped unless advocated with the full support of Loudoun County.  

 Response 

 

Comment noted. FAA did not retain the off-site alternatives, or Build Alternatives 1,2, 5 or 6 
for further consideration in the EIS because they did not meet the purpose and need for the 
proposed project. FAA's conclusions regarding Build Alternatives 1 and 2 are valid - neither of 
these alternatives would allow for the future ability to conduct triple simultaneous independent 
operation in Instrument Meteorological Conditions. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0051 PP0098 
  

2-27 Comment 

 
I hope the document indicates that all alternatives for building include the capability for the 
new runways to accommodate the Airbus 380 or equivalent. 

 Response 

 

The proposed runways are designed to accommodate Design Group 5 aircraft, the same 
design group as the existing runways. It is MWAA's intention to seek a waiver from FAA to 
accommodate Design Group 6 aircraft such as the A-380, and also to implement airfield and 
terminal improvements to accommodate the A-380 aircraft. These improvements are not the 
subject of this EIS and will be evaluated under separate NEPA documentation when these 
projects are ripe for decision. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0003 
  

2-28 Comment 

 
It seems the EIS should factor in the effect of greater numbers of passengers coming into 
Dulles when larger planes Using the new runways start landing. 

 Response 

 

The FEIS did take into account the increased number of passengers associated with the 
increased number of aircraft operations forecast to occur in the future study year (2010). The 
results of these analyses are discussed in the applicable sections of Chapter 5.0, 
Environmental Consequences, of the FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0003 



6-21 

 
  

2-29 Comment 
 Alternative 3 and Alternative 4 represent a negative impact. 
 Response 

 

The results of FAA's analysis of Build Alternatives 3 and 4 indicated that these alternatives 
would not result in significant impacts to most of the environmental impact categories 
evaluated in Chapter 5.0, Environmental Consequences, of the FEIS. Significant impacts to 
wetlands and streams would occur with both of these alternatives. However, FAA and MWAA 
have developed mitigation measures for these impacts. Please see Section 6.3 of the FEIS 
for the Mitigation Program for the Preferred Alternative. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0007 DP0024 DP0026 PP0131 
  

2-30 Comment 

 
I would prefer Alternative 3 over Alternative 4 because #3 would impact the our community 
less than #4. Alternative 4 would impact the whole neighborhood. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0023 DP0026 DP0033 PP0096 PP0097 PP0105 
  

2-31 Comment 

 
I (we) support Alternative 3 to meet the accelerating demand for new capacity , as described 
in the Draft EIS. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 

 

DP0012 DP0013 DP0014 DP0015 DP0016 DP0017 DP0018 DP0019 DP0023 DP0028 
DP0031 DP0032 DP0034 DP0035 DP0038 DP0042 DP0044 DP0048 DP0060 DP0064 
DP0066 DP0075 DP0076 DP0077 DP0078 DP0080 DP0081 DP0083 DP0084 DS0004 
PP0095 PP0096 PP0097 PP0133 

  
2-32 Comment 

 Build the new east-west runway before the north-south runway. 
 Response 

 
Comment noted. The north/south runway is scheduled to be constructed before the east/west 
runway because this would provide the greatest capacity improvements at IAD. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0022 



6-22 

 
  

2-33 Comment 

 

The Washington Airports Task Force (WATF) supports Build Alternative 3, the locally 
preferred alternative, and requests that the FAA now move rapidly to complete the EIS 
process as soon as possible in order to ensure that new runway capacity can be built to serve 
the growing needs of the Nation's Capital. In support of this position, the Noise and Land Use 
Committee of the WATF notes that the alternative has been agreed with the neighboring 
jurisdictions and is compatible with their land use plans, no commerical or residential property 
would be adversely affected by flight operations from the proposed new runways, few other 
adverse environmental impacts identifed can all be mitigated, and aviation activity is 
exceeding recent forecasted levels.  

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 

 
DP0011 DP0052 DP0053 DP0054 DP0056 DP0057 DP0058 DP0059 DP0074 DP0091 
DP0092 DP0108 DP0110 PP0097 PP0098 

  
2-34 Comment 

 I am opposed to the runway expansion. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0036 DP0051 DP0086 DP0106 DP0113 PP0123 PP0124 
  

2-35 Comment 

 
The figures do not give a comprehensive detailed map showing Build Alternative 4 and my 
property.  I must know in detail where that fence line will be. 

 Response 

 

Graphics in the FEIS were developed to show the greatest level of detail while still showing 
the overall development associated with each alternative. Coordination with MWAA after the 
design plans have been developed will provide enough detail to determine exact fence-line 
locations. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0134 
  

2-36 Comment 
 We find alternatives 3 & 4 preferable to the No-Action alternative. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0061 DP0114 PP0127 



6-23 

 
  

2-37 Comment 

 

We prefer alternative 4 over alternative 3, due to the larger separation in the runways, which 
appears to offer a higher degree of safety under a wider range of weather conditions and with 
lower reliance upon the most sophisticated air traffic monitoring equipment. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. Build Alternative 4 will allow for triple simultaneous independent operations 
without the use of high-update radar/monitoring equipment. However, both Build Alternatives 
3 and 4 would provide for safe operating conditions.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0061 DP0105 PP0127 
  

2-38 Comment 

 

I believe that FAA data indicates that the alternatives being considered are not warranted.  
Based on current and projected usage rates I believe that Dulles Airport can function very 
effectively with "nearly" dual simultaneous operations, which can be achieved with minimal 
runway separation. 

 Response 

 

The FAA data and evaluation of the data clearly justify the need for the Proposed Project. 
Please see Chapter 2.0, Purpose and Need, of the FEIS for a detailed explanation of the 
planning criteria used by the FAA. In order to meet the short and long-term operational goals 
of the airport, both the north/south and east/west runway systems and the immediate 
capability of dual simultaneous independent operations and the future capability of triple 
simultaneous independent operations are needed at IAD. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0124 
  

2-39 Comment 

 

[T]he 01/19 runway in Alt 3 or 4..should be shorter or eliminated completely.  I believe the 
only reason that runway is being built, and not Alt 5 and 6, is because you wish to have a 
three runway redundancies for the future. 

 Response 

 

In order to meet the short and long-term operational goals of the airport, both the north/south 
and east/west runway systems are needed at IAD. Please see Chapter 2, Purpose and Need, 
of the FEIS, for detailed information regarding the need for a five runway system at IAD. The 
length of proposed Runway 1L/19R must be able to accommodate the critical aircraft 
operating at IAD, and therefore must be at least 9,000 feet in length. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0138 



6-24 

 
  

2-40 Comment 

 

Let's look at Alts 5 and 6 that were never presented .  I believe that they talk about a four 
runway plan.  they talk about the south runway, the east west runway and did not show the 
01/19 runway.  Show what the investment looks like and what the noise contours look like 
there. 

 Response 

 

FAA evaluated Build Alternatives 5 and 6 in the alternatives screening process and 
determined that neither of these alternatives met the purpose and need for the proposed 
project. the evaluation of both of these alternatives was presented in Section 3.3.3.2 of the 
DEIS. The north/south runway is more critical to meeting the goals of the FAA and Authority 
because it would provide the greatest capacity improvements at IAD. Future noise contours 
associated with the operation of a four runway system at IAD are presented in Section 5.19.4 
of the DEIS and FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0138 
  

2-41 Comment 

 
Present the impacts from first building the north/south runway and then followed by the 
east/west. 

 Response 

 

Future noise contours associated with the operation of a four runway system at IAD (addition 
of only the north/south runway) are presented in Section 5.19.4 of the DEIS and FEIS. Future 
noise contours associated with both the north/south and east/west runways are presented in 
Section 5.1.3 of the DEIS and FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0142 
  

2-42 Comment 

 
My review of the DEIS bring me to the conclusion that minimal impact can be expected from 
Build Alt 3.  The most serious impact would be further delay. 

 Response 

 

Comment notes. Build Alternative 3 will not result in significant impacts to most of the 
environmental impact categories evaluated by FAA. It will however, result in significant 
impacts to wetlands and streams on IAD property. MWAA has submitted a Joint Permit 
Application (JPA) to the USACE and VDEQ that quantifies these impacts and presents a 
mitigation plan to offset the impacts. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0053 DP0058 DP0065 DP0075 
  

2-43 Comment 

 
The addition of a new east-west runway and any one of the two planned north/south runways 
to the further west are a net benefit to us. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0050 



6-25 

 
  

2-44 Comment 

 

Having spent additional funds to protect for greater separations, we oppose any measure that 
would otherwise restrict or limit runway use, particularly use of preferential runway or flight 
track programs. 

 Response 

 

Operational assumptions for the alternatives including flight tracks, runway use percentages 
and runway flows were developed in close coordination with the FAA ATCT and the Potomac 
TRACON. The noise analysis contained in Section 5.1 of the FEIS concluded that 
implementation of either Build Alternative 3 or Build Alternative 4 would not result in 
significant noise impacts to noise sensitive land uses, therefore measures that would restrict 
or limit runway use, particularly use of a preferential runway or flight track programs is not 
warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0032 DP0070 
  

2-45 Comment 

 

You should probably go back to the original proposal for the airport in terms of sound 
pressure level and altitude that the airplanes fly and see if we are, in fact, performing today 
where we said we would be in terms of those factors. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. The purpose of the EIS process is to evaluate a the potential impacts of a 
proposed project when compared to a "No-Action" alternative, that is what are the future 
impacts with and without the proposed project. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0051 
  

2-46 Comment 

 

Washington, the country, should spend more resources on building another airport, not on 
building this one over capacity.  Andrews will be unavailable, it's a military airport.  National 
will be unavailable because of its proximity.  That leaves only BWI and Dulles.  That is 
insufficient to handle a national terror incident or terrible tragedy. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. The proposed project will allow the airport to accommodate in a safe and 
efficient manner the future aircraft operational levels projected to occur at IAD. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0036 DP0093 DP0111 



6-26 

 
  

2-47 Comment 

 

An amenable solution to expand the airport so that it will continue to provide the commerce, 
the industry, keep taxes low, and raise the value of property should be proposed to the 
community. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. The proposed project will allow IAD to continue to provide an excellent level 
of service to the travelling public, businesses and industry in the Virginia/Washington D.C. 
area. the noise analysis discussed in Section 5.1 of the FEIS indicates that neither Build 
Alternative 3 or 4 would result in significant noise impacts to residential areas. The Social and 
Socioeconomic impacts of the Build Alternatives are presented in Sections 5.3 and 5.4, 
respectively, of the FEIS. As with the noise results, neither of the Build Alternatives will result 
in significant negative impacts to the social structure or economics of the airport area. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0049 
  

2-48 Comment 

 

The VDGIF states that the No-Action Alternative would be environmentally preferable to the 
two build alternatives.  Between the build alternatives, Build Alternative 3 would give rise to 
fewer environmental impacts than Build Alternative 4. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. table 3.4-1 of the FEIS list the environmental impacts associated with each 
of the reasonable alternatives. Build alternative 3 would result in less environmental impacts 
than Build Alternative 4.  

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

2-49 Comment 

 

I support Build Alternative 3, the locally preferred alternative, and request that the FAA now 
move rapidly to complete the EIS process as soon as possible in order to ensure that new 
runway capacity can be built to serve the growing needs of the Nation's Capital. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DN0001 DP0069 DP0070 
  

2-50 Comment 

 

With respect to a comparison of the two "Build" alternatives that are evaluated in the DEIS, 
we do not feel that a sufficient amount of information is presented in the DEIS to allow for a 
determination as to whether one would be preferable to the other. 

 Response 

 

A comparison table of the two Build Alternatives is presented in Section 3.4.1 of the DEIS. 
This table details the environmental impacts for each reasonable alternative by each of the 
environmental impact categories evaluated by FAA. More detailed discussions of the impacts 
of each of the reasonable alternatives is presented in Chapter 5.0, Environmental 
Consequences, of the DEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 



6-27 

 
  

2-51 Comment 

 

While Build Alternative 3 contemplates the new runways separated from existing runways by 
4,300 feet, we believe this could have been accomplished at a lesser separation, resulting in 
a much less expensive program as originally proposed by MWAA.  While current independent 
parallels are separated by 4300,' and triples by 5000', lesser separations are in use at other 
major airports and we believe continued American ingenuity and technology would have 
produced as a future standard a safe, independent parallel approach at reduced separations. 

 Response 

 

FAA establishes runway separation requirements based on existing and reasonably 
foreseeable aviation technology. Current FAA guidelines specify that in order to 
accommodate the ability to conduct dual and triple simultaneous independent operations in 
Instrument Meteorological Conditions (IMC), the runway separation distance between parallel 
runways needs to be a minimum of 4,300 feet with the use of high update radar/monitoring 
equipment. These same type of operations can be performed without the use of high update 
radar/monitoring equipment when the runway separation distance is increased to 5,000 feet. 
Use of any separation distances less than FAA guidance requires a deviation to standards, 
which the FAA only grants on a case by case basis, and very rarely for new construction. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0070 
  

2-52 Comment 

 

The DEIS states that, for both Build Alternatives 3 and 4, the existing Smithsonian NASM 
hangar will impact the ATCT line-of-sight to the proposed de-icing pad for future Runway 
12R/30L and will have to be modified or demolished.  This action should be listed as part of 
the project description for each alternative. 

 Response 

 

The hangar referenced in the DEIS is not the hangar at the new Uzdar-Hazy NASM, it is an 
unused hangar that was temporarily used to store aircraft before the museum was opened. 
This hangar is not a significant structure and is not Historic in nature. The analysis of impacts 
in the DEIS took into account the demolition of this structure.The FEIS will be corrected to 
reflect this.  

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 

 



6-28 

 
  

2-53 Comment 

 

Because of the large amount of wetland and stream impacts that will result from the Build 
alternatives, EPA is concerned that a potential wetland avoidance alternative (Build 
Alternative 5) was not carried forward for detailed study and was not subject to the same level 
of environmental review as the full build alternatives.  EPA believes that carrying forward a 
detailed wetlands avoidance alternative, including an evaluation of its ability to meet short and 
long range needs, would enable the alternatives analysis in the FEIS to more closely track the 
alternatives analysis requirements under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. 

 Response 

 

FAA agrees that adding only one new runway instead of two runways would result in less 
environmental impacts. However, both the proposed north/south and east/west runways are 
required to meet the long term operational requirements of the airport, and therefore the 
Purpose and Need for the Proposed Project.  Build Alternative 5 is not a true “avoidance” 
alternative and not a reasonable alternative because it does not meet the Purpose and Need 
for the Proposed Project.  
 
The DEIS discussion in Section 5.11, Wetlands, and Table 5.11.3-2 specifically breaks out 
the wetlands impact by project (e.g. Runway 1W/19, Runway 12R/30L, and Tier 3). The total 
wetland impacts associated with Build Alternative 5 would be represented by adding the 
impacts from Runway 1W/19W and Tier 3. Based on the data in the table, Build Alternative 5 
would impact 160.9 acres of wetlands and 66,029 linear feet of streams.   
 
Since both runways are required, the selection of Build Alternative 5 as the preferred 
alternative would result in the need for FAA and MWAA to conduct a second EIS in the near 
future to evaluate the impacts of the fifth runway, which would be considered segmentation of 
a proposed action. 
 

FAA will include more detail on the discussion of wetland and stream impacts associated with 
Build Alternative 5 in Section 3.3.3.2 of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 
  

2-54 Comment 

 

The alternatives analysis utilized a two-level evaluation and screening process that 
considered FAA guidance and regulations, detailed engineering and airport operation 
considerations, and safety, but did not include environmental considerations. 

 Response 

 

FAA's alternatives screening process was based on a two-level process that first evaluated 
an alternative for its ability to meet the Purpose and Need for the Proposed Project. If an 
alternative met the Purpose and Need criteria, it was then evaluated for potential 
environmental impacts. If an alternative did not meet the Purpose and Need criteria, it was 
not retained for more detailed evaluation. FAA did not see a reason for further considering an 
alternative if it did not fulfill the objectives of the project. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 



6-29 

 
  

2-55 Comment 

 
Loudoun County supports Alternative 3, as this alternative promotes County policies, allows 
the Airport to achieve a 5-runway configuration, and minimizes environmental impacts.   

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0006 
  

2-56 Comment 

 

Consider enlarging the airspace serving Dulles Airport since it will be accommodating all of 
the aviation growth in coming decades.  It does not seem reasonable that Dulles Airport 
should be expected to accommodate the bulk of the region's future aviation growth (what may 
eventually be a doubling of current air traffic at Dulles) into the same volume of airspace. 

 Response 

 

The question of enlarging the airspace serving Dulles is not the subject of this EIS process. 
Airspace issues were addressed in a previous EIS prepared by FAA for the new Potomac 
TRACON facility. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0087 
  

2-57 Comment 

 

Consider raising altitude profiles on all arriving flights.  Currently, arrival aircraft to Dulles in 
the Reston airspace are given approximately between 2,000 and 4,000 feet in altitude.  I 
understand that high altitude airplanes now require a vertical separation of only 1,000 feet 
instead of the previous 2,000 feet.  Could not all the flight tracks for airplanes shift upwards, 
allowing fly-over airplanes to be up higher, thereby allowing arrival airplanes over Reston to 
be more in the 4,000 to 6,000 altitudinal profile, say until they turn towards the airport on the 
approach? 

 Response 

 

Operational assumptions for the alternatives including approach and departure profiles, flight 
tracks, runway use percentages and runway flows were developed in close coordination with 
the FAA ATCT and the Potomac TRACON. The noise analysis contained in Section 5.1 of the 
DEIS concluded that implementation of either Build Alternative 3 or Build Alternative 4 would 
not result in significant noise impacts to noise sensitive land uses, therefore measures that 
would alter altitude profiles for arriving aircraft to minimize or avoid impacts is not warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0087 



6-30 

 
  
 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 3. Noise 
  

3-1 Comment 

 

Projected DNL 60 dBA, 65 dBA, and 70 dBA noise contours associated with each individual 
five and four-runway alternative (including each operational/airspace alternative) should be 
clearly presented, along with related data on affected populations. 

 Response 

 

Section 5.1 and Appendix D of the FEIS present the detailed noise analysis including affected 
populations of the No-Action Alternative, Build Alternative 3 and Build Alternative 4.  Build 
Alternatives 3 and 4 are the development alternatives which meet the purpose and need of 
the proposed project, and have been fully analyzed environmentally.  The EIS only analyzes 
one operational/airspace alternative per No-Action or Build Alternative.  The 
operational/airspace assumptions were developed with the best information available at the 
time to Dulles Airport Traffic Control (ATCT) and Potomac Terminal Radar Approach Control 
(TRACON). 

 Letter Codes 
 PL0002 PL0003 PP0009 SL0004 
  

3-2 Comment 

 

Once a preferred number and general location(s) of new runways is determined, a map 
showing maximum potential areas of exposure to noise exceeding DNL 60 dBA, DNL 65 dBA, 
and DNL 70 dBA should be developed (by providing noise contours defined by the greatest 
combined boundaries of several operational/airspace alternatives). 

 Response 

 

Section 5.1 and Appendix D describes 2010 and 2025 Future Condition noise exposures, 
respectively. The EIS only analyzes one operational/airspace alternative per No-Action or 
Build Alternative.  The operational/airspace assumptions were developed with the best 
information available at the time to Dulles Airport Traffic Control (ATCT) and Potomac 
Terminal Radar Approach Control (TRACON). 

 Letter Codes 
 PL0002 PL0003 SL0004 
  

3-3 Comment 

 

In defining what represents a noise "impact" we recommend that at least some consideration 
be given to quantifying the extent of noise level increases of DNL 3 dBA or greater for each 
alternative, even for noise levels as low as (or lower than) DNL 45 dBA.  While we recognize 
that the most significant impacts will be addressed based on established FAA guidance, we 
do not recommend that less significant impacts be ignored completely. 

 Response 

 

Section 5.1 presents an analysis of modeled increases of DNL 3.0 dBA or greater within DNL 
60 dBA contours for each alternative. Appendix D-10 presents an analysis of modeled 
increases of DNL 5.0 dBA or greater between DNL 45 and 60 dBA noise contours.  Effects of 
noise at levels less than DNL 45 dBA were not examined in the EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 DP0007 PL0003 SL0004 



6-31 

 
  

3-4 Comment 
 I am concerned about noise. 
 Response 

 
Sections 4.2.5 and 5.1 and Appendix D of the FEIS contain a detailed analysis of the 
anticipated noise impacts associated with the reasonable alternatives.  

 Letter Codes 

 
DP0009 DP0020 DP0024 DP0061 DP0085 DP0099 PP0030 PP0036 PP0085 PP0099 
PP0119 PP0127 SP0001 SP0004 SP0008 SP0015 SP0016 SP0018 SP0020 SP0022 

  
3-5 Comment 

 Increased noise could have a negative impact on property values. 
 Response 

 

As indicated in Appendix B of the FEIS (Technical Memorandum No. 5, Potential Impact on 
Land Value in the Dulles Area - A Review of the Literature), airports are economic generators 
as well as noise generators.  Noise exposure in areas that experience a change in flight 
patterns and resulting change in noise contours impacts a well-defined number of properties 
and results in a decrease in property values and property tax assessments, however 
increased concentrations of employment and economic activity can contribute to increased 
property value and increased property tax assessments in a broad area surrounding an 
airport.   

 Letter Codes 
 SP0001 
  

3-6 Comment 
 I am concerned about noise, number of flights and safety/flight tracks. 
 Response 

 
Sections 4.2.5 and 5.1 and Appendix D of the FEIS contain a detailed analysis of the 
anticipated noise impacts associated with the reasonable alternatives. 

 Letter Codes 

 
DP0045 DP0073 DP0088 DP0089 PP0004 PP0045 PP0112 PP0113 PP0114 PP0126 
SP0002 SP0005 SP0008 SP0009 SP0013 SP0020 SP0038 

  
3-7 Comment 

 

I am concerned about the noise in the Kidwell Farm/Frying Pan Park area.  As you may know, 
the county purchased this land and maintains it as the last working farm in Fairfax County for 
families to visit and enjoy. 

 Response 

 

Kidwell Farm/Frying Pan Park was analyzed as a sensitive noise receptor in Section 5.1 of 
the DEIS. The analysis shows that there would be a slight decrease in DNL noise levels in 
2010 when Build Alternatives 3 and 4 are compared to the No-Action Alternative. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0007 



6-32 

 
  

3-8 Comment 

 

Apparently, a study was done years ago showing a rather high decibel measurement for our 
neighborhood [Pleasant Valley].  I am writing to request another noise study be done in our 
neighborhood. 

 Response 

 
Another noise study, such as FAR Part 150 Study, may be performed at the discretion of 
MWAA, however it is not part of the EIS process. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0008 
  

3-9 Comment 

 

Sleep disturbance caused by unscheduled engine run-ups between 11pm and 6am.  These 
have been increasing in frequency as the traffic has expanded and currently occur 
approximately twelve times each month.  The absence of an airline base, apart from Atlantic 
Coast Airlines, may be the reason for the absence of a noise attenuation facility, yet the 
disturbance has now reached a level where the provision of a common-use facility is 
imperative.  Since the cost of a muffler system, hush-house or remote earth berm is 
"relatively" small, I believe that the provision of this facility should be made a prior condition 
before permission is given to build facilities which will increase the capacity of the airport. 

 Response 

 

Appendix D of the FEIS describes the details of engine run-up activities. The majority of 
engine run-up activities are conducted at the Runway 30 hold-short area, south of existing 
Runway 1L/19R. The results of the noise exposure analysis do not indicate significant 
impacts to surrounding noise sensitive areas due to engine run-up activities. Thus, mitigation 
is not warranted for this EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0061 PP0037 PP0127 SP0010 
  

3-10 Comment 

 
I strongly oppose the additional runways unless stricter noise reduction measures are put in 
place. 

 Response 

 

The purpose of the EIS is not to address existing noise conditions at the airport, but to 
evaluate the future noise conditions that would result when comparing the No-Action 
Alternative to the Build Alternatives. Based on the noise analysis conducted for the EIS, no 
significant noise impacts would result from either of the build alternatives in either of the EIS 
study years, therefore noise mitigation measures are not warranted. 

 Letter Codes 

 
DP0005 DP0037 DP0040 DP0041 DP0061 DP0087 DP0094 DP0101 DP0102 DP0103 
PP0127 PP0129 SP0012 



6-33 

 
  

3-11 Comment 

 
The new runways should not be built until current noise abatement procedures are followed 
and obeyed. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. Please see response to Comment 3-10. Currently, IAD does not have any 
formal noise abatement procedures. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0115 SP0014 SP0020 
  

3-12 Comment 
 Noise barriers should be a pre-requisite to any additional airport activity or traffic. 
 Response 

 

Noise barriers are implemented as a mitigation measure for significant noise impacts. Since 
the noise analysis in the EIS indicates that the reasonable alternatives would not result in 
significant noise impacts to noise sensitive areas, mitigation measures such as noise barriers 
are not warranted.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0012 SP0015 
  

3-13 Comment 

 

Our concern is that the takeoff from the proposed runway will create too much noise over our 
home.  We would look to see noise abatement procedures in place so that they are quieter on 
takeoff and landings over our home. 

 Response 

 
No significant noise impacts would result in either of the build alternatives. Therefore, no 
mitigation is required. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0087 DP0088 PP0002 PP0021 PP0107 PP0109 PP0111 SP0037 SP0038 
  

3-14 Comment 

 
In the event we try to sell our house, we have to tell the prospective buyers the situation, the 
noise situation, and this could possibly change a lot of peoples minds about buying. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. Although airport noise can be heard in residential areas surrounding the 
airport, the noise levels do not exceed FAA's threshold of compatibility. Please see response 
to Comment 3-5. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0038 



6-34 

 
  

3-15 Comment 

 

It's bad when I'm on the phone with a client and trying to do business and I have to tell them, 
wait, I can not hear and I have the windows closed.  If they're going to put another runway in 
there, the noise situation is going to have to be addressed, flight patterns are going to have to 
be addressed. 

 Response 

 

Modified flight patterns are implemented as a mitigation measure for significant noise 
impacts. Since the noise analysis in the EIS indicates that the reasonable alternatives would 
not result in significant noise impacts to noise sensitive areas, mitigation measures such as 
modified flight patterns are not warranted.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0039 
  

3-16 Comment 

 

We are already subject to great noise and pollution from the airports.  There are often flights 
leaving and going early in the morning and very late at night.  They cause great disturbances 
to the surrounding neighborhoods. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. Although airport noise can be heard in residential areas surrounding the 
airport, the noise levels do not exceed FAA's threshold of compatibility with residential land 
use. The DEIS contains an analysis of sleep disturbances in Appendix D. 

 Letter Codes 

 
DP0106 DP0115 PP0053 PP0055 PP0064 PP0070 PP0119 PP0122 SP0019 SP0020 
SP0030 SP0040 

  
3-17 Comment 

 
I am very concerned about the noise damage.  One from living in the house and also from my 
children playing outside.  Long term health problems due to the increase of noise. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. Please see response to Comment 3-17. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0115 PP0043 PP0143 SP0040 
  

3-18 Comment 

 

We would like to see if there are places for sound barriers to be built to minimize particularly, 
the sounds of planes and tests and maintenance facilities on the ground because we do get -- 
often times late at night, like in the middle of the night -- 3:00 o'clock in the morning, you'll 
hear a roaring jet engine blasting away for half an hour while it's being tested or maintained. 

 Response 

 

Although airport noise can be heard in residential areas surrounding the airport, the noise 
levels do not exceed FAA's threshold of compatibility with residential land use. The DEIS 
contains an analysis of sleep disturbances in Appendix D. Noise barriers are implemented as 
a mitigation measure for significant noise impacts. Since the noise analysis in the EIS 
indicates that the reasonable alternatives would not result in significant noise impacts to noise 
sensitive areas, mitigation measures such as noise barriers are not warranted.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0041 
  



6-35 

3-19 Comment 

 

Where we live on a daily basis at peak times our house shakes from the aircraft taking off, the 
low frequency rumbling shakes your body if you're outside, and if you're outside you can't 
hold a conversation without virtually yelling and inside early in the morning, as soon as the 
planes start taking off, it's like an alarm clock.  It's loud enough to wake a fairly sound sleeper 
from a reasonably deep sleep. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. Please see response to Comment 3-16. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0045 DP0051 SP0041 
  

3-20 Comment 

 

I just wanted to comment on the possible adjustments that could be made to the airport to 
reduce engine noise, not from takeoffs and landings but from engine run-up, and that the 
airport should look into building a facility to take planes when they need maintenance to a site 
either a hushhouse or a berm area or something to help reduce the noise levels. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 SP0034 
  

3-21 Comment 

 

It seems to me that people who are good neighbors of the airport and who support the airport 
actually are now getting to the stage where they need to ask for something in return, which is 
noise attenuation for engine ground run-ups at night.  And this would seem to be a very 
appropriate time to do it.  It's not a high cost and the rewards in community appreciation 
would be enormous. 

 Response 

 

The noise analysis contained in the DEIS included modeling of night-time run-ups. The 
results of the analysis indicate that neither of the Build Alternatives would result in off-airport 
noise impacts to noise sensitive land uses, therefore mitigation measures for noise impacts 
are not warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0035 
  

3-22 Comment 

 

Currently I'm not sure if the noise is being monitored in South Riding.  Where we are definitely 
in the flight path for planes taking off.  And the noise, while it's not constant, when it is heavy it 
is deafening, and to the point where if you are in the front of the home you can hear 
absolutely nothing that anybody is saying.  And obviously the concern that we would have is 
what are the levels today, what would they be down the road.  I'd be more concerned about 
how do you cut back on the noise that's prevalent today, that's there today. 

 Response 

 

Section 4.2.5 of the DEIS describes year 2002 Existing Conditions, and Sections 5.1 and 
Appendix D describe 2010 and 2025 Future Conditions. The purpose of the EIS is not to 
address existing noise conditions at the airport, but to evaluate the future noise conditions 
that would result when comparing the No-Action Alternative to the Build Alternatives. Based 
on the noise analysis conducted for the EIS, no significant noise impacts would result from 
either of the build alternatives in either of the EIS study years, therefore noise mitigation 
measures are not warranted 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0143 SP0031 SP0033 



6-36 

  
3-23 Comment 

 

The Fairfax County Park Authority is very concerned with noise and vibration impacts on 
historic structures and noise impacts on the visitor's experience from aircraft using the 
proposed new runway 12R/30L as the flight path aligns directly over Sully Historic Overlay 
District. 

 Response 

 

Indirect impacts to the Sully Plantation were evaluated in terms of potential noise, vibration 
and visual impacts. Section 5.8.3 of the FEIS presents the detailed results of the noise, 
vibration, and visual analysis at Sully Plantation due to overflights. Noise analysis indicates 
that average noise levels at the Sully Plantation would be lower under both Build Alternatives 
than they would under the No-Action Alternative. In addition, FAA determined that proposed 
Runway 12R/30L would not result in vibration impacts to the Sully Plantation.  

 Letter Codes 
 SL0005 
  

3-24 Comment 

 

Does the proposed additional runway and maximized terminal area increase the level of noise 
in the adjacent residential area?  If so, what measures must be taken to mitigate the noise 
levels? 

 Response 

 
The results of the analysis indicate that no significant noise impacts would result from either 
of the build alternatives. Therefore, mitigation measures are not warranted.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0117 SL0010 
  

3-25 Comment 

 

Please perform, and provide us with the results of, a Part 150 noise study in our 
neighborhood (Pleasant Valley).  We request that the airport not be informed of when this 
study is to be performed.  Knowledge of such study, in advance, may not provide accurate, 
correct results.  If you decide to reject this request, we would like to know why, in writing.  If 
your reasoning is insufficient interest, then, again, we request that you provide us with a 
figure of what "sufficient" interest would be -- at least 2 months prior to any deadline for 
performing said study so that we may have the opportunity to collect the appropriate number 
of signatures in time to allow said study to be performed and performed in time to have an 
impact on the EIS. 

 Response 

 

A Part 150 noise study is federally granted and a voluntary program initiated by the airport 
operator. It analyzes current and future noise exposures and investigates potential mitigation 
measures for the areas of non-compatible land uses. Since the noise contours developed for 
this EIS do not indicate any significant noise impacts, a Part 150 program would be 
performed solely at the discretion of MWAA. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0044 PP0125 PP0132 SP0023 



6-37 

 
  

3-26 Comment 

 
Please send us, in writing, a copy of current DNL readings for our neighborhood.  As stated 
above, the 1998 projections are old, and therefore, inaccurate. 

 Response 

 
Section 4.2.5 of the DEIS presents the EIS existing condition (year 2002) noise exposure 
DNL levels. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0086 SP0023 SP0029 
  

3-27 Comment 

 
I am concerned about the increased noise (at all hours) over my house in South Riding.  I 
anxiously await the results of the environment impact study. 

 Response 

 
Sections 4.2.5, 5.1 and Appendix D of the DEIS present the details of the noise analysis 
conducted by FAA. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0024 
  

3-28 Comment 

 

Here in a nearby neighborhood (Pleasant Valley) we have already seen a dramatic increase 
of outbound flights that are launching right over us and causing quite a disturbance for any 
social activities, inside or outside. 

 Response 

 
Sections 4.2.5, 5.1 and Appendix D of the DEIS present the details of FAA's noise analysis 
conducted for this EIS, including an analysis of sleep disturbance and speech interference. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0129 SP0025 SP0027 
  

3-29 Comment 

 

I would like to see a Part 150 Noise Study completed for our neighborhood to see what the 
overall impacts are.  And then also, if the noise is high enough, do we need additional 
insulation or sound proofing, or whatever, in our houses. 

 Response 

 

A Part 150 noise study is federally granted and a voluntary program initiated by the airport 
operator. It analyzes current and future noise exposures and investigates potential mitigation 
measures for the areas of non-compatible land uses. Since the noise contours developed for 
this EIS do not indicate any significant noise impacts, a Part 150 program could only be 
performed by MWAA on a voluntary basis. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0123 SP0029 



6-38 

 
  

3-30 Comment 

 

Most of the traffic utilizes the runways that generally follow the North South approach, 
Runways 1L and 1R (or 19R and 19L), those that parallel and follow Route 28.  These are 
obviously the most desirable and advantageous from a noise perspective and I have a 
growing concern over the elevated levels of noise as being monitored in places like Aldie and 
various rural parts of Loudoun.  Air noise belongs over an industrial or office park setting like 
that in the Route 28 district. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. The DEIS contains a detailed analysis of the future noise impacts 
associated with the No-Action and Build Alternatives. Based on the results of this analysis, 
neither of the Build Alternatives would result in noise impacts to noise sensitive land uses. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0026 
  

3-31 Comment 

 
Send the planes somewhere else.  I have lived in Ashburn for 10 years and I would be one 
hacked dude if planes started flying over my head. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. Appendix D of the DEIS presents graphics of the flight tracks that would be 
used by aircraft for the future No-Action alternative as well as the Build Alternatives.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0043 
  

3-32 Comment 

 

In the past three months traffic has picked up in my area, from 8-11 P.M.  I can hear them all, 
I have been woken up at 2, 3, 4 in the morning, I can't get back to sleep.  I would like the 
traffic off of that area. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. Please see response to Comment 3-22. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0049 DP0051 PP0003 PP0006 
  

3-33 Comment 

 
The noise is very loud and disturbing.  And I don't think they should fly that low over any 
house. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. The results of the analysis indicate that no significant noise impacts would 
result from either of the build alternatives.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0004 DP0006 DP0093 PP0005 PP0060 PP0119 PP0123 



6-39 

 
  

3-34 Comment 

 

Why are there no noise abatement procedures at Dulles Airport.  It is the only major airport in 
the country that does not have published noise abatement procedures.  We should incur 
voluntary compliance with a written noise abatement procedure to be published by the FAA 
and to have those procedures implemented between 10 P.M. and 7 A.M. 

 Response 

 

MWAA is responsible for establishing voluntary noise abatement procedures. Mandatory 
noise abatement procedures such as curfew and restriction of Stage 2 hush-kitted aircraft 
would be subject to FAR Part 161 Study approval by the FAA. The results of the EIS noise 
analysis indicate that no significant noise impacts would result from either of the build 
alternatives.  

 Letter Codes 

 

DP0090 DP0093 DP0094 DP0095 DP0096 DP0101 DP0102 DP0103 DP0106 DP0112 
PP0010 PP0016 PP0020 PP0037 PP0042 PP0046 PP0053 PP0054 PP0057 PP0058 
PP0059 PP0061 PP0062 PP0064 PP0065 PP0066 PP0067 PP0068 PP0069 PP0070 
PP0071 

  
3-35 Comment 

 
Restrict certain aircraft exceeding noise levels, particularly 747s that continuously exceed 
reasonable dbl's. 

 Response 

 

The results of the EIS noise analysis indicate that no significant noise impacts would result 
from either of the Build Alternatives. Since no significant noise impacts would occur, a 
potential mitigation measure such as the restriction of aircraft operating at IAD is not 
warranted. Furthermore, restriction of certain aircraft due to noise levels would be subject to 
separate, FAR Part 161 Study, that can only be initiated by MWAA. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0085 DP0090 PP0019 
  

3-36 Comment 

 

Most citizens can't understand how airport noise is measured and shown on maps.  They 
don't understand federal guidelines, and they don't understand how noise complaint hotlines 
work.  The entire citizenry must be sold on the fact that all choices have been looked at for 
alternatives and flight paths.  They don't understand how the aircraft industry has improved on 
the noise levels of aircraft engines 

 Response 

 

Sections 4.2.5, 5.1 and Appendix D of the DEIS describe the details of aircraft noise 
information including methodology, modeled aircraft operational data, and noise impacts. A 
"primer" on understanding aircraft noise is contained in Appendix D-1 of the DEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0001 



6-40 

 
  

3-37 Comment 

 
Why can't you show contours between 45 DNL and 60 DNL. An increase of 5 DNL looks to 
some as excessive. 

 Response 

 

FAA's threshold of compatibility for noise sensitive land uses is the DNL 65 dBA noise 
contour and these are the contours shown in the DEIS and FEIS.  Appendix D of the EIS 
presents an evaluation of areas where an increase of DNL 5.0 dBA between the DNL 45 and 
60 dBA contours would occur.  

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 DP0001 PP0099 
  

3-38 Comment 

 

Unlike today where arriving planes are 3,000' to the east of us, they will be 800' above our 
heads.  Yet the DEIS predicts that Pleasant Valley's noise exposure is still less than 65 dBA 
DNL (in fact, still less than 60 dBA).  The predicted increase of 56.2 dBA DNL in 2002 to 58.4 
dBA DNL by 2010 does not even meet the "Threshold of Significance" to possibly trigger 
noise mitigation, like acoustical treatments for our homes.  How can 350 ton jet aircraft flying 
directly over our heads not result in a MASSIVE increase in noise exposure? Are they 
planning to not use the new north-south runway? Will they guarantee that to us in writing? Or 
will we be forced to sign avigation easements and to have all prospective buyers sign full 
disclosure statements like they do in Loudoun? Who is going to make up the difference in our 
property values (never mind our quality of life)? 

 Response 

 

Appendix D describes runway utilization rates of 2010 and 2025 Future Condition Build 
Alternatives. Arrivals to the proposed Runway 1W would account for 2% of all daytime arrivals 
in 2010 (no arrivals during nighttime hours; see Appendix D). A discussion of property values 
are discussed in Appendix B-2 (Technical Memorandum 5). 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0008 DP0045 DP0095 DP0096 
  

3-39 Comment 
 Explain the day/night average for determining noise contours. 
 Response 

 
Appendix D-1 presents an Introduction of Noise and Its Effects, and an explanation of the 
DNL noise metric. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0001 PP0122 



6-41 

 
  

3-40 Comment 

 

I am concerned about the likely increase in noise over our neighborhood and potential 
damage to our homes.  Since June 2003 we have experienced a significant increase in noise 
caused by aircraft from IAD.  The worst of it occurs during evening hours, especially after 
2230 hours when it seems as if low flying aircraft are literally targeting our residences.  The 
impact is that homes shake to the point that walls are developing cracks and wall mounted 
items are shaken askew.  I believe the increase in traffic is due to the use of a new water 
tower as a navigational aid.  The flight paths must be redirected so aircraft do not use our 
community (Brambleton) as a landmark. 

 Response 

 

There are no navigational "fixes" at IAD that are based on the water tower or specific 
communities. Approaches to the existing runways are based on electronic and visual 
(approach lighting) aids and instrumentation.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0010 
  

3-41 Comment 

 

An aircraft noise study was performed for the proposed new north-south runway at IAD and 
the Pleasant Valley community.  Statistical averages of data from sites 1, 2, and 4 suggest 
that at least 22 flyovers an hour would take place during the late afternoon and early evening 
hours (1 flyover every 2.68 minutes on average) at Pleasant Valley if the new proposed 
runway has as much air traffic as existing runways.  At least 19 flyovers per hour would be 
noticed (>66 dB) and of the 19 flyovers, 9 would be very noticeable (>72 dB).  Thus, on the 
basis of data from sites 1, 2, and 4, and assuming that the new runway would have the same 
amount of air traffic as present runways, on average, every 6 to 7 minutes from 4:30 pm to 
7:00 pm an aircraft would fly over the Pleasant Valley community exceeding 72 dB. 

 Response 

 

FAA is not aware of the study referenced and has not had an opportunity to review the data 
indicated in the comment. Runway utilization rates for the existing and proposed runways at 
IAD for the study years 2010 and 2025 are contained in Section 5.1 and Appendix D of the 
FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0047 
  

3-42 Comment 

 

We recommend that the DEIS addresses the matter of an interim four-runway period directly 
and provide some level of assurance that localized noise impacts for the four-runway phase-
in period will not be higher than ultimate impacts. 

 Response 

 
An analysis of the interim four-runway construction scenarios for both Build Alternatives 3 and 
4 is provided in Section 5.19 of the DEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 PL0002 



6-42 

 
  

3-43 Comment 

 

A graphic presented at the April 21, 2004 agency informational meeting (number of events 
above nighttime SEL 90 dBA) suggests that, for the build alternatives, there will be an 
increase in nighttime operations in areas of Fairfax County located south of the north-south 
runways when compared with the No-Action Alternative.  It is not clear why such an increase 
would be needed.  FAA and MWAA should strive to minimize the number of nighttime 
operations over residential areas located to the south of IAD, and any proposal to increase 
such operations should be justified clearly in the DEIS. 

 Response 

 

Nighttime runway utilization rates are shown in Appendix D of the DEIS and FEIS for study 
years 2010 and 2025.  As shown in this Appendix, a 0.5% increase of arrivals to Runways 1C 
and 1R and a 0.5% increase of departures from Runway 19C is anticipated as a result of the 
Build Alternatives. Figures D-11.6, D-11.7, and D-11.8 illustrate contours of nighttime events 
at or above 90 dBA SEL for 2010 No-Action, Build Alternative 3 and Build Alternative 4, 
respectively. 

 Letter Codes 
 PL0003 
  

3-44 Comment 

 

Flight tracks shown at the April 21, 2004 agency informational meeting show flight tracks over 
residential areas in Fairfax that are not shown in the No-Action Alternative.  The DEIS should 
clearly explain this difference and note the extent of the differences. 

 Response 

 

Because of the new runways developed under the Build Alternatives, flight tracks to and from 
these runways needed to be added. The flight tracks shown for the Build Alternatives were 
developed through coordination with the Potomac TRACON and IAD ATCT. 

 Letter Codes 
 PL0003 
  

3-45 Comment 

 
It would be helpful to have a noise chart showing today [existing condition] and with growth to 
2010. 

 Response 

 

Exhibits depicting forecasts of aviation operations and noise analysis results were shown at 
the Public Workshops as they were developed. Section 5.1 of the DEIS and FEIS describes 
future noise impacts of the No-Action Alternative, Build Alternative 3, and Build Alternative 4. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0118 
  

3-46 Comment 

 

At the present, there is very limited approach from the east and all departures are to the west. 
Will this continue with the new runways? I have been unable to find any information on this 
aspect of the proposed changes. 

 Response 

 
Appendix D of the DEIS and FEIS describes the details of runway and flight track utilization 
for the Build Alternatives. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0101 PP0121 
  



6-43 

3-47 Comment 

 

Nighttime recommendations:  North operations - arrivals on Runway 1L, departures to the 
west.  South operations - arrivals on Runway 19R, departures to the west.  Both 
recommendation are designed to lower the noise levels over the most populated areas. 

 Response 

 

Runway and flight track utilization were developed through coordinating with the Potomac 
TRACON and IAD ATCT. Utilizing one runway for arrivals and one runway for departure is not 
practical due to safety reasons and capacity concerns. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0063 PP0106 PP0107 
  

3-48 Comment 
 I'd like to see the night time operations on Runway 1R moved to 1L during North operations. 
 Response 

 

Runway and flight track utilization were developed through coordination with the Potomac 
TRACON and IAD ATCT and represent the most efficient operation of the airport during 
different flow conditions. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0109 
  

3-49 Comment 

 

The noise contours are quite misleading.  A model that uses a 24 hour average is extremely 
misleading as there is very little traffic for 1/3 of the time (10 PM - 6 AM).  "Average" noise 
contours for a peak hour or peak period of time (4 PM - 8PM) when most people are home. 

 Response 

 

FAA Order 1050.1E, Section 14, Noise, Subsection 14.1a, describes that "For aviation noise 
analysis, the FAA has determined that the cumulative noise energy exposure of individuals to 
noise resulting from aviation activities must be established in terms of yearly day/night 
average sound level (DNL) as FAA's primary metric." therefore this method was used in the 
DEIS and FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0088 PP0105 PP0110 PP0122 
  

3-50 Comment 

 
Noise sensitive receptors should be placed to the northwest of the airport to cover the fast-
growing residential and commercial communities in that direction. 

 Response 

 

As described in Section 5.1 of the DEIS and FEIS, the noise sensitive receptor analysis 
locations were selected for their relative proximity to the DNL 65 dBA contour and their 
sensitivity (i.e., residential land use, schools, parks, churches). These locations are 
considered to be "representative" samples of the noise sensitive sites in the Generalized 
Study Area. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0122 



6-44 

 
  

3-51 Comment 

 

I would like to see the FAA install noise monitoring equipment not only in all newly developed 
residential areas within a radius from Dulles Airport that is determined to have a significant, 
audible impact on residential areas. 

 Response 

 

The results of the EIS noise analysis indicate that no significant noise impacts would result 
from either of the Build Alternatives. Since no significant noise impacts would occur, a 
potential mitigation measure such as the installation of noise monitoring equipment is not 
warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0037 DP0063 DP0087 PP0129 
  

3-52 Comment 

 
The Number of Events above daytime/nighttime maps need to be supplemented with detailed 
maps that show noise contours under different weather patterns (i.e. wind direction). 

 Response 

 

Wind speed and direction primarily determine runway selection and operational flow. ATC 
assigns runway use with consideration of the following factors, but not limited to, safety, wind, 
weather, direction of flight, runway length requirements, etc. Thus, weather patterns were 
incorporated into the annual average day modeling process evaluated in the DEIS and FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0122 
  

3-53 Comment 

 
I'd like to see the FAA help implement increased utilization of runways at Dulles Airport that 
have less noise impact on residential areas. 

 Response 

 

The results of the EIS noise analysis indicate that no significant noise impacts would result 
from either of the Build Alternatives. Since no significant noise impacts would occur, a 
potential mitigation measure such as modification of runway utilization percentages at IAD is 
not warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0129 
  

3-54 Comment 
 I would like to see the 65 DNL contour of the three runways at capacity. 
 Response 

 

Based on the most recent forecasts of aircraft operational demand, the three-runway system 
at IAD would be constrained, or at capacity, by the year 2025. Section 5.1 of the FEIS 
presents the results of the 2025 No-Action Alternative scenario noise analysis based on this 
"maximum use" of the existing runways.   

 Letter Codes 
 PP0135 



6-45 

 
  

3-55 Comment 

 
The noise levels from the 2002 existing DNL noise contours do not in any way, shape, or form 
match the 2003 Flight Operations and Aircraft Noise Quarterly Reports for Ashburn. 

 Response 

 

The 2002 Flight Operations and Aircraft Noise Quarterly Reports for Ashburn shows the 
decibel levels ranging from 50.6 to 70.2 dB over 11 months in Column DNL-ac, which is 
believed to be all noise caused by aircraft.  That is, actual flight paths for every aircraft in 
each month of 2002 except for December, when data was not available.  FAA's modeling 
shows all operations data provided to us with representative flight tracks taken from actual 
radar data and representative aircraft which are in the INM modeling program.  Discrepancies 
are possible due to modeled standard departure and approach profiles, aircraft, flight paths, 
and operations versus the actual data collected by the Ashburn monitor.  Variations in 
location of the monitor and the modeled site in Ashburn, the Heritage Baptist Church (C4), 
may also contribute to decibel differences. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0136 
  

3-56 Comment 

 
At my address, what is the minimum altitude for approach traffic? What dB level is 
appropriate? I don't think current standards are being met or they are not adequate. 

 Response 

 

Table 4.2.2-5 of the DEIS states that residential areas outside the DNL 65 dBA contour are 
compatible land uses according to the FAA guidelines for land use compatibility.  No 
residential areas are currently located inside the 65 dBA contour.  Aircraft are modeled for 
approach at 6,000 feet and have a standard 3 degree slope until touchdown on the runway.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0123 
  

3-57 Comment 

 
To dedicate an arrival path directly over the Pleasant Valley neighborhood will exacerbate an 
already bad situation. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. The results of the EIS noise analysis indicate that no significant noise 
impacts would result from either of the Build Alternatives.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0125 
  

3-58 Comment 

 

Over the last five years there has been a tremendous improvement in the noise environment 
from where I live -  far less noise disturbance from ground running at night and far less take-
off noise. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0137 



6-46 

 
  

3-59 Comment 

 
[I]n terms of noise receptors, Saint Veronica's Church on Centerville road is not showing.  Its 
a new church that is just in the process of being built. 

 Response 

 

At the time that FAA's study determined eligible churches in the General Study Area for the 
EIS analysis, Saint Veronica's Church was not constructed and therefore was not eligible as a 
noise sensitive receptor site.  Since the church was opened for service in November of 2004, 
a similar location would be site S16 - Franklin Middle School, which is located within a quarter 
of a mile and with a straight line of sight to Saint Veronica's Church. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0141 
  

3-60 Comment 

 
After reviewing the noise analysis, I am satisfied that there will be little impact to us.  So bring 
it on. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted.The results of the EIS noise analysis indicate that no significant noise 
impacts would result from either of the Build Alternatives. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0029 
  

3-61 Comment 

 
The key to keeping noise under control is to not expand the facility.  Volume at the airport is 
self limited by market forces.  If you build it, they will come. 

 Response 

 
The proposed runways are needed at IAD to accommodate aviation traffic that is anticipated 
to operate at IAD whether the runways are built or not.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0030 
  

3-62 Comment 

 
I'm in favor of making additional runways so that the noise isn't compacted on the current 
runways at the density that it currently is. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0050 
  

3-63 Comment 

 
How can a 350-ton jet aircraft flying directly over our heads and no longer skirting our 
neighborhood couldn't significantly result in a massive noise exposure? 

 Response 

 

Noise exposure estimates depend on several factors such as aircraft type, time of day, travel 
distance, and runway and flight track utilization. In addition, yearly day/night average sound 
level (DNL) is required to use for the determination of impacts by FAA. Detailed explanation 
of noise terminology is presented in Appendix D-1. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0045 



6-47 

  
3-64 Comment 

 
I would like to see hush kits phased out.  I would like to see true stage three aircraft, and I 
would like to know when stage four aircraft is going to be introduced by the FAA. 

 Response 

 

The restriction of hush-kitted aircraft at IAD would be subject to a separate analysis contained 
in a FAR Part 161 Study. Without the approval of a FAR Part 161 Study, the restriction would 
be subject to violation of federal grant assurances. FAA is proposing a new noise standard for 
subsonic jet airplanes and subsonic transport category large airplanes. This noise standard, 
Stage 4, would apply to any application for a new airplane type design on and after January 
1, 2006. This noise standard is intended to provide uniform noise certification standards for 
Stage 4 airplanes certificated in the United States and those airplanes that meet the new 
International Civil Aviation Organization Annex 16 Chapter 4 noise standard.  However, FAA 
has no current plan to begin a phase-out of Stage 3 airplanes.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0037 DP0087 
  

3-65 Comment 
 The 65 DNL is uninhabitable.  I would like to see an actual noise mitigation plan for Dulles. 
 Response 

 

FAA Order 1050.1E, Section 14 Noise, Subsection 14.3, describes what FAA considers to be 
significant noise impact thresholds. The detailed noise analysis conducted for the Build 
Alternatives is presented in Section 5.1 and Appendix D of the DEIS and FEIS. The results of 
the EIS noise analysis indicate that no significant noise impacts would result from either of the 
Build Alternatives. Since no significant noise impacts would occur, potential mitigation 
measures at IAD are not warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0037 DP0049 DP0087 
  

3-66 Comment 

 
There is a mounting body of evidence that says excessive noise causes learning impairment, 
sleep deprivation, reduction in job performance and damaging stress levels. 

 Response 

 
Appendix D of the DEIS and FEIS describes noise and its effects on sleep disturbance and 
speech interference. 

 Letter Codes 
 DN0002 DP0089 DP0090 DP0094 DP0101 DP0102 DP0103 DP0115 DP0116 
  

3-67 Comment 

 

MWAA proposes to construct additional N-S and E-W runways.  The proposed N-S runway 
(01W/19W) under Build Alt 3 is within 6,000 ft of the community.  The community is very 
concerned because of the close proximity to the N-S runway and the adverse noise impact it 
is going to create in the community. 

 Response 

 

The detailed noise analysis conducted for the Build Alternatives is presented in Section 5.1 
and Appendix D of the DEIS and FEIS. The results of the EIS noise analysis indicate that no 
significant noise impacts would result from either of the Build Alternatives. 

 Letter Codes 
 DN0002 DP0090 DP0093 DP0094 DP0097 DP0098 DP0101 DP0102 DP0103 DP0116 



6-48 

 
  

3-68 Comment 

 
Prohibit all aircraft maintenance engine run-ups on the new crosswind runway.  Regardless of 
runway, perform all future run-ups on Dulles airport during daytime hours only. 

 Response 

 

At this time there are no plans for run-ups to be performed on the proposed crosswind 
Runway 12R/30L.  Run-ups are anticipated to be conducted on Runway 19L and the existing 
Runway 30 as stated in Section 5.1 of the DEIS and FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0063 
  

3-69 Comment 

 

While the EIS is mainly concerned with the areas close in to 64 or 65 limit, noise will affect the 
quality of life for people outside of that area, whether it's within the federal guidelines or not. It 
will affect the folks that live in Prince William County.The airport uses the airspace over Prince 
William County and since we were not asked for input, I suggest that maybe they don't fly 
over Prince William. 

 Response 

 

FAA accepted input and comment on the DEIS from local governments and the general 
public through the EIS Scoping process, numerous public meetings and the Public Hearing 
conducted for the DEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0047 
  

3-70 Comment 

 

Any changes in noise conditions from what they are right now, as far as a raised noise level 
[should] be offset by some kind of compensation from the airport for the neighbors that are 
going to be impacted, whether they be procedures for flying higher or flying quieter airplanes. 

 Response 

 

The detailed noise analysis conducted for the Build Alternatives is presented in Section 5.1 
and Appendix D of the DEIS and FEIS. The results of the EIS noise analysis indicate that no 
significant noise impacts would result from either of the Build Alternatives. Since no significant 
noise impacts would occur, potential mitigation measures at IAD are not warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0047 
  

3-71 Comment 

 
Mitigation should include curfews, modifying air traffic patterns and limiting the hours of 
operations. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. Please see response to Comment 3-70. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0049 DP0085 



6-49 

 
  

3-72 Comment 

 
Noise levels as high as 85 and 95 dBA are not easy to ignore, especially at night when one is 
trying to sleep. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. FAA's evaluation of potential sleep disturbance associated with the Build 
Alternatives is contained in Appendix D of the DEIS and FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0094 DP0101 DP0102 DP0103 
  

3-73 Comment 

 
We do not agree to the noise abatement procedures or any other compromise suggested but 
totally oppose the alternate build-out plan. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted.The detailed noise analysis conducted for the Build Alternatives is presented 
in Section 5.1 and Appendix D of the DEIS and FEIS. The results of the EIS noise analysis 
indicate that no significant noise impacts would result from either of the Build Alternatives. 
Since no significant noise impacts would occur, potential mitigation measures at IAD are not 
warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0095 DP0096 
  

3-74 Comment 

 
Since there are neither noise abatement procedures nor any kind of curfew imposed on IAD, 
we strongly oppose the Build Alternatives 1 through 4. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DN0002 DP0097 DP0098 DP0099 DP0116 
  

3-75 Comment 

 
We urge the FAA to impose restrictions (Noise abatement) on IAD before any kind of build 
alternative is proposed. 

 Response 

 

The purpose of the EIS is not to address existing noise conditions at the airport, but to 
evaluate the future noise conditions that would result when comparing the No-Action 
Alternative to the Build Alternatives. Based on the noise analysis conducted for the EIS, no 
significant noise impacts would result from either of the build alternatives in either of the EIS 
study years, therefore noise mitigation measures are not warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 DN0002 DP0097 DP0098 DP0100 DP0106 DP0107 DP0116 



6-50 

 
  

3-76 Comment 

 

Implement the following noise restrictions. 
 
Restrict Departures between 10 pm and 7 am. 
 
Restrict arrivals to 10 pm daily... 
 
No coast-to-coast or transatlantic departures allowed after 10 pm, 

 Response 

 

Based on the noise analysis conducted for the EIS, no significant noise impacts would result 
from either of the build alternatives in either of the EIS study years, therefore noise mitigation 
measures such as operational restrictions based on the time of day (or night) are not 
warranted. Also please see response to Comment 3-35. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0067 DP0089 DP0098 
  

3-77 Comment 

 
The vast majority of residences in the area were built long after the development of Dulles, 
and residents should have been able to foresee future impacts. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted.  The results of the EIS noise analysis indicate that no significant noise 
impacts to residential areas would result from either of the Build Alternatives. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0075 
  

3-78 Comment 

 
We feel that if the noise levels reach unbearable levels, we will have to move from the house 
we worked so hard for. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. The results of the EIS noise analysis indicate that no significant noise 
impacts would result to residential land uses from either of the Build Alternatives. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0115 
  

3-79 Comment 

 

The DEIS should evaluate alternative runway use scenarios for which differences in noise 
impacts between the two build alternatives may be more significant, including preferential 
runway use and operational procedures to optimize flight operations in a manner that 
minimizes community noise exposure.  Such an analysis should not only consider 
communities located near the airport that may experience noise levels above DNL 60 dBA or 
individual events above 70 dBA but should also consider communities farther away from the 
airport that may benefit, or be adversely impacted by, operational changes. 

 Response 

 

The noise analysis indicated that no significant noise impacts would occur as a result of the 
proposed project, therefore mitigation measures such as those referenced in the comment 
are not warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  



6-51 

3-80 Comment 

 

The DEIS should present noise contour information out to DNL 60 dBA for the long-term 
analysis provided in Appendix D-12, since it is not clear that this information is sufficient to 
allow for a consideration of changes to the County's adopted noise contours.  

 Response 

 

It is FAA's policy based on its threshold of significance of DNL 65 dBA to show the DNL 65 
dBA noise contour in its NEPA documents. The DNL 60 dBA contour can be provided to the 
County for local land use planning efforts after the publication of the FEIS and FAA's Record 
of Decision. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

3-81 Comment 

 

The analysis in Appendix D-12 does not include an assessment of the No-Action Alternative, 
as it is assumed that this alternative could not accommodate the projected long-term demand 
of over 986,000 operations per year.  Therefore, it is not possible to evaluate the build 
alternatives against the No-Action Alternative for long-term noise implications under the 
assumed runway use scenario (including 3 dBA and 5 dBA changes, and supplemental 
metric analysis).  At what point would the No-Action alternative constrain operational 
increases?  This level of constrained operations should be assumed in the long-term analysis 
for the No-Action alternative in order to allow for comparisons with the two build alternatives. 

 Response 

 

The FEIS includes an aircraft noise analysis for the 2025 scenario (No-Action, Build 
Alternative 3, and Build Alternative 4), including the use of supplemental metrics (similar to 
the 2010 analysis). 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

3-82 Comment 

 

What is the potential for actual flight tracks to differ from the modeled flight tracks outside of 
the context of a revised Part 150 program? If these differences are substantial and 
detrimental to noise sensitive uses (e.g., residential areas, the Sully Historic Site), what 
process can an/or will be pursued to reduce these impacts? 

 Response 

 

Dispersion from flight track centerlines was assumed in the modeling and the flight tracks 
were developed in coordination with the Dulles ATCT and Potomac TRACON.  As such, there 
should not be significant variability from what has been modeled. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 DP0087 



6-52 

 
  

3-83 Comment 

 

The noise appendices identify arrival-oriented flight tracks over the Reston area that are 
substantially different in their locations from the flight tracks associated with existing 
operations.  Are these future flight tracks identical to those that were modeled under the 
selected alternative for the Potomac TRACON Airspace Redesign EIS? If not, do these flight 
tracks reflect a new action for which NEPA review is needed, or would the projected changes 
in noise impacts be small enough in extent as to not be considered significant? 

 Response 

 

Extensive coordination has taken place with Potomac TRACON and the IAD ATCT to develop 
operating characteristics of the airport in 2010 and 2025.  The results of the coordination 
provides the best available data to use in the environmental analysis.The NEPA review of 
these actions is part of this FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

3-84 Comment 

 

Noise impact information should be provided for all areas within the Generalized Study Area 
and for areas outside of the GSA that would experience changes in noise conditions under 
any of the alternatives.  This could be done through the presentation of a grid displaying the 
results of the INM for each alternative. 

 Response 

 

The EIS identifies the 3 dBA increases within the 60 DNL contour and 5 dBA increases 
between the 45 to 60 DNL contours, as required by FAA Order 1050.1E.  Neither the 3 dBA 
nor the 5 dBA increases are considered significant impacts based on FAA guidelines. This 
analysis was included for informational purposes in the DEIS and FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

3-85 Comment 

 

In Appendix D-12, it is stated on Page D-12-12 that 60 DNL noise contours for 2025 noise 
exposures are provided in Figures D-12.7 and D-12.8 for the two build alternatives.  Yet no 60 
DNL contour is evident on either figure.  This information should be provided. 

 Response 
 The DNL 60 contour will be shown in the FEIS. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

3-86 Comment 

 

The last paragraph on Page D-12-12 misrepresents the extent of Fairfax County's ANIOD.  
The ANIOD extends out to the County's adopted DNL 65 dBA contour and not the DNL 60 
dBA contour.  The DNL 60 dBA contour has, however, been incorporated into the County's 
Comprehensive Plan and is the basis for Comprehensive Plan policy addressing new 
residential development proposed near the airport. 

 Response 

 
As noted in the comment, the DNL 60 contour is used in the County's Comprehensive Plan 
Policy. As such, it is correctly referenced in Appendix D-12 of the DEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 



6-53 

  
3-87 Comment 

 

No information is provided that indicates that site-specific assumptions that were applied to 
the INM were calibrated or validated against actual monitoring data. Was any kind of 
calibration or validation exercise performed? If not, how precise are the model's results? 

 Response 

 
The INM was not calibrated against noise monitoring and will not be in accordance with FAA 
Order 1050.1E Section 14.4f. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

3-88 Comment 
 We would encourage MWAA to pursue improvements to its noise monitoring network. 
 Response 

 
Improvements to the noise monitoring network would be made at the discretion of MWAA.  It 
is not required as a result of the EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 DP0086 DP0088 
  

3-89 Comment 

 

The most recent Part 150 Addendum prepared by MWAA identified an "estimated potential 
annual aircraft operations with five runways at 740,000 operations per year; this is noted on 
Page S-35 of the DEIS, where it is stated that "the ultimate build-out contours as developed 
for the 1993 FAR Part 150 Study" incorporated an assumed 740,000 annual operations.  Why 
is it now being assumed that five runways can accommodate over 986,000 annual 
operations? 

 Response 

 

MWAA has noted that operational measures not available at the time of the Part 150 
Addendum (such as triple simultaneous independent operations) were taken into account in 
the updated forecast.  It is anticipated that the five-runway configuration would be able to 
accommodate approximately 986,000 annual operations. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

3-90 Comment 

 

The magnitude of the increased impact of airplane overflights at the Sully Historic Site is not 
clearly presented in the DEIS.  Page 5-26 indicates that, with respect to the number of 
average daytime events above 70 dBA at Sully, the pursuit of either build alternative would 
result in the average number of such events increasing from the 60-119 category to the 120 
or more category.  However, we are not told if this is a substantial increase (e.g., from 70 to 
130) or a relatively minor increase (e.g., from 119 to 121). 

 Response 

 

The FAA does not have standards or thresholds of significance for the average number of 
daytime events metric, therefore a determination of substantial increase cannot be made.  
This information is presented in the DEIS for disclosure purposes. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 



6-54 

 
  

3-91 Comment 

 
You have changed your noise metrics from one standard to another in the middle of the 
proposal process. 

 Response 

 

Due to the DNL descriptor's close correlation with the degree of community annoyance from 
aircraft noise, DNL has been formally adopted by most federal agencies for measuring and 
evaluating aircraft noise for land use planning and noise impact assessment.  Federal 
committees such as FICUN and FICON found DNL to be the best metric for land use 
planning.  They also found no new cumulative sound descriptors or metrics of sufficient 
scientific standing to substitute for DNL.  Other cumulative metrics could be used only to 
supplement, not replace DNL.  Furthermore, FAA Order 1050.1E for environmental impact 
studies, requires DNL be used in describing cumulative noise exposure and in identifying 
aircraft noise/land use compatibility issues. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0086 
  

3-92 Comment 

 
Prepare a FAR Part 150 Noise Compatibility Program for Dulles Airport, and include public 
review and input in the process. 

 Response 

 

A Part 150 noise study is federally granted and supported voluntary program usually 
sponsored by the airport operator. It analyzes current and future noise exposures and 
investigates possible mitigation programs within DNL 65 dBA noise contour. Since the noise 
contours developed for this EIS do not show any significant impacts to noise sensitive land 
uses within DNL 65 dBA for the year 2010, a Part 150 program is not required. MWAA will 
mitigate significant impacts to the two residences located in the year 2025 noise contour prior 
to the operation of the fifth runway at IAD. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0087 
  

3-93 Comment 

 
Regularly publish a chart indicating those airlines that use hushkitted Stage 3 aircraft, 
operating hours, and flight path usage. 

 Response 

 
This request has been passed on to MWAA, and is not an issue associated with the DEIS or 
FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0087 
  

3-94 Comment 

 
Establish a system to report airline compliance with noise abatement measures and improve 
monitoring of noise complaints and monitoring compliance. 

 Response 

 
There are no noise abatement procedures at IAD.  No significant noise impacts would occur 
as result of the build alternatives, therefore no mitigation is warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0087 



6-55 

 
  

3-95 Comment 

 

Create a goal of a quieter fleet mix for evening hours (8 pm to 10 pm): it is my understanding 
that the California FAA District Office has stricter regulations for evening hours, so why not for 
Dulles which is now vying with LAX to be the fourth busiest airport in the nation. 

 Response 

 

With the exception of Stage 3 noise compliance, FAA has no control over the fleet mix of 
aircaft used by the airlines that operate at IAD.  The State of California established the day-
evening-night noise levels (CNEL), not FAA. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0087 
  

3-96 Comment 
 Create a more equitable distribution of usage among flight tracks for each runway. 
 Response 

 

Flight track utilization was developed through consultation with Dulles ATC and Potomac 
TRACON and is based on a complex system of operations focused on the efficient use of the 
Dulles airspace. Since the EIS analysis shows that there would be no off-airport noise 
impacts associated with the Build Alternatives, modification of flight tracks as a mitigation 
measure is not warranted.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0087 
  

3-97 Comment 

 

The Town of Herndon recommends the Airport develop and implement a noise mitigation 
plan, including an FAR Part 150 study, noise monitoring, flight tracking system, phase out 
Stage 2 hushkitted aircraft, publish a chart with airlines that use Stage 3 hushkits, encourage 
FAA to adopt Stage 4 standards, create a goal of quieter fleet mix for evening hours, system 
for airline compliance with noise abatement measures, and consideration to enlarging the 
airspace and raising the altitude profiles of Dulles flights. 

 Response 

 

The DEIS noise impact analysis indicates that neither of the Build Alternatives would result in 
significant noise impacts to noise sensitive land uses, therefore no noise mitigation is 
required. A Part 150 noise study is a voluntary program sponsored by the airport operator. It 
analyzes current and future noise exposures and investigates possible mitigation measures 
for significant noise impacts within the DNL 65 dBA noise contour. Since the noise contours 
developed for the DEIS do not show any significant impacts within DNL 65 dBA for the year 
2010, the FAA would not support a Part 150 program as a mitigation measure associated with 
the EIS. 
 
The restriction of hush-kitted aircraft would be subject to an FAA FAR Part 161 Study. Without 
the approval of FAR Part 161 Study, the restriction would be subject to the violation of federal 
grant assurances. Compliance with Stage 4 aircraft noise levels will apply to new aircraft only; 
although most manufactures are applying the standard to the production of current aircraft 
and the quietest of today's production aircraft already comply with and can be certified to the 
new standard. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0002 



6-56 

 
  

3-98 Comment 

 

I suggest the EIS adopts an interim DNL standard of 55 dB for acceptable aircraft noise that 
was proposed by the now defunct Office of Noise Abatement and Control within the EPA.  I 
recommend reinstating the Office of Noise Abatement and Control and tasking them with 
enforcement also. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. Please see response to comment 3-91. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0088 
  

3-99 Comment 

 
The contours in the DEIS do not take into account any sudden flight path changes that Dulles 
Airport conducts in the event of construction or change in weather patterns. 

 Response 

 

Noise contours and impacts are created based on an "Average Day" at IAD and the flight 
track dispersion built into the INM model should account for any regularly occurring fluctuation 
from the spine tracks.  The effect of changes in weather patterns are accounted for in the 
runway utilization percentages.  Due to the unpredictable nature of events such as these, 
modeling the average day is felt to best include influences from changes such as these. 

 Letter Codes 
 DN0002 DP0116 
  

3-100 Comment 

 

The 65 DNL has been adopted as a standard but it is a flawed metric.  It effectively leads one 
to believe that the noise level is not too bad because it averages all the noise over a whole 
day, masking the real peak noise that people experience. 

 Response 

 

Due to the DNL descriptor's close correlation with the degree of community annoyance from 
aircraft noise, DNL has been formally adopted by most federal agencies for measuring and 
evaluating aircraft noise for land use planning and noise impact assessment.  Federal 
committees such as FICUN and FICON found DNL to be the best metric for land use 
planning.  They also found no new cumulative sound descriptors or metrics of sufficient 
scientific standing to substitute for DNL.  Other cumulative metrics could be used only to 
supplement, not replace DNL.  Furthermore, FAA Order 1050.1E for environmental impact 
studies, requires DNL be used in describing cumulative noise exposure and in identifying 
aircraft noise/land use compatibility issues. 

 Letter Codes 
 DN0002 DP0116 



6-57 

 
  

3-101 Comment 

 

The closest noise monitoring station based on Figure 4.2.5-1 of the DEIS is S13 on Belmont 
Ridge Road and O8 on Old Ox Road.  There is no noise monitoring receptor locations on the 
Loudoun County Parkway. 

 Response 

 
Modifications to the noise monitoring network would be made at the discretion of MWAA. It is 
not required as a result of this EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DN0002 DP0116 
  



6-58 

 
  
 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 4. Land Use 
  

4-1 Comment 

 

Loudoun and Fairfax Counties, to their great credit, have succeeded in achieving to date a 
high degree of compatible land use in areas effected by flight operations from Washington 
Dulles. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. FAA recognizes and appreciates this effort on the part of Loudoun and 
Fairfax Counties.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0032 DP0083 PP0096 SP0047 
  

4-2 Comment 
 Check the flight paths for the new runway - make sure it doesn't impact houses. 
 Response 

 

The EIS identifies all noise sensitive land uses within the noise contours in accordance with 
the FAA Land Use Compatibility guidelines.  According to the FAA's Land Use Compatibility 
guidelines, no incompatible land uses are within the 2010 Build Alternatives 3 or 4 noise 
contours. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0045 PP0045 PP0097 SL0006 
  

4-3 Comment 

 

By working closely with area governments, the Airport has been successful in maintaining 
compatible land uses on its perimeters to minimize impacts of existing and planned 
operations.  The Northern Virginia Transportation Alliance is confident that the Airport will 
continue this community-protective approach in building and operating these new runways. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0108 SP0048 
  

4-4 Comment 

 

The Virginia Outdoors Foundation does not currently hold any conservation easements in the 
area around Dulles Airport or have jurisdiction over any resources that would be impacted or 
affected by that project. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 SP0050 
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4-5 Comment 
 Will Loudoun County receive real estate tax from land acquired to establish runways? 
 Response 

 
No. Additional land that would be acquired as a result of the proposed project at IAD would be 
exempt from local property taxes.   

 Letter Codes 
 PP0023 
  

4-6 Comment 

 
In your schematic, you have not included the current construction going on at the Overlook 
and Preserves at Loudoun Valley estates, which are very close to the airport. 

 Response 

 
The land use database used for the EIS has been updated to account for the most recent 
developments near the airport. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0095 DP0096 
  

4-7 Comment 

 

Fairfax County feels that the proposed addition of two new runways to Dulles Airport is 
consistent with the County's land use planning and with regional efforts to ensure that future 
aircraft operational capacity growth in the Washington DC area will be focused at Dulles 
Airport. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

4-8 Comment 

 

The boundaries of Fairfax County's adopted DNL 65 dBA noise contour are shown accurately 
in some figures (e.g., Figure 5.2.3-2) and inaccurately in others (e.g., Figure 5.2.3-5).  All 
figures referencing this area should use the correct information. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted  - the boundaries of Fairfax County's adopted DNL 65 dBA noise contour will 
be displayed accurately in the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

4-9 Comment 

 
On Page 4-15 of the DEIS, in the "DNL 65 dBA and Greater" discussion for Fairfax County, a 
semicolon is needed after the word "interval". 

 Response 
 Comment noted - the suggested edit will be made to the document. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
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4-10 Comment 

 

The last paragraph on Page 4-16 of the DEIS implies that all land within the Occoquan 
Watershed is zoned for low density residential development.  This is not the case.  Further, 
the reference to "local watershed regulations" is awkward; the 1982 zoning action was taken 
for watershed protection purposes, and a broader application of a Water Supply Protection 
Overlay District was also adopted.  However, it is not appropriate to refer to the 1982 zoning 
actions collectively as "watershed regulations". 

 Response 
 Comment noted - suggested edit made to the document. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

4-11 Comment 

 

Page 5-30 of the DEIS states the following: "The Fairfax County portion of the GSA that falls 
within the Occoquan watershed is classified as 'Low Density Residential Area' in order to 
protect the special and sensitive nature of this watershed." While portions of the GSA as 
shown in Figure 4.2.1-2 are located in the area of the Occoquan Watershed that was rezoned 
in 1982 to the R-C District (allowing no more than one dwelling unit per five acres of land), 
much of the Occoquan Watershed in this area is zoned for higher intensity uses and should 
not be considered to be "Low Density Residential" in character. 

 Response 
 Comment noted - suggested edit made to the document. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

4-12 Comment 

 

The GSA map on Page 5-39 of the DEIS identifies a residentially-zoned area at the southern 
tip of the 60 DNL lobe extending southward from the easternmost north-south runway.  While 
this area is, in fact zoned for residential use, we note that proffers associated with the 
planned development district zoning of this area commit to a nonresidential use for this area, 
consistent with the County's policy recommending against new residential development inside 
the DNL 60 dBA contour. 

 Response 
 Comment noted - suggested edit made to the text of the document. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

4-13 Comment 

 

On pages 4-12 and 4-16 of the DEIS, several paragraphs end with references to the 2000 
edition of Fairfax County's Comprehensive Plan.  The current edition of the Plan is 2003 and 
not 2000.  the current version of the Plan is available on-line at: www.fairfaxcounty.gov/dpz 

 Response 

 
Comment noted - the document will be udpated to reference the latest (2003) County 
Comprehensive Plan. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
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4-14 Comment 

 

A number of minor modifications to the text regarding the County's Comprehensive Plan 
should be made on Pages 4-11 and 4-12 of the DEIS.  Please contact Noel Kaplan, Fairfax 
County Dept. of Planning and Zoning (703-324-1210) for further guidance. 

 Response 
 Mr. Kaplan was contacted and edits made as suggested. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

4-15 Comment 

 

To ensure consistency with the long-term planning efforts of Loudoun County and MWAA, it 
would be helpful if the FAA could be clear in the identification of the interim 2010 contours as 
being indicative of short-range conditions and inappropriate for the long-term planning efforts 
of the surrounding jurisdictions. 

 Response 

 
The FAA has provided a full noise analysis of the longer term 2025 noise conditions within the 
main volume of the FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 DL0006 
  

4-16 Comment 

 

Figure 4.2.1-7 of the DEIS is incorrect.  The Glen, Meadows and Hunt communities of 
Loudoun Valley estates are categorized as Mixed Use communities - it should be changed to 
"Single Family Residential". 

 Response 

 
Updated land uses have been obtained from Loudoun County and the land use database has 
been revised for the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DN0002 DP0116 
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 5. Social Impacts 
  

5-1 Comment 

 
In terms of social justice, there are no negative impacts, but major overall economic benefits 
are projected. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0092 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 6. Induced Socioeconomic Impacts 
  

6-1 Comment 

 

My concerns are about the economic damage caused by building the two new runways on 
Pleasant Valley, which is the community that I am from and in particular I'm interested in how 
my property will decrease in value from the runways. 

 Response 

 

As indicated in Appendix B of the EIS (Technical Memorandum No. 5, Potential Impact on 
Land Value in the Dulles Area - A Review of the Literature), airports are economic generators 
as well as noise generators.  Noise exposure in areas that experience a change in flight 
patterns and resulting change in noise contours impacts a well-defined number of properties 
and results in a decrease in property values and property tax assessments, however 
increased concentrations of employment and economic activity can contribute to increased 
property value and increased property tax assessments in a broad area surrounding an 
airport. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0040 
  

6-2 Comment 

 

We are mainly concerned about the property value dropping as a result of the East-West 
runway addition.  I am not sure if that has any kind of effect or anything on the property value 
in the next ten years or so. 

 Response 
 See response to Comment 6-1. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0093 SP0042 
  

6-3 Comment 

 
Economically, this project should have a positive impact for the area, creating jobs to an open 
public. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 

 
DP0012 DP0014 DP0015 DP0016 DP0017 DP0046 DP0048 DP0077 DP0084 PP0095 
PP0097 

  
6-4 Comment 

 All stand to profit from improved cargo security. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0130 
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6-5 Comment 

 
The increased noise in the Route 50 corridor will have a negative economic impact on 
business and home values if Build Alternatives 3 or 4 are implemented. 

 Response 
 See response to Comment 6-1. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0124 PP0138 
  

6-6 Comment 
 The economic benefits appear to be understated w/ analysis to just 2010. 
 Response 

 

Appendix B of the EIS (Technical Memorandum No. 4, Long-Term Economic Impacts of 
Proposed Runway and Related Improvements), discusses potential regional economic effects 
through 2025. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0029 
  

6-7 Comment 
 We believe this [Build Alt 3] to be vital to the future success of our business and the economy. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0046 DP0048 DP0052 DP0075 DP0082 DP0083 DP0084 DP0110 
  

6-8 Comment 
 Dulles Airport's role in the economic vitality of Northern Virginia must be maintained. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0044 DP0057 DP0114 
  

6-9 Comment 

 

The Chamber has been a vocal and consistent supporter of IAD as a significant contributor to 
our regional economy.  Additional air service expansions and the development of new 
infrastructure will undoubtedly result in increased passenger and cargo traffic, bringing related 
increases in tourism, business activity, loyal tax generation and work force expansion.  In 
short, IAD's continued growth is vital to our region's success. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0059 
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6-10 Comment 

 
The Loudoun County Chamber [of Commerce] believes there is a direct correlation between 
growth and expansion at IAD and our region's economic growth and prosperity. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0114 
  

6-11 Comment 
 The increased noise is going to decrease our property values. 
 Response 
 See response to Comment 6-1. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0073 
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 7. Air Quality 
  

7-1 Comment 

 

Air quality discussions should identify the magnitudes of increased emissions of ozone-
forming pollutants associated with each alternative.  The report should indicate whether or not 
strategies to provide for offsets of these increased emissions will be pursued and should 
suggest what these strategies may be. 

 Response 
 These issues are addressed in the DEIS and FEIS, please see Section 5.5, Air Quality. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0072 PP0044 SL0004 
  

7-2 Comment 
 I am concerned about air pollution/particulates. 
 Response 
 These issues are addressed in the DEIS and FEIS, please see Section 5.5, Air Quality. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0024 DP0061 DP0087 PP0127 SP0004 SP0016 SP0020 
  

7-3 Comment 

 
Please require only the use of low emissions machinery and vehicles during and after 
construction. 

 Response 

 

Emissions from construction vehicles are controlled by U.S. EPA restrictions on engine 
emissions.  Only acceptable construction vehicles will be used during the construction of the 
project. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0061 PP0127 SP0015 
  

7-4 Comment 

 

There is already a great haze and many ozone alerts in the area.  Why do we want to add 
more pollution?  The region today, specifically including the bordering counties of Loudoun 
and Fairfax, are in a non-attainment area for air pollution, specifically ozone.  We should in no 
way build new runways, which will increase airport capacity and ultimately increase the 
region's air pollution. 

 Response 

 

The Air Quality analysis presented in Section 5.5 of the DEIS and FEIS demonstrates that, 
with the proposed project in place, project-related emissions would be in compliance with the 
State Implementation Plan and not result in further deterioration of the regions air quality.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0019 SP0026 
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7-5 Comment 

 

We are concerned about air quality.  Where we live we smell very strong exhaust -- like a 
petroleum smell -- a fair number of days a year.  I'd say roughly once a week and the smell is 
often a very thick kerosene odor when you walk outside, particularly it hits you like a brick 
wall.   

 Response 

 

The Air Quality analysis presented in Section 5.5 of the DEIS demonstrates that, with the 
proposed project in place, project-related emissions would be in compliance with the State 
Implementation Plan requirements to attain the air quality standards. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0002 SP0041 
  

7-6 Comment 

 

We would like the Airport Authority and the FAA to take available means to minimize the 
emissions at the airport, including taxiing aircraft, to take whatever steps can be taken to 
minimize emissions of taxiing airplanes, the on airport vehicles that are ground vehicles, the 
trucks and the baggage cart and people movers --  maybe make them electric if possible or 
as soon as possible. 

 Response 

 
MWAA will continue coordination with the MWCOG on air quality issues associated with 
Dulles. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0137 PP0142 SP0041 
  

7-7 Comment 

 
Based on the information submitted, it appears the improvements and proposed construction 
should have low to no impacts on air quality. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. The results of the EIS analysis show that implementation of the Build 
Alternatives would not result in significant air quality impacts.  

 Letter Codes 
 SL0008 
  

7-8 Comment 

 

Here in a nearby neighborhood (Pleasant Valley), we have already seen a dramatic increase 
of outbound flights that are launching right over us and causing quite a disturbance for any 
social activities, inside or outside (Not to mention the increase of jet fuel exhaust). 

 Response 

 

The DEIS and FEIS analysis considers "spine tracks" as well as flight track dispersion in the 
modeling. The direction of operational flow that the airport operates in is largely dictated by 
the weather, and daily changes in weather patterns are accounted for in the runway utilization 
percentages.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0025 
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7-9 Comment 

 
The Metropolitan Washington Area has many days of Code Red for Air Quality Index.  Much 
of this has to do with three airports operating within a 40 mile radius. 

 Response 

 

The FAA and MWAA are working closely with MWCOG, VDEQ, and other agencies to 
develop procedures to respond to these Code Red Index days. Data has shown that 
automobile operations account for more air pollution than aircraft - airports are not major 
contributors to air pollution. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0031 
  

7-10 Comment 

 

We note from the charts that the existing VDEQ monitoring stations are NOT positioned to 
capture the effects of taxiing and loitering aircraft on taxiways and runways, whose exhaust 
fumes and fueling vapors drift mostly eastward from the airport and less so north or south.  
Monitoring stations MUST be located to better monitor these pollutants. 

 Response 

 
Siting of VDEQ monitoring stations was determined by VDEQ. Neither FAA nor MWAA were 
included in the site selection for the monitoring stations.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0061 PP0127 
  

7-11 Comment 
 Construction related emissions MUST be controlled to remain within the conformity rule(s). 
 Response 

 

The Air Quality analysis presented in Section 5.5 of the DEIS and FEIS demonstrates that 
construction-related emissions attributable to IAD are explicitly accounted for in the SIP, and 
that the construction of the Proposed Project described in the EIS is in compliance with the 
applicable SIP. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0061 PP0127 
  

7-12 Comment 
 The O3 level for the area is outside the NAAQC level (Severe). 
 Response 

 
Comment noted. The implications of this fact are addressed in Section 5.5 of the DEIS and 
FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0125 
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7-13 Comment 

 

DEQ urges FAA and MWAA to make all reasonable efforts to limit emissions of VOCs and 
NOx which are the precursors to atmospheric ozone, through and beyond the construction of 
this project. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. MWAA will continue coordination with the MWCOG on air quality issues 
associated with Dulles. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 DS0007 
  

7-14 Comment 

 

The DEIS fails to address the projected impact of the project on fine particulate matter 
emissions.  DEQ's Air Division understands that the general conformity analysis does not 
need to address fine particulate emissions until April 5, 2006.  However, in light of the 
Airport's location in a recently-designated non-attainment area, DEQ strongly recommends 
that the impact of fine particulate emissions on the area be addressed in the FEIS.  The FEIS 
should also be updated to reflect the Washington area's recent designation as a non-
attainment area for particulate emissions. 

 Response 

 

The FEIS contains an expanded air quality discussion that quantifies, to the extent possible, 
emissions of PM2.5/10.  Since data for aircraft emissions of PM is lacking, the FEIS discloses 
the limits of quantifiable data.   

 Letter Codes 
 DP0072 DS0006 DS0007 
  

7-15 Comment 

 

The DEIS projects emissions out to 2010, the year that the two new runways will be open for 
operation, and assumes no new growth in operations in that year when compared to the No-
Build scenario.  Since adding two new runways will likely lead to a growth in operations 
beyond 2010 when compared with a No-Build scenario, DEQ recommends that the general 
conformity analysis be expanded to include future years, such as 2015 and 2020. 

 Response 
 The FEIS has been expanded to include a year 2015 air quality analysis. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 DS0006 DS0007 
  

7-16 Comment 

 

The 2005 emissions estimates developed for the region's Severe Area 1-Hour Ozone SIP 
were based on a mixing height of 3,000 feet AGL.  However, the air quality analysis in the 
DEIS projects ozone season emission estimates at a significantly lower mixing height of 
1,412 feet.  In order to be consistent with the emission estimates in the SIP, the air quality 
analysis in the DEIS should estimate emissions at a mixing height of 3,000 feet AGL. 

 Response 

 

The Air Quality analysis in the DEIS and FEIS is not intended to be an analysis for the State 
Implementation Plan.  Rather, the analysis is intended to meet FAA's NEPA requirement to 
disclose project-related impacts.  Thus, site-specific data were used in the analysis, instead of 
the default data. Actual local mixing height data were used in DEIS and FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0109 DS0006 DS0007 
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7-17 Comment 

 

According to DEQ's Northern Virginia Regional Office, the project does not cause an increase 
in regulated pollutants, nor does it cause emissions of any pollutants not already emitted to 
the atmosphere from the Airport.  The DEIS commits MWAA to apply for appropriate air 
quality permits if additional facilities are considered during construction. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

7-18 Comment 

 

The DEIS does not indicate what the implications of the various alternatives are with respect 
to particulate matter; this issue should be analyzed to determine if there are significant 
differences among the alternatives.  Further, the sentence on Page 4-84 that references the 
pending PM2.5 designations should be updated. 

 Response 

 

The FEIS contains an expand air quality discussion to quantify, to the extent possible, 
emissions of PM2.5/10.  Since data for aircraft emissions of PM is lacking, the FEIS will 
disclose the limits of quantifiable data. The designation of the areas attainment status has 
been updated.   

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 DL0006 DP0109 
  

7-19 Comment 

 

On Page 5-90, the DEIS suggests that both build alternatives would be in conformance with 
the SIP for ozone that has been developed my MWAQC.  Yet Page 5-72 indicates that 
Alternative 4 does not demonstrate conformity with the SIP due to construction impacts and 
that mitigation measures will be needed for this alternative. 

 Response 

 

As described in Section 5.5.7.6 of the DEIS, construction-related emissions of NOx and 
VOCs associated with IAD are explicitly accounted for in the SIP.  They include 272 tpy for 
NOx and 39 tpy for VOCs.  Maximum annual construction-related emissions associated with 
Build Alternative 4 are 143 tpy of NOx and 28 tpy of VOCs.  Thus, the anticipated 
construction-realated emissions do not exceed the budget in the SIP and comply with the 
General Conformity Rule.  No additional mitigation measures are needed for this alternative. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

7-20 Comment 

 

In addition to the mitigation measures listed in Chapter 6 of the DEIS, further consideration 
should be given to steps that can be taken at the airport to reduce emissions of ozone 
precursors as well as particulate matter. 

 Response 

 

Since the build alternatives have demonstrated General Conformity, the need to mitigate 
emissions is not required.  MWAA will continue coordination with the MWCOG on air quality 
issues associated with Dulles. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
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7-21 Comment 

 
Consideration should be given to the voluntary establishment of an emissions cap for airports 
in the Washington DC area to offset emission increases due to projected operational growth. 

 Response 
 Comment noted.  
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 DP0109 
  

7-22 Comment 

 

Footnotes g and h for Table 4.3.6-2 on Page 4-81 of the DEIS state that "Attainment 
designations are to be determined in 2004." These designations have been made, so these 
footnotes should be updated. 

 Response 
 The footnotes and text have been updated for the FEIS.  
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

7-23 Comment 

 

As I understand the situation with the ozone NAAQSs, the current 1-hour NAAQS and State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) emissions budget will be null and void after June 15, 2005 when 
the 1-hour NAAQS is revoked.  And the New SIP emissions budget will not be due, let alone 
approved, until June 15, 2007.  It would appear to me that it will not be possible to make the 
final ROD before June 15, 2005.  On this schedule it would appear there would be no 
approved SIP budgets in place for ozone precursors which would mean that the applicable 
General Conformity regulation would be 40 CFR 93 which covers the situation when there are 
no SIP budgets in place.  In reviewing these regulations it would appear necessary that any 
emissions increase would have to be offset by an emissions decrease.  How do you plan to 
comply with these regulations?  A similar scheduling problem exists for the PM2.5 NAAQS, 
with the NAAQS going into effect December 17, 2004 and the SIP budgets, which will not be 
due until February 2008. 

 Response 

 

The Air Quality analysis presented in Section 5.5 of the DEIS demonstrates that, with the 
proposed project in place, project-related emissions would either decrease (under Build 
Alternative 3) or go up very slightly (under Build Alternative 4).  Thus, all project-related 
emissions would be in compliance with the applicable State Implementation Plan 
requirement's to attain the air quality standards. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0072 
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7-24 Comment 

 

In 1999 EPA identified 33 Urban Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs) of concern in urban areas.  
This list includes several products of combustion that have been identified as emissions from 
aircraft engines, specifically formaldehyde, acetaldehyde, ....  Since these chemicals have 
specific sensitives in the population, emissions of HAPs should be included in the EIS 

 Response 

 

There is no current Federal guidance that requires the inclusion of HAPs in the EIS 
document. Current air quality guidance calls for the use of EDMS, which does not include air 
toxics.  No Federal, state or local agency requested FAA to conduct a HAPs analysis during 
Scoping for the EIS.  Because adequate analytical data is not available at this time, FAA does 
not believe the results of a HAPs analysis would be meaningful to the evaluation of 
alternatives.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0072 
  

7-25 Comment 

 

Emissions from increased personal vehicles from employees and additional customers 
resulting from the proposed change need to be included as indirect emissions of the project in 
the General Conformity Analysis. 

 Response 

 

Within the horizon years of this analysis, the proposed project will not cause induced growth 
in the region.  Therefore, indirect emissions will be zero and are not included in the General 
Conformity assessment. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0072 
  

7-26 Comment 

 
The DEIS does not provide enough information for APD to perform a thorough review and 
analysis of the air quality assessment. 

 Response 

 
All air model inputs and outputs are contained in Appendix G of the DEIS and FEIS.  FAA has 
taken steps to  ensure that adequate input data is contained in the Appendix. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 
  

7-27 Comment 

 
EPA guidance clearly requires (in cases like this) that a 5-year record of meteorological data 
must be used to capture expected temporal variability. 

 Response 

 

The Dispersion Analysis, although not required, was included in the DEIS and FEIS for 
informational purposes by FAA.  The analysis included only one year of meteorological data 
based on FAA’s interpretation of the guidance, and based on the availability of on-site 
meteorological data. However, the FEIS has been expanded to contain a revised Dispersion 
Analysis based on 5 years of meteorological data as requested. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 
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7-28 Comment 
 An evaluation of air toxics should have been included in the DEIS. 
 Response 

 

There is no current Federal guidance that requires the inclusion of HAPs in the EIS 
document. Current air quality guidance calls for the use of EDMS, which does not include air 
toxics.  No Federal, state or local agency requested FAA to conduct a HAPs analysis during 
Scoping for the EIS.  Because adequate analytical data is not available at this time, FAA does 
not believe the results of a HAPs analysis would be meaningful to the evaluation of 
alternatives.  

 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 
  

7-29 Comment 
 APD has no comment relative to the DEIS transportation conformity assessment. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 
  

7-30 Comment 

 
APD has determined that the general conformity assessment for this project complies with the 
General Conformity Rule of 40 CFR Part 51, Subpart W. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 
  

7-31 Comment 

 

The Town of Herndon recommends that the Airport develop a state-of-the-art air quality 
mitigation program, including best available technologies and procedures to reduce aircraft 
emission, advanced fuel handling and refueling operations to reduce emissions, and a 
conversion to available clean fuel technology for ground transportation and aircraft support 
vehicles. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. MWAA will continue coordination with the MWCOG on air quality issues 
associated with Dulles. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0002 
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7-32 Comment 

 

It is difficult to accept the statement in the DEIS that indicates there would be a net decrease 
in emissions between the no-build and build scenario.  Because emissions generally increase 
as operations increase, we urge that you use the latest assumptions and modeling tools to 
estimate pollution emissions from the airport operations as well as the proposed expansion 
projects. 

 Response 

 

There is no growth in aircraft operations, enplanements, or operations due to the Build 
Alternatives, compared to the No-Action Alternative in the years 2010 or 2015. Project-related 
emissions decrease between the No-Action Alternative and the Build 3 Alternative due to the 
reduction in aircraft taxi/idling times.  The latest assumptions and FAA approved modeling 
tools were used in the DEIS to estimate pollution emissions from airport operations as well as 
the construction activities. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0109 
  

7-33 Comment 

 

The new runways will induce more growth at the airport than might have otherwise occurred.  
The increased capacity will lead to more flights and more air pollution.  Since the aviation 
sector has lagged behind other industry sectors in reducing emissions where possible, we 
urge MWAA to actively work with the MWAQC technical Advisory Committee (TAC) to find 
ways to contribute the aviation sector's fair share of emission reductions to the region. 

 Response 

 

Within the horizon years of this analysis(2010 and 2015), the proposed project will not cause 
induced growth in operations at IAD. MWAA will continue coordination with the MWCOG on 
air quality issues associated with Dulles. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0109 
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 8. Hazardous Materials 
  

8-1 Comment 
 I am concerned about jet fuel pollution. 
 Response 

 

Section 4.3.8 of the DEIS contains a discussion of hazardous materials that are stored/used 
at IAD and a description of sites on IAD property that have been reported to regulatory 
agencies and which require some form of remediation. Section 5.20 of the DEIS contains an 
analysis as to whether the No-Action and Build Alternatives have the potential to impact 
known hazardous materials sites. Based on the analysis in the DEIS, neither of the Build 
Alternatives would result in significant impacts to hazardous materials sites. Section 5.5 of the 
DEIS contains an analysis of pollutant emissions associated with aircraft operations at IAD in 
the future, both with and without the proposed project. Based on this analysis, the Build 
Alternatives at IAD would not result in significant air pollution from jet aircraft operations.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0021 SP0015 
  

8-2 Comment 
 I am concerned about hazardous materials/wastes. 
 Response 
 Please see response to Comment 8-1.  
 Letter Codes 
 PP0043 SP0016 
  

8-3 Comment 

 
I have concerns regarding fuel and waste materials that could be dumped from planes over 
residential areas. 

 Response 

 

It is not common practice for aircraft to dump fuel and /or waste materials while in flight. If this 
occurs, it is only in the most critical of emergency cases, and cannot be anticipated in the 
DEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0020 
  

8-4 Comment 

 

What about the jet fuel which floats through the air and sticks to everything below: cars, roofs, 
gutters, windows, siding, plants, dogs, cats, birds, lungs, food eaten outside?  It is virtually 
impossible to remove all signs of jet fuel from gutters and siding; we know, we have tried in 
vain. 

 Response 

 

A soot depositional study was not performed as part of this EIS.  However, studies have been 
conducted on this matter that indicates soot deposition in areas close to airports results from 
regional background pollutions rather than from aircraft sources. (KM Chng, 1996, 1998, 
1999). 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0027 SP0031 
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8-5 Comment 
 Where are the approved fuel dumping areas for each runway approach and aircraft? 
 Response 
 There are no approved fuel dumping areas for the approach to each runway at IAD.  
 Letter Codes 
 SP0031 
  

8-6 Comment 

 

Please expand the EIS to address the toxicological effects of deposition of incompletely 
burned jet fuel and its breakdown products in the impacted area. Studies should be 
conducted on soils, surface water, groundwater and human health. 

 Response 

 

There is no current Federal guidance that requires the inclusion of HAPs in the EIS 
document. Current air quality guidance calls for the use of EDMS, which does not include air 
toxics.  No Federal, state or local agency requested FAA to conduct a HAPs analysis during 
Scoping for the EIS.  Because adequate analytical data is not available at this time, FAA does 
not believe the results of a HAPs analysis would be meaningful to the evaluation of 
alternatives.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0021 
  

8-7 Comment 

 

The project area has been made subject to Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
(RCRA) Corrective Action by the U.S. EPA.  The data search also indicated that a number of 
small-quantity generators of hazardous waste are in the vicinity of the project area 
(http://www.epa.gov/echo/search_by_permit.html, 
http://www.epa.gov/enviro/html/rcris_query_java.html). 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. Section 4.3.8 of the DEIS provides a detailed inventory of known hazardous 
material sites at IAD.  

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

8-8 Comment 

 

According to DEQ's Northern Virginia Field Office, other sites on the Airport may be present 
for satellite accumulation of hazardous wastes, including used oil or universal waste storage.  
These should be listed in the FEIS. 

 Response 

 
Section 4.3.8 of the DEIS contains a list of all known hazardous materials sites at IAD based 
on review of Federal State and local records and a detailed database search.  

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
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8-9 Comment 

 

DEQ encourages MWAA to implement pollution prevention principles, including the reduction 
of waste materials at the source, re-use of materials, and recycling of waste materials.  
Hazardous waste generation should be minimized and hazardous wastes handled 
appropriately under applicable law and regulations. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. As discussed in Sections 4.3.8 and 5.20 of the DEIS, MWAA has developed 
and implemented a Consolidated Spill Contingency Plan (CSCP) that includes a wide array of 
precautionary and incident response actions that help to ensure that hazardous materials and 
other regulated substances at IAD are handled, stored and disposed of properly.  

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  
  



6-78 

 
  
 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 9. Water Quality 
  

9-1 Comment 

 

As this project would not impact any public waterworks, I am not planning to attend the public 
meeting, nor have I any comments.  However, you should coordinate this issue with Dulles 
Airport, Mr. Gary Howke or Mr. Paul Michaels. 

 Response 
 Coordination with all appropriate persons was conducted throughout the EIS process. 
 Letter Codes 
 SS0001 SS0016 
  

9-2 Comment 

 

The 1998 Federal Agencies' Chesapeake Ecosystem Unified Plan requires the signatories, 
including the Department of Transportation, to fully cooperate with local and state 
governments in carrying out voluntary and mandatory actions to comply with the management 
of storm water.  The agencies are also committed to encouraging construction design that 
minimizes natural area loss, adopt low impact development and best management practices 
for storm water, sediment and erosion control and reduce impervious surfaces. 

 Response 

 
Coordination with all appropriate persons regarding stormwater management was conducted 
throughout the EIS process. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0002 
  

9-3 Comment 

 

The Department of Conservation is authorized to review plans for projects with real or 
potential interjurisdictional impacts to determine that the plan is consistent with Virginia 
Stormwater Management Laws and Regulations.  We would also be able to review and 
comment on the development of a "Regional Stormwater management plan" for Dulles. 

 Response 

 
Copies of the DEIS were provided to all interested agencies for review and comment. FAA 
closely coordinated with all appropriate persons and agencies throughout the EIS process. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0007 
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9-4 Comment 

 

In identifying impacts to Resource Protection Areas (RPAs), the FAA should be aware that 
RPA designations in Fairfax County will most likely change during the preparation of the EIS 
in order to more directly incorporate buffer areas around perennial streams; these changes 
may increase the extent of RPAs on the airport property.  The EIS should reflect local 
designations of RPAs, including the most recent changes. 

 Response 

 

The analysis included in the EIS was performed using the most current information available 
from Fairfax County.  Between the DEIS and FEIS, updated RPA mapping was requested 
and received from Fairfax County.  The FEIS has been revised to accurately identify the 
current extent of RPA located on IAD property. 

 Letter Codes 
 PL0002 PL0003 SL0004 
  

9-5 Comment 

 

For development in Fairfax County, stormwater management best practices (BMP) should be 
provided to ensure consistency with the BMP requirements of Fairfax County's Chesapeake 
Bay Preservation Ordinance and, in the Occoquan Watershed, the Water Supply Protection 
Overlay District of the County's Zoning Ordinance.  The provision of BMPs is also 
recommended for development that will occur within Loudoun County's portion of the airport. 

 Response 
 MWAA [and its contractors] will comply with applicable regulations. 
 Letter Codes 
 SL0004 
  

9-6 Comment 

 
Consideration should be given (including stormwater management strategies) to controlling 
and minimizing stormwater runoff. 

 Response 

 

Stormwater management issues are addressed in Sections 4.3.3, 5.6, 6.2 and 6.3 of the 
FEIS. MWAA will obtain all required permits to adequately address stormwater issues 
associated with the proposed project prior to the start of construction activities. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0005 SP0005 
  

9-7 Comment 
 I am concerned about water quality. 
 Response 

 
The EIS documents contain a detailed discussion of stormwater issues in Sections 4.3.3, 5.6, 
6.2 and 6.3. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0016 
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9-8 Comment 
 Water quality impacts to the adjacent watersheds should be minimized and mitigated. 
 Response 

 

Water quality issues associated with the Build Alternatives is addressed in Sections 4.3.3, 
5.6, 6.2 and 6.3 of the FEIS. MWAA will obtain all required permits to adequately address 
water quality issues associated with the proposed project prior to construction activities. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0005 
  

9-9 Comment 

 
The FAA should conduct a detailed analysis of water flow impacts of all proposed 
improvements. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. Please see response to Comment 9-6. 
 Letter Codes 
 SL0005 
  

9-10 Comment 

 

Federal agencies and their authorized agents conducting regulated land disturbing activities 
on private and public lands in the state must comply with the Virginia Erosion Control Law 
and Regulations (VESCL&R), Virginia Stormwater Management Law and Regulations 
(VSWML&R) and other applicable federal non-point source pollution mandates (e.g. Clean 
Water Act - Section 313, Federal Consistency under the Coastal Zone Management Act). 

 Response 

 

It is the intent of FAA and MWAA [and its contractors] to comply with applicable regulations. 
FAA has closely coordinated with Federal, state and local regulatory agencies throughout the 
course of the EIS process.  

 Letter Codes 
 SS0012 
  

9-11 Comment 

 
Based on the information submitted, it appears the improvements and proposed construction 
should have low to no impacts on groundwater. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. The Build Alternatives are not anticipated to result in impacts to groundwater 
resources.  

 Letter Codes 
 SL0008 
  

9-12 Comment 

 

Any unused water wells and/or onsite sewage disposal fields in the project area must be 
properly abandoned in accordance with a Loudoun County Health Department permit.  Any 
construction must meet applicable offsets to water wells and onsite sewage disposal systems. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. Neither of the Build alternatives are anticipated to result in direct or indirect 
impacts to water wells or sewage disposal fields.  

 Letter Codes 
 SL0011 
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9-13 Comment 

 

In general, all attempts should be made, to the greatest extent practicable, to avoid and 
minimize the potential temporary and permanent water quality impacts to wetlands and 
streams resulting from construction activities.  As appropriate, alternative locations and 
alignments should be explored which reduce impacts to wetlands and watercourses.  
Standard erosion control measures as presented in the Virginia Erosion and Sediment 
Control Handbook should be implemented to further reduce potential impacts to State 
Waters. 

 Response 

 

Section 3.0, Alternatives, of the DEIS provides a discussion of the alternatives evaluation and 
screening process. Section 5.6, Water Quality, discusses potential water quality impacts and 
Section 5.11, Wetlands, of the DEIS discusses wetland and stream impacts associated with 
the Build Alternatives. FAA and MWAA have made every effort to avoid and minimize water 
quality and wetlands/stream impacts. For those impacts that are unavoidable, mitigation 
measures have been developed and are presented in Sections 6.2 and 6.3 of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0014 
  

9-14 Comment 

 
Please note that any impacts due to grading, clearing, or excavating five or more acres of 
land will require a storm water permit for construction. 

 Response 

 

As discussed in Section 6.2 of the EIS, MWAA [and its contractors] will comply with Section G 
of IAD's existing VPDES permit which outlines the requirements for stormwater discharges 
from construction activities. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0014 
  

9-15 Comment 

 
Airports can contribute to water pollution in the forms of silt from construction as well as the 
deicing chemicals, a necessary but undesirable solvent for the environment. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted.  The DEIS and FEIS contain detailed discussions on water quality, including 
de-icing chemicals and erosion/sedimentation (silt) in Section 5.6. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0026 
  

9-16 Comment 

 
How much will the consumption of potable water increase as a consequence of the build 
option that is selected? 

 Response 

 

Section 5.6 of the DEIS and FEIS contain a detailed discussion of water quality issues 
including consumptive use rates. Since the Build Alternatives would accommodate the same 
number of passengers as the No-Action Alternative, potable water would be used at the same 
rate with and without the proposed project.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0012 
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9-17 Comment 

 

For projects involving land disturbing activities of 2,500 square feet or more the property 
owner is responsible for submitting a site-specific erosion and sediment control (ESC) plan to 
Fairfax and Loudoun Counties for review and approval pursuant to the local ESC ordinances.  
The ESC plan must be approved prior to initiation of any land disturbance on the project site. 

 Response 

 
MWAA [and its contractors] will comply with applicable requirements for erosion and sediment 
control. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0002 DS0003 DS0006 
  

9-18 Comment 

 

As such for projects involving land disturbing activities of one acre or more, the property 
owner/authorized agent is required to apply for registration coverage under the General 
Permit for Discharges of Stormwater From Construction Activities. 

 Response 

 

As discussed in Section 6.2 of the EIS, MWAA [and its contractors] will comply with Section G 
of IAD's existing VPDES permit which outlines the requirements for stormwater discharges 
from construction activities. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0002 DS0003 DS0006 
  

9-19 Comment 

 

The DEIS should include additional details on the extent to which the expansion will affect 
downstream surface water quality, within each watershed. A map in the water quality section 
showing the major watershed divide between Cub Run and Broad Run is suggested. 

 Response 

 

A graphic depicting the major watershed divides is provided in Figure 4.3.3-1 of the DEIS. 
Potential impacts to water quality are discussed in Section 5.6 of the DEIS. Mitigation 
measures for potential water quality impacts are presented in Section 6.2 and 6.3 of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0079 
  

9-20 Comment 

 

Information on the area of the Limits of Disturbance within each watershed, including the area 
of soil that will be exposed in total and at any one time, would be helpful. In addition, some 
quantification of the sedimentation that will occur within each watershed, for example, such as 
whether it will double Broad Run, and the design storm for which the mitigation measures are 
designed, is suggested. An estimate of how much sediment the planned mitigation measures 
typically remove during various storms would also be useful. 

 Response 

 

Section 5.6 of the DEIS discusses the Limits of Disturbance and the water quality impacts 
associated with the No-Action and Build Alternatives. Since detailed design plans have not 
yet been completed by MWAA, quantification of specific soils types and sedimentation within 
each watershed is not possible at this time. The requested information, to the extent 
applicable, will be included in the permit applications submitted to jurisdictional agencies.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0079 
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9-21 Comment 

 
Clarification on the existing and future impervious area contributing to each watershed as a 
result of each element of the project is requested. 

 Response 

 
A quantification of additional impervious area as a result of the Build Alternatives is presented 
in Section 5.6 of the DEIS and FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 DP0079 
  

9-22 Comment 

 

Within the Water Quality sections of the report, a discussion of how the project will impact 
flow rates downstream of the existing or planned stormwater management facilities, including 
how the peak discharge for various storms will be affected within each watershed would be 
beneficial. A discussion of how the changes in peak discharges will impact downstream 
erosion is also suggested. 

 Response 

 

Section 5.6 of the DEIS discusses the water quality impacts associated with the No-Action 
and Build Alternatives. Since detailed design plans have not yet been completed by MWAA, 
quantification of specific peak discharges and potential downstream erosion is not possible at 
this time. The requested information, to the extent applicable, will be included in the permit 
applications submitted to jurisdictional agencies.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0079 
  

9-23 Comment 

 

Please consider including any available information on the relationship between aircraft 
operations and runoff water quality which could be used to quantify water quality impact, 
including whether runoff water quality is directly proportional to the number of aircraft 
operations and whether this applies to all relevant water quality parameters. 

 Response 

 
The relationship between aircraft operations and water quality, particularly de-icing operations 
is discussed in detail in Section 5.6 of the DEIS and FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0079 
  

9-24 Comment 
 A discussion of water quality goals for the discharge is warranted. 
 Response 

 
Section 5.6 of the DEIS discusses potential water quality impacts. Section 6.3 presents 
MWAA's mitigation program to compensate for water quality impacts. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0079 
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9-25 Comment 

 
Please consider including a discussion on conductivity and dissolved solids and the potential 
impacts on drinking water. 

 Response 
 Chemical testing of existing water sources in the IAD area is not within the scope of the EIS. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0079 
  

9-26 Comment 

 

Include a discussion on how propylene glycol use will generally increase in the future, 
recognizing that use of this chemical is weather dependent. Also, include a discussion on the 
effectiveness of the current and proposed mitigation measures. 

 Response 
 Please see response to Comment 9-23. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0079 
  

9-27 Comment 

 

In the water quality sections of the report, provide a discussion on expected temporary and 
future above-ground storage tanks associated with the project, including their size, location 
and any relevant water quality information. 

 Response 

 

MWAA is still preparing the design for the proposed improvements, however, no new 
underground storage tanks are planned for the build alternatives at this time. A discussion of 
other types of above and below ground materials storage tanks is provided in Section 5. 20 of 
the DEIS and FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0079 
  

9-28 Comment 

 

Depending on local requirements, the proposed Airport projects may require Stormwater 
Management Plans pursuant to the Virginia Stormwater Management Law and the 
Stormwater Management Regulations.  MWAA is encouraged to contact the localities 
involved to obtain plan development or implementation assistance so as to ensure project 
compliance during and after construction. 

 Response 

 
MWAA [and its contractors] will comply with applicable regulations during the stormwater 
management design process. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
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9-29 Comment 

 

Compliance with local stormwater quality requirements is required for any development within 
Fairfax County, since it is a Chesapeake Bay Resource Management Area. Compliance is 
accomplished if the development complies with the Virginia Stormwater Management 
Regulations. 

 Response 

 
FAA and MWAA [and its contractors] will comply with applicable regulations regarding 
stormwater management. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

9-30 Comment 

 

The magnitude of the development evokes concerns about the erosive effects of additional 
runoff volumes on Cub Run downstream of the site (much of which is in public parkland), and 
the DEIS presents little information regarding how these additional stormwater runoff volumes 
will be controlled. 

 Response 

 

Section 6 of the DEIS has been updated to include the most recent information regarding the 
proposed stormwater management design and mitigation program. Because detailed design 
has not been completed at this time, the actual discharges and water surface elevations 
cannot be modeled at this stage of planning.  

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

9-31 Comment 

 

Fairfax County is very interested in participating in the development and review of detailed 
stormwater management measures for the project and request to be included in any 
discussions and decisions regarding the control of stormwater runoff in the Cub Run 
watershed. We recommend that MWAA partner with the Stormwater Planning Division to 
ensure that the Dulles Comprehensive Stormwater Management Plan is consistent with the 
Cub Run Watershed management plan in protecting and restoring streams. 

 Response 

 
FAA and MWAA [and its contractors] will comply with applicable state and local regulations 
regarding stormwater management. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

9-32 Comment 

 
The EIS should address the VDEQ's 303d list of impaired waters, which includes Bull Run 
and Broad Run and other downstream receiving waters. 

 Response 

 
Section 4.3.3.1 of the EIS has been revised to expand the discussion about impaired waters 
on Virginia's 303d list. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
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9-33 Comment 

 

In order to address stormwater runoff issues, we strongly recommend that all development 
associated with this project that will occur within the Cub Run watershed demonstrate 
compliance with Fairfax County's stormwater management, BMP, and E&S control 
requirements. 

 Response 

 
FAA and MWAA [and its contractors] will comply with applicable regulations during the 
stormwater management design process. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

9-34 Comment 

 

In order to reduce stormwater runoff volumes and reduce the potential for adverse impacts 
downstream of the site, consideration should be given to incorporating infiltrative measures of 
stormwater management if and where such efforts may be feasible. 

 Response 

 

The referenced BMP is more appropriately discussed during the design phase of the project. 
MWAA will design, construct and operate the proposed improvements in compliance with 
applicable regulatory requirements. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 DL0006 
  

9-35 Comment 

 

Page 4-66 of the DEIS states that storm drains are plugged in certain areas where deicing 
operations are concentrated; wastewater generated through this process is stored in on-site 
tanks and either processed to remove and recycle the deicing material or pretreated on-site 
and discharged into the sanitary sewer system.  However, Page 4-69 of DEIS also indicates 
that Propylene Glycol has been identified at three of the four water quality monitoring sites on 
the airport property.  Are the concentrations that have been detected significant? Are the 
storm drain plugs removed once deicing operations have been completed? If so, is residual 
runoff of deicing materials that may have accumulated on impervious surfaces of concern? 

 Response 

 
MWAA has indicated that significant levels have not been detected; the levels are monitored 
and recorded as required by IAD's VPDES permit. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

9-36 Comment 

 

Page 5-96 of the DEIS states that the Fairfax County Water Authority must be notified of "any 
deicing events in which the deicing fluids enter the stormwater drainage system." Is the 
VDEQ also notified? Can the County's Dept. of Public Works and Env. Services and other 
appropriate County representatives also be informed? 

 Response 

 

According to MWAA, only the Fairfax County Water Authority is notified. FAA anticipates that 
this department can provide the appropriate notification to other county departments as 
requested.  

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
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9-37 Comment 

 

Are the tanks that store wastewater generated through deicing operations above ground or 
underground? Are there any leak detection and/or containment measures that will ensure that 
surface or groundwater contamination will not occur as a result of releases from these tanks? 

 Response 
 The referenced tanks are located aboveground with no leak detection devices. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

9-38 Comment 

 

Page 4-73 of the DEIS indicates that wastewater generated on the airport is conveyed to the 
Blue Plains Water sewage treatment plant in Wash. DC; it is noted that MWAA has an 
agreement with Blue Plains for a maximum permitted daily average of 1.5 million gallons.  
However, the DEIS assumes that there will be a wastewater generation volume of 1.64 million 
gallons per day in 2010.  How will the wastewater volumes above the average 1.5 million 
gallon agreement be accommodated, and how will future growth beyond the 2010 time frame 
be addressed? 

 Response 

 

The wastewater generation volume is actually 1.4 MGD, which is less than the permitted 
volume. The text in the FEIS reflects this correct value.  MWAA indicates that there should be 
no difficulty renewing the permit when it expires in 2006. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

9-39 Comment 

 
Loudoun County staff recommends that stormwater management approaches adopted within 
the Airport property honor the existing drainage divide. 

 Response 

 
FAA and MWAA [and its contractors] will comply with applicable regulations for stormwater 
management. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0006 
  

9-40 Comment 

 
Loudoun County staff recommends stricter erosion and sediment control measures than the 
minimum standards in the "Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook" (VESCH). 

 Response 

 
FAA and MWAA [and its contractors] will comply with applicable regulations for erosion and 
sediment control. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0006 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 10. Section 4(f) 
  

10-1 Comment 

 

The Fairfax County Park Authority (FCPA) is prepared to assist the FAA Project Team in 
determining and minimizing impacts to the County's natural and cultural resources, 
particularly on FCPA parklands. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. FAA coordinated with the County Park Authority to identify Section 4(f) and 
6(f) resources in the EIS study area. Representatives of the Fairfax County Park Authority 
also participated in a conference call with FAA to discuss the County’s comments on the 
DEIS and FAA’s resolution of these comments. Based on the analysis conducted for the EIS, 
the Build Alternatives would not result in impacts to parklands. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0005 
  

10-2 Comment 

 

A large assemblage of park land located south of the airport, known as the Hunter-Hacor 
assemblage and Quinn Farm, was acquired by the Fairfax County Park Authority in the last 
few years.  Portions of this assemblage contain sensitive cultural features.  Other parts of the 
assemblage will be developed with recreational facilities in the future. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. FAA coordinated with the County Park Authority to identify Section 4(f) and 
6(f) resources in the EIS study area. Based on the analysis conducted for the EIS, the Build 
Alternatives would not result in impacts to parklands. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0005 
  

10-3 Comment 

 
The proposed project is not anticipated to have any adverse impacts on existing or planned 
recreation facilities. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. Please see response to Comment 10-1. 
 Letter Codes 
 SS0012 
  

10-4 Comment 

 

It appears from the aerial photograph provided that the proposed actions will not occur within 
lands or facilities owned and operated by the Northern Virginia Regional Park Authority 
(NVRPA), therefore impacts to NVRPA parks will be minimal, if at all. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. Based on the analysis conducted for the EIS, the Build Alternatives would 
not result in impacts to parklands. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0007 
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10-5 Comment 

 

The Northern Virginia Regional Park Authority (NVRPA) recommends that the study include 
providing non-motorized trails in and around Dulles Airport, as shown on the Fairfax 
Countywide Trails Plan, and consider connecting to the W&OD Trail to the north (a property 
of NVRPA). 

 Response 

 

The proposed projects evaluated in the EIS are proposed to allow IAD to adequately 
accommodate the forecast aircraft activity in a safe and efficient manner and does not include 
off-airport improvement, therefore including trails and other trail improvements is not 
consistent or relevant to the proposed project. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0007 
  

10-6 Comment 

 
In addition, our files do not indicate the presence of any State Natural Area Preserves under 
DCR's jurisdiction in the project vicinity. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. The results of the EIS indicate that there are no State Natural Area 
Preserves under DCR's jurisdiction in the project study area. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0003 DS0006 
  

10-7 Comment 

 
The study area does not include the environs of Loudoun's passive recreational nature 
preserve at Banshee Reeks. 

 Response 

 
Banshee Reeks Nature Preserve is located outside both the Detailed and Generalized Study 
Areas for the EIS and therefore it was not assessed for potential impacts. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0111 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 11. Historic, Architectural, and Archaeological 
  

11-1 Comment 

 

In accordance with the guidelines contained in 33 CFR 325 published in the Federal Register 
on November 13, 1986, an investigation to identify any historic and/or prehistoric resources 
located within the project area should be performed to determine if and how they would be 
affected by the proposed work.  The survey should include all areas that would be impacted 
as a result of the project. 

 Response 

 
The survey referenced in the comment was accomplished by FAA and included areas 
potentially directly and indirectly affected by the proposed project and Build Alternatives. 

 Letter Codes 
 SF0002 
  

11-2 Comment 

 

As you are aware, Washington Dulles Airport is an important historic resource in the state of 
Virginia.  The FAA and MWAA have been coordinating the proposed improvements to the 
airport with our agency [Department of Historic Resources] according to Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended and the Programmatic Agreement 
among our agencies.  We encourage this continued consultation and offer any additional 
technical assistance that may be needed during the EIS process. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. FAA and MWAA closely coordinated with DHR during the EIS process. 
 Letter Codes 
 SS0009 
  

11-3 Comment 

 
There's a lot of civil war history that occurred in the area and we should know what sort of 
damage might be done to those particular sites. 

 Response 

 
No Civil War resources were identified within either the Historic Architectural Area of Potential 
Effects (APE) or the Archaeological APE. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0040 
  

11-4 Comment 

 

One of Fairfax County Park Authority's main concerns is preservation of the natural and 
cultural resources in their appropriate context within the Sully Historic Overlay District.  This 
National Historic Landmark site is located along the east side of Route 28 and is a major 
cultural asset and destination.  The direct and indirect impacts of future increased activity at 
Dulles Airport and along airport access routes should be fully examined in the EIS. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. The results of the analysis conducted for the EIS indicates that the proposed 
project will not have an adverse impact to the Sully Plantation or Sully Historic Overlay 
District.  

 Letter Codes 
 SL0005 
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11-5 Comment 

 

These agencies [FAA and MWAA] have been consulting with the Department of Historic 
Resources (DHR) on the aforementioned undertakings pursuant to Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act, as amended, and its implementing regulation 36 CFR 800.  
We anticipate that this consultation will continue in order to address issues related to historic 
properties and archaeological sites. 

 Response 

 
Both FAA and MWAA have had ongoing consultation with the DHR throughout the EIS 
process.  

 Letter Codes 
 DS0001 PS0004 
  

11-6 Comment 
 The study area did not include the Manassas Battlefield Parks within Prince William County. 
 Response 

 
The Manassas Battlefield Parks lie outside of both the direct and indirect Area of Potential 
Effects (APE) that was established for the EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0111 
  

11-7 Comment 

 

Both of the build alternatives would result, during northwest flow conditions, in a new arrival 
flight track that would have aircraft arriving onto the new east/west runway from the east.  
This flight track would result in aircraft flying much closer to the historic site than is currently 
the case; such overflights would have an adverse noise and visual impacts at this site.  The 
intrusion of the aircraft overhead on the historic character of the Sully Historic Site, including 
visual impacts, of the alternative arrival flight paths as compared to the existing conditions 
has not been fully examined and reported pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5.1. 

 Response 

 

Section 5.8.3 of the FEIS presents the results of the noise, vibration, and visual analysis at 
Sully Plantation due to overflights. The results indicate that the Build Alternatives would not 
result in direct or indirect impacts to the Sully Plantation. FAA is currently in consultation with 
SHPO regarding effects to historical resources as a result of the proposed project. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

11-8 Comment 

 

More detail should be provided concerning mitigation of the impacts to the historic character, 
visitor experience, viewshed, atmosphere, and noise levels at the Sully Historic Site.  
Consideration should be given to avoiding arrival flight tracks over/near this site to the extent 
possible. 

 Response 

 

The EIS and Section 106 analysis indicates that neither of the Build Alternatives would result 
in an alternation to the character-defining features of the Sully Historic Site and no adverse 
impacts are anticipated.  Since there are no adverse effects to Sully Plantation, a mitigation 
program is not warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
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11-9 Comment 

 

Loudoun County wishes to participate as a consulting party in the Section 106 review 
process.  The County requests copies of the Phase 1 and 2 reports for the 10 archaeological 
sites identified in Loudoun County.  If Phase 3 excavation is warranted, the County requests 
those reports as well. 

 Response 

 

The County will be included as a concurring party to the Section 106 process and the project-
specific Memorandum of Agreement (MOA). The draft Section 106 report is included in 
Appendix C-2 of the DEIS for the County’s review. Copies of the Phase 1 and 2 reports of the 
archaeological sites will be provided to the county by MWAA.   

 Letter Codes 
 DL0006 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 12. Biotic Communities 
  

12-1 Comment 

 

A large assemblage of park land located south of the airport, known as the Hunter-Hacor 
assemblage and Quinn Farm, was acquired by the Fairfax County Park Authority in the last 
few years.  Portions of this assemblage contains stands of globally rare oak-hickory forest on 
diabase soils and other sensitive natural features. 

 Response 

 

The Hunter-Hacor assemblage and Quinn Farm are discussed in Section 4.4.1.2 of the EIS. 
These resources are located approximately 5 miles south of IAD and would not be impacted 
by the proposed project. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0005 
  

12-2 Comment 

 

New and updated information is continually added to Biotics. Please contact DCR for an 
update on this natural heritage information if a significant amount of time passes before it is 
utilized. 

 Response 

 
The Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation was consulted throughout the EIS 
preparation process. Recent correspondence is provided in Appendix J of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0002 DS0003 
  

12-3 Comment 

 
If either Build Alternative 3 or 4 is endorsed, with the removal of trees and the tremendous 
increase in noise, I believe that there will be wildlife displacement. 

 Response 

 

Wildlife observed within the detailed study area for the EIS is discussed in Section 4.4.1.3 of 
the FEIS. Build Alternatives 3 and 4 would result in the displacement of wildlife by directly and 
indirectly affecting wildlife habitat.  These impacts and proposed mitigation measures are 
discussed in Section 5.9 of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0124 
  

12-4 Comment 

 

Reprovisions of trees when the developments take place.  You'll have extensive reprovision 
for wetlands as provided by law.  But apparently the reprovision of trees is not required by 
law.  This is something you might want to do voluntarily, getting useful publicity and making a 
very positive contribution to the environment, and mitigating some of the negative publicity 
you are going to get in other areas. 

 Response 

 

FAA will evaluate mitigation options for the loss of trees. Mitigation for forested habitat loss is 
subject to a determination as to whether it is reasonable and practical and whether it is 
compatible with FAA requirements for safe aviation operations. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0137 



6-94 

  
12-5 Comment 

 
The VDGIF recommends that undisturbed wooded buffers be maintained to protect wildlife.  
Buffers of less than 100 feet would result in a significant loss of wildlife habitat value. 

 Response 

 

Based on the proposed limits of disturbance (LOD) for Build Alternatives 3 and 4 (refer to 
Section 5.9 of the FEIS), some wooded buffer areas would remain on the IAD property, 
particularly to the west of the proposed east-west runway. Wooded buffers would be 
maintained to the extent that they meet FAA's requirements for safe aviation operations. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

12-6 Comment 

 
According to the Department of Forestry, this project will not significantly affect the forests of 
the Commonwealth. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

12-7 Comment 

 

Page 4-104 of the DEIS states: "Although diabase soils exist within the DSA, no diabase 
glade habitats were identified during habitat surveys conducted by MWAA in 2002 or during 
surveys of the diabase soil areas conducted in 2003 for this DEIS."  A March 11, 2003 letter 
from DNH, DCR (App. J), however, references the presence of diabase glades based on 
earlier surveys of the airport property.  Has DNH altered its views regarding the presence of 
diabase glades on the site based on the referenced surveys? 

 Response 

 

The March 11, 2003 letter from the Virginia DCR Division of Natural Heritage references 
earlier surveys conducted in support of the August 2002 Environmental Assessment (EA) for 
Tier 2 and Related Projects at IAD. These surveys identified hairy beardtongue plants, which 
can be associated with diabase glades, at three locations within the Tier 2 construction area 
at IAD.  The habitat at these three locations was described in the survey report as "open, 
unmowed, dry grassy areas inhabited by other wildflower species".  These areas were not 
identified as diabase glades and Page 3-25, Section 3.10 of the EA includes the statement 
that "..diabase glade habitat is not present in the Tier 2 project area." 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

12-8 Comment 

 

Is diabase flatrock exposed at the surface within the project area? If so, efforts should be 
taken to design the site development such that impacts to such areas are avoided where 
possible, and the EIS should document how this is being done. 

 Response 
 Exposed diabase flatrock was not observed within the detailed study area. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 



6-95 

 
  

12-9 Comment 

 

We recommend that MWAA commit to the development and implementation of a natural 
resource management plan for the remaining acres of natural habitats on the airport property 
and commit to managing those areas outside of specific use areas for the benefit of wildlife to 
the greatest extent possible, consistent with the need to ensure operational safety. 

 Response 

 

The development and implementation of a natural resources management plan is not within 
the scope of the EIS.  Wildlife and the habitats used by wildlife at IAD are managed in 
accordance with the 2003 Washington Dulles International Airport Wildlife Hazard 
Management Plan which was developed to reduce aviation safety risks from wildlife.  Please 
refer to Section 4.4.1.4 of the FEIS for a detailed discussion. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

12-10 Comment 

 
On Page 5-109 of the DEIS, it is difficult to discern where the "Wildlife Hazard Management 
Areas" are located. 

 Response 

 
Figures 5.9.3-1 and 5.9.3-2 of the DEIS have been revised to clarify the Wildlife Hazard 
Management Area locations. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

12-11 Comment 

 

USFWS believes that this large amount of forested impacts in this watershed does warrant 
mitigative measures.  We reference EO 13186 entitled, "Responsibilities of Federal Agencies 
to Protect Migratory Birds". 

 Response 

 

The forested areas at IAD that would be impacted by construction of the proposed project are 
the result of recent natural succession on IAD-owned property that was allowed to lay fallow 
during the past 50 or so years.  When the IAD property was purchased, these areas were 
almost entirely open, actively cultivated farmland. This additional acreage was always 
intended to be used for airport expansion purposes. Replacement of forested habitats to 
mitigate for their loss is subject to a determination if such replacement is reasonable and 
practical.  Recent acquisition of unimproved land west of the existing Airport by MWAA has 
indicated that it would be unlikely that the acquisition of 1,600 acres of suitable land for 
creation or conservation of forests would be considered reasonable or practical.  
 
The proposed project by MWAA is considered an action carried out by a non-Federal entity 
with Federal assistance that is not subject to Executive Order 13186 (refer to the definition of 
"Action" in (h) of the Order). MWAA is aware that it is subject to the provisions of the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA).  Habitat removal operations associated with construction of 
the proposed project would be timed to avoid a "take" under the MBTA. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0003 



6-96 

 
  

12-12 Comment 

 

The USFWS believes that habitat replacement for migratory bird impacts directly resulting 
from this project is "practicable" and we recommend habitat restoration/enhancement to offset 
negative impacts to migratory birds, other fish and wildlife resources, and wildlife-related 
recreation that would result from this project.  We believe the best way to accomplish habitat 
restoration/enhancement to offset negative impacts and comply with EO 13186, would be 
through the application of the Habitat Evaluation Procedures (HEP). 

 Response 

 

Please refer to the response to Comment 12-7. The restoration/enhancement of wildlife 
habitat on airport property could create a potential safety hazard to aircraft and the traveling 
public. Habitat restoration/enhancement would have to comply with FAA's guidance restricting 
the development of hazardous wildlife attractants in the vicinity of airports (FAA AC 150/5200-
33A). 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0003 
  
  



6-97 

 
  
 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 13. Endangered and Threatened Species 
  

13-1 Comment 

 
In addition, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service should be contacted to assess potential 
impacts to endangered species. 

 Response 

 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service was consulted throughout the EIS process.  Please refer 
to Section 5.10 of the FEIS for details. 

 Letter Codes 
 SF0002 SP0016 
  

13-2 Comment 

 
The EIS should identify potential rare vegetative communities associated with diabase-
derived soils and should indicate how impacts to such areas should will be minimized. 

 Response 

 

No rare vegetative communities associated with diabase soils were identified within the 
Detailed Study Area established for the EIS. Please refer to Sections 4.4.1.2 and 4.4.3.3 of 
the FEIS for detailed discussions of vegetative communities in the EIS study areas. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0004 
  

13-3 Comment 
 I am concerned about threatened and endangered species. 
 Response 

 

Please see Section 5.10 of the FEIS for a discussion of threatened and endangered species 
impacts. Based on the results of the analysis conducted for the EIS, the Build Alternatives will 
not result in impacts to threatened and endangered species.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0043 PP0087 PP0089 
  

13-4 Comment 

 

There was documented particular rare plants associated with diabase soils and we are 
interested in how that is going to be addressed in the Tier 3 process.  Basically there is 
potential for these plants anywhere there are diabase soils in property boundary. 

 Response 

 

No rare plants associated with diabase soils were identified during surveys of diabase soil 
areas in the detailed study area. Please refer to Sections 4.4.1.2 and 4.4.3.3 of the FEIS for 
details. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0017 



6-98 

 
  

13-5 Comment 

 
I am a wildlife biologist with the U.S. Department of Agriculture.  They are currently doing a 
study on endangered and threatened species on the airport, and there's a big list here. 

 Response 

 

Extensive surveys for the presence of endangered and threatened species were conducted 
by MWAA during the EIS process.  Please see Sections 4.4.3 and 5.10 of the FEIS for details 
on the endangered species evaluation that was conducted for the EIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 SF0007 
  

13-6 Comment 

 

According to the "Survey for Rare, Threatened, and Endangered Species at the proposed 
Tier 2 and related projects" conducted by EA Engineering, Science and Technology included 
in the Environmental Assessment, Appendix F, the Hairy Beardtongue (Penstemon hirsutus, 
G4/S2/NF/NS) was documented at three locations within the project boundaries; two adjacent 
to the proposed APM tunnel and one within the proposed stormwater management facility. 

 Response 

 

Impacts to hairy beardtongue plants at the referenced locations are not relevant to this EIS.  
These impacts were addressed in the August 2002 Final Environmental Assessment, Tier 2 
and Related Projects and FAA General Conformity Determination. The proposed projects 
evaluated in this EIS will not have an impact on the Hairy Beardtongue. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0012 
  

13-7 Comment 

 

In Northern Virginia, diabase supports other occurrences of several global and state rare 
plant species; earleaf foxglove (Agalinis auriculata, G2/S1/SOC/NS), white heath aster (Aster 
ericoides, (G5/S2/NF/NS), blue-hearts (Buchnera americana, G3G4/S1/NF/NS), downy phlox 
(Phlox pilosa, G5T5/S2/NF/NS), stiff goldenrod (Oligoneuron rigidum var. rigidum, 
G5/S2/NF/NS), and marsh hedgenettle (Stachys pilosa var. arenicola, G5/S1/NF/NS).  Please 
note that earleaf foxglove is currently tracked as a species of concern by the United States 
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS); however this designation has no official legal status.    
Due to the potential for the proposed Tier 3 project sites to support additional populations of 
these natural heritage resources [including hairy beardtongue (Penstemon hirsutus)], DCR 
[VA Department of Conservation and Recreation] recommends an inventory of suitable 
habitat in the study area.  With the survey results we can more accurately evaluate potential 
impacts to natural heritage resources and offer specific protection recommendations for 
minimizing impacts to documented resources. 

 Response 

 

No rare plants associated with diabase soils were identified during surveys of diabase soil 
areas in the EIS Detailed Study Area. Please refer to Sections 4.4.1.2 and 4.4.3.3 of the FEIS 
for details. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0012 



6-99 

 
  

13-8 Comment 

 

The Cub Run Stream Conservation Units (SCUs) and the Upper Cub Run Conservation have 
been documented downstream of the project site. ... The Cub Run SCU has been ranked as 
a B3 conservation site which indicates it is of high significance.  The natural area resource 
associated with this site is:  Yellow Lance (Elliptio lanceolata) and Wood Turtle (Clemmys 
insculpta). 

 Response 

 
No observations of yellow lance or wood turtles were recorded during surveys of IAD property 
conducted in 2002 and 2003.  Please refer to Section 4.4.3.2 of the FEIS for details. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0012 
  

13-9 Comment 

 

A large part of the existing area is grass, and we were talking about the influence on birds.  
When the grass is mowed, the  birds come and harvest the seeds.  Have the use of other 
ground covers such as mondo grass or adjuga been considered. 

 Response 

 

Specifications for ground cover in the airport operations area (AOA) are provided in the IAD 
Wildlife Hazard Management Plan. Grasses selected for use must pose no significant 
hazardous wildlife attractant.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0012 
  

13-10 Comment 
 The current activity will not affect any documented state-listed plants or species. 
 Response 

 
Comment noted. the results of the EIS evaluation indicate that the Build Alternatives will not 
result in impacts to endangered or threatened species.  

 Letter Codes 
 DS0002 DS0003 DS0006 
  

13-11 Comment 

 

DCR recommends avoiding the documented occurrences of marsh hedgenettle (Stachys 
pilsoa, G5T4/S1/NL/NL) as stated on page 5-115 Chapter 5.0 Environmental Consequences 
of the EIS.  Please note, Hairy beardtongue (Penstemon hirsutus) is being removed from the 
DCR - Division of Natural Heritage rare plant list due to discoveries of additional populations 
and further insight into the types of habitats the plants occupy.  Many of the new populations 
discovered have been found in degraded habitat types, which do not represent conservation 
priorities for our program. 

 Response 

 
Impacts to the marsh hedgnettle will be avoided, if possible. The FEIS has been revised to 
reflect the change in status for the hairy beardtongue. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0003 DS0006 



6-100 

 
  

13-12 Comment 

 

In regards to the wood turtle (Glyptemys insculpta, G4/S2/NL/NL), DCR concurs with the 
Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries recommendations for minimizing impacts 
to this species. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. the results of the evaluation conducted for the EIS indicate that the Build 
Alternatives will not result in impacts to the wood turtle.  

 Letter Codes 
 DS0003 
  

13-13 Comment 
 Are you going to relocate bald eagle before deforestation begins? 
 Response 

 
There are no known occurrences of bald eagles at IAD. They have been not been observed 
nesting in or using Airport property.  Please see Section 4.4.3.2 of the FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0023 
  

13-14 Comment 

 

Provided that BMPs are implemented for any work along wetlands or streams, the project is 
not likely to give rise to significant adverse effects upon the wood turtle.  However, because of 
the potential of encounters between construction personnel and wood turtles, the VDGIF 
recommends that all contractors be trained in identification, natural history, and protection of 
wood turtles before the begins. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

13-15 Comment 

 

The DEIS states that available habitat at the Airport for the upland sandpiper is used primarily 
during migration.  Because the migration habitat is an important component of habitat for the 
species, the VDGIF recommends that appropriate steps be taken to enhance areas 
considered suitable for the species.  This includes maintaining grass height between 3 and 24 
inches tall and not mowing between April 1 and July 31. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. Grassy areas within the IAD area of operations are maintained in 
accordance with the IAD Wildlife Hazard Management Plan to minimize wildlife hazards and 
enhance safe air carrier operations. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 



6-101 

 
  

13-16 Comment 

 

Did the on-site habitat survey follow the guidelines provided by USFWS? If not, what is the 
basis for the project consultant's and the USFWS' conclusions relative to the small whorled 
pogonia? 

 Response 

 

The surveys for small whorled pogonia were conducted in accordance with USFWS 
guidelines.  The survey data was provided to the USFWS prior to their determination that was 
issued in a letter dated March 19, 2004. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

13-17 Comment 

 

Page 4-118 of the DEIS identifies 26 species of rare or threatened bird species and two rare 
plant species that have been observed in the detailed study area.  However, on Page 5-113 
of the DEIS it is stated that only 16 of the bird species (and both plant species) were 
observed during 2002-2003 surveys.  Later on the same page, the figure that is referenced is 
26 bird species.  This conflict should be rectified. 

 Response 

 
The reference on page 5-113 of the DEIS has been corrected for the FEIS to read 26 bird 
species. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

13-18 Comment 

 

The DEIS does not state if either of the build alternatives could potentially remove all 
available habitat for any of the species of concern or significantly reduce the habitat quality for 
any of the identified species. 

 Response 

 

Table 5.10.3-2 of the DEIS has been revised for the FEIS to include the percentage of 
available habitat within the DSA that would be impacted by the Build Alternatives. Less than 
half of the available habitat within the detailed study area for each of the identified habitat 
types would be impacted by the two build alternatives, except for emergent wetlands.  
Approximately 65 percent and 70 percent of this habitat type would be impacted by Build 
Alternative 3 and Build Alternative 4, respectively. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

13-19 Comment 

 
Mitigation measures should be pursued to ensure the continued viability of habitats for the 
two rare plant species on the property. 

 Response 

 

The referenced plant species, hairy beardtongue and marsh hedgenettle, are ranked on 
Virginia's Division of Natural Heritage rare plant list.  According to the Virginia Department of 
Conservation and Recreation, hairy beardtongue is being removed from the rare plant list.  
Mitigation measures are not warranted since neither plant is Federally protected. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 



6-102 

 
  

13-20 Comment 

 

The Fairfax County Park Authority has recommended that, as part of the natural resource 
management effort, MWAA set aside the 60-acre parcel south of the Sully Plantation Historic 
Site as a wildlife conservation area. 

 Response 
 Comment noted.  
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

13-21 Comment 

 

Is it assumed that the differences in land disturbance between the two alternatives are too 
small to make a difference in terms of overall habitat quality or to impacts on any particular 
species of concern? 

 Response 

 

There is no significant difference between the two Build Alternatives regarding impacts to 
species of concern.  Relative points of comparison that provide distinction between the two 
Build Alternatives include wetland loss, area of acquisition, and cost. these differences are 
clearly discussed in Chapter 3.0, Alternatives, of the FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

13-22 Comment 

 

The USFWS believes that this project is not likely to affect federally listed or proposed 
species or adversely modify critical habitat.  Therefore, no further Section 7 consultation is 
required with the FWS. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DF0003 
  

13-23 Comment 

 

In Section 4.4.3.2 of the DEIS, "Other Species of Interest and Surveys", the common and 
scientific name of the small whorled pogonia (Isotria medeoloides) is misspelled.  It should be 
clarified that this species is federally listed as threatened. 

 Response 

 
The spelling has been corrected for the FEIS. The discussion of small whorled pogonia 
includes the statement that it is Federally Threatened. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0003 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 14. Wetlands 
  

14-1 Comment 

 

Based on our [US Army Corps of Engineers] review, the project will impact jurisdictional 
waters of the United States.  Any proposed work that constitutes a discharge of fill material 
into waters is regulated by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and would require a permit. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. MWAA has initiated Clean Water Act Section 401/404 coordination with the 
Commonwealth of Virginia and the US Army Corps of Engineers to obtain the required 
certification and permit and implement a mitigation program for impacts to wetlands and 
streams associated with the proposed project. Section 5.11 of the EIS contains a discussion 
of potential wetland and stream impacts associated with the proposed project. Section 6.3 
contains a discussion of proposed wetlands and stream mitigation. MWAA is committed to 
obtaining all applicable permits prior to implementing any wetlands and stream impacts. 

 Letter Codes 
 SF0002 
  

14-2 Comment 

 
The decision whether to issue a permit is based on an evaluation of probable impacts, 
including cumulative impacts, of the proposed activity on the public interest. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. Both the FEIS and JPA include a discussion of direct, indirect and 
cumulative impacts.  

 Letter Codes 
 SF0002 
  

14-3 Comment 

 

The Environmental Protection Agency's "Guidelines for Specification of Disposal Sites for 
Dredged or Fill Material" will also be applied (Section 404(b)(1) of the Clean Water Act). 
These guidelines require that "no discharge of dredged or fill material shall be permitted if 
there is a practicable alternative to the proposed discharge which would have less adverse 
impact on the aquatic ecosystem." 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. As part of the EIS, several alternatives to the proposed project were 
evaluated that would minimize environmental impacts (including wetlands and stream 
impacts) while meeting the purpose and need of accommodating projected aviation activity in 
the Metropolitan Washington region. Section 3.0 of the EIS contains a discussion of the off-
site alternatives and on-site alternatives that were considered by FAA. Of these nine 
alternatives, only Build Alternatives 3 and 4 were retained as reasonable alternatives because 
they met the purpose and need criteria for the project. Section 5.11 of the DEIS contains a 
detailed discussion of wetland and stream impacts associated with the No Action Alternative 
and Build Alternatives 3 and 4. Section 6.3 of the FEIS contains a mitigation program that will 
be implemented by MWAA to compensate for the wetland impacts. MWAA is committed to 
minimizing wetlands and stream impacts to the greatest extent practicable in a manner that is 
compatible with safe aviation. 

 Letter Codes 
 SF0002 
  



6-104 

14-4 Comment 

 
In the discussion of wetland impacts, mitigation strategies should be identified, including the 
locations of possible mitigation sites if this information is known. 

 Response 

 

Section 5.11 of the DEIS contains a discussion of wetland and stream impacts associated 
with the No Action Alternative and Build Alternatives 3 and 4. Section 6.3 of the FEIS contains 
a discussion of the proposed mitigation program that will be implemented by MWAA to offset 
wetland and stream impacts. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0004 
  

14-5 Comment 
 I am concerned about wetlands. 
 Response 

 

5. Comment noted. A discussion of existing wetlands and streams located within the EIS DSA 
is contained in Section 4.4.2 of the DEIS. 4. Section 5.11 of the DEIS contains a discussion 
wetlands and stream impacts associated with the No Action Alternative and Build Alternatives 
3 and 4. Section 6.3 contains a discussion of the proposed mitigation strategy that will be 
implemented by MWAA to offset wetlands and stream impacts. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0027 SP0016 
  

14-6 Comment 

 

Various wetland types and waterways are found in the Dulles Airport area.  The wetland 
delineations of the area should be conducted followed by confirmation by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers.  Impacts to wetlands and state waters may require a Virginia Water 
Protection Permit (VWPP). 

 Response 

 

All wetlands within the EIS DSA have been field delineated and have received confirmed 
jurisdictional determinations by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Section 4.4.2.3 of the 
DEIS contains a discussion of the wetland delineations and jurisdictional determinations. 
MWAA is committed to obtaining all applicable permits prior to implementing any wetlands 
and stream impacts. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0014 



6-105 

 
  

14-7 Comment 

 

This is in response to your email received June 17, 2002, in which you announce the 
proposed Agency and Public meetings on the above-referenced Environmental Assessment.  
I will be unable to attend these initial meetings, however, I would offer the following general 
comments regarding VMRC permitting.  The Virginia Marine Resources Commission, 
pursuant to Title 28.2 of the Code of Virginia, is responsible for protecting and preserving the 
marine fisheries, submerged lands, and tidal wetlands throughout the Commonwealth.  The 
Commission issues permits for encroachment over these State-owned submerged lands 
(generally streams with a mean annual flow rate in excess of 5 cubic feet per second and a 
drainage area that exceeds 5 square miles).  In addition, this agency oversees the regulatory 
authority granted to localities which govern activities in the tidal wetlands adjacent to these 
submerged lands.  Therefore any activity resulting in encroachment upon or disturbance to 
these areas would require the submittal of a completed Joint Permit Application (JPA).  This 
application would then be reviewed by all appropriate local, state, and federal agencies for 
action they deem appropriate. 

 Response 

 

MWAA is committed to minimizing wetlands and stream impacts to the greatest extent 
practicable in a manner that is compatible with safe aviation, and is committed to obtaining all 
applicable federal, state, and local permits prior to any implementing any wetlands and 
stream impacts. MWAA submitted a Joint Permit Application to the VRMC, US Army Corps of 
Engineers and VDEQ in April 2005. In a letter dated May 11, 2005, the VRMC stated that it is 
not currently exerting jurisdiction, and that no authorization will be required from VMRC. 
Coordination with the US Army Corps of Engineers and VDEQ on the JPA process is 
currently on-going. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0018 
  

14-8 Comment 
 Alternative 3 appears to save 15 acres of wetlands more than Alternative 4. 
 Response 

 
Build Alternative 4 would impact 21.5 more acres of jurisdictional wetlands than Build 
Alternative 3 (307.6 and 286.1, respectively). 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0027 
  

14-9 Comment 

 

Any activity resulting in encroachment upon or disturbance to State-owned submerged lands 
(generally streams with a mean annual flow rate in excess of 5 cubic feet per second and a 
drainage area that exceeds 5 square miles) would require the submittal of a completed Joint 
Permit Application (JPA). 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. A Joint Permit Application for the proposed project was submitted to the 
USACE and the VDEQ in April 2005. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 PS0003 



6-106 

 
  

14-10 Comment 

 
MWAA should avoid impacts, or minimize impacts to the greatest extent practicable, insofar 
as undisturbed forest, wetlands, and streams are concerned. 

 Response 

 

Please see response to Comment 14-3. MWAA is committed to minimizing wetlands and 
stream impacts to the greatest extent practicable in a manner that is compatible with safe 
aviation. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

14-11 Comment 

 

The DEIS indicates that wetland impacts will be compensated through the purchase of 
mitigation credits, and stream channel impacts will be compensated through the purchase of 
credits from a stream mitigation bank.  DEQ's Northern Virginia Regional Office notes that at 
this time there are no operational, DEQ-approved stream mitigation banks that could provide 
stream mitigation credits for this project. 

 Response 

 

MWAA is aware that no stream mitigation banks currently exist that could provide stream 
mitigation credits for this project. MWAA proposes to issue a request for proposal (RFP) for 
the development of a new stream mitigation bank, similar to the process that was successfully 
employed with the Cedar Run and Licking Run wetland mitigation banks. As with these 
previous projects, MWAA anticipates participation by representatives from VDEQ, as well as 
the US Army Corps of Engineers, the USEPA, and the USFWS on the mitigation bank review 
team.  

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

14-12 Comment 

 

The VDGIF recommends a number of mitigation measures to protect water quality, wetlands, 
and the aquatic and terrestrial inhabitants thereof.  Avoidance and minimization efforts could 
include: 

 Response 

 

MWAA is committed to avoiding and minimizing wetlands and stream impacts to the greatest 
extent practicable. Wooded buffers would be maintained to the extent that they meet FAA's 
requirements for safe aviation. The proposed stormwater management plan includes the 
installation of biological treatment units (BTU's) that will aid reducing potential downstream 
water quality impacts. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
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14-13 Comment 

 
The VDGIF does not support proposals to mitigate wetland impacts by constructing 
stormwater management ponds, or to create in-stream stormwater management ponds. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. MWAA is proposing the construction of 16 drainage systems for the 
proposed project. Ten of these drainage systems are associated with the proposed Runway 
1W/19W, and the remaining six are associated with the proposed Runway 12R/30L. These 
drainage systems consist of drainage inlets, drain pipes, grass swale drainage channels and 
biological treatment units (BTUs). The BTUs function as dry bio-retention basins, rather than 
wet stormwater management ponds. All BTUs are located outside of streams. 

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

14-14 Comment 

 

For actual stream losses, RA strongly encourages the Airport Authority purchase needed 
SCU's from NVSR and support the Reston Stream Mitigation Bank.  RA has worked with 
VADEQ, USEPA, USFWS, and USACE on the development of this bank, which is strongly 
supported by each of these agencies. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. MWAA proposes issue an RFP to obtain the required stream credits. MWAA 
would welcome a proposal from the NVSR during the forthcoming procurement for stream 
mitigation. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0001 DP0071 
  

14-15 Comment 

 

Fairfax County recommends that mitigation efforts be pursued as close to the points of impact 
as possible and within the same watersheds (Cub Run and Broad Run) as the impacts, if 
possible. 

 Response 

 

FAA has specific guidance restricting the development of hazardous wildlife attractants in 
close proximity (within 5 miles) of an airport.  MWAA is working closely with the USACE and 
VDEQ to establish appropriate locations for the mitigation of wetland and stream impacts. 
MWAA proposes issue a RFP to obtain the additional required wetland and stream credits. 
Loudoun and Fairfax counties would be welcome to team with bidders in the forthcoming 
procurement for stream mitigation or to submit their own proposals for consideration by 
MWAA. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

14-16 Comment 

 

The loss of wildlife habitats along streams and in wetlands on the airport property should be 
mitigated through the replacement of such habitats, within the same local watersheds within 
which the impacts occur, to the extent practicable. 

 Response 
 Please see response to Comment 4-15.  
 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 



6-108 

 
  

14-17 Comment 

 

Although MWAA contacted EPA regarding potential wetland impacts and mitigation options 
several years ago, the full scope of the project, the alternatives carried forward for detailed 
study, and the complete mitigation plan were not apparent until the DEIS was released for 
comment.  EPA is concerned that the total wetland and stream compensation package has 
not been fully identified in the DEIS.  EPA is also concerned that due to the magnitude of 
stream impacts that stream compensation may not be achievable locally. 

 Response 

 

Mitigation locations and ratios for the wetland and stream impacts are being developed by 
MWAA in close coordination with the USACE and VDEQ and will be included in the Section 
404/401 Permit Application. FAA has specific guidance restricting the development of 
hazardous wildlife attractants in close proximity (within 5 miles) to an airport. Section 6.2 of 
the DEIS has been revised for the FEIS to contain more specific information on mitigation 
options and proposed mitigation measures. Section 6.3 has been added to the FEIS which 
contains details of MWAA's mitigation program for the Preferred Alternative.  

 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 
  

14-18 Comment 

 

EPA anticipates the available wetland credits are not sufficient to meet the regulatory 
requirements of the joint state/federal wetlands program, so additional wetlands credits will be 
required.  Moreover, mitigation is being proposed only for wetlands being graded and filled by 
the construction of each alternative.  No mitigation is being proposed for the other permanent 
alterations to wetlands that will result from clearing and mowing in the clear zones.  EPA 
recommends that those wetlands that will be permanently impacted by clearing and mowing 
also be included in the mitigation plan.  This is consistent with the recommendations and 
procedures being followed for the Hampton Roads Executive Airport located near Suffolk, VA.  
EPA recommends that methodology or agreement on wetland replacement ratios for these 
wetlands be established.  This can occur during the permit review process and will be our 
recommendation to the COE. 

 Response 

 

Impacts and proposed mitigation ratios for both Forested and Scrub/Shrub wetlands that 
would be permanently converted to PEM wetlands in Cleared areas have been developed for 
the Section 40404/401 CWA joint permit application and are also included in Sections 6.2 and 
6.3 of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 
  

14-19 Comment 

 

EPA recommends that the 1:1 ratio for stream impact mitigation be removed from Table 
6.2.5-1 of the DEIS.  The actual mitigation requirements may be greater than 1:1 and will be 
determined from the results of the stream condition units on the airport property as compared 
to improvements to stream condition at the mitigation sites. 

 Response 

 

MWAA is working closely with the USACE and VDEQ to determine the appropriate mitigation 
ratios for stream impacts. Final mitigation ratios will be included in the Section 404/401 CWA 
permit application. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 
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14-20 Comment 

 

The USFWS is concerned about the significant amount of impacts to headwater wetlands and 
streams that will occur in the Broad Run and Cub Run sub-watersheds.  We do not believe 
that the DEIS adequately documents the significant effects that will occur to the impacted 
watershed, including the downstream ecosystem due to the loss of these headwater systems. 

 Response 

 

MWAA has, since the beginning of the EIS planning process, strived to develop a 
configuration and specific engineering details that minimize impacts to these natural 
headwater systems to the greatest extent practicable.  The FEIS contains an expanded 
discussion of impacts to the watersheds and downstream ecosystems. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0003 
  

14-21 Comment 

 

Regarding wetland impacts, USFWS generally recommends that emergent wetland losses be 
compensated by restoring former wetlands or by creating similar emergent wetlands from low 
habitat value upland sites on a 1.5:1 areal basis and that unavoidable loss of scrub/shrub and 
forested wetlands be compensated in-kind on a 2:1 areal basis. 

 Response 

 

The 404/401 CWA permit application provides detailed information regarding wetland impacts 
and appropriate mitigation ratios based on habitat type impacts. The mitigation ratios are 
identified in 33 CFR Parts 320 and 330.  Adjustments to these ratios, if appropriate, will be 
based on review of the JPA package by the USACE, VDEQ and USFWS. Final mitigation 
ratios will be included in the Section 404/401 CWA permit. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0003 
  

14-22 Comment 

 

Due to the significant amount of wetland and stream impacts, compensation site selection 
should be focused in the immediate watersheds that will be impacted and should address the 
lost functions and services of these systems. 

 Response 

 

MWAA is working closely with the USACE and VDEQ to establish appropriate locations for 
the mitigation of wetland and stream impacts.  Suitable locations for wetland and stream 
mitigation will be included in the Section 40404/401 CWA joint permit application. It should be 
noted that FAA has specific guidance restricting the development of hazardous wildlife 
attractants in close proximity (within 5 miles) to an airport. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0003 
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14-23 Comment 

 

In Tables 6.2.5-1 and 6.2.5-3 (Wetland Mitigation Requirements), we note that potential 
indirect impacts and areas within wildlife hazard management areas have not been included 
in the wetland acreage and stream linear footage that will be compensated.  These areas 
impacting wetlands and streams should be included in the compensation requirements.  For 
palustrine forested scrub/shrub wetlands that will be permanently converted to emergent 
wetlands, the USFWS recommends a 1:1 areal replacement of these wetland types. 

 Response 

 

Impacts and proposed mitigation ratios for both Forested and Scrub/Shrub wetlands that 
would be permanently converted to PEM wetlands in Cleared areas have been developed for 
the Section 40404/401 CWA Joint Permit Application and have been included in Section 6.2 
of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0003 
  

14-24 Comment 

 

The DEIS proposes wetland mitigation via the purchase of credits at available wetland 
mitigation banks.  Although the Broad Run watershed is most dramatically affected by the 
proposed construction, it currently has no wetland mitigation banks.  Working with Loudoun 
County staff, the FAA should explore possible mitigation strategies within each watershed 
commensurate with the respective impacts.  If a suitable site cannot be identified within an 
impacted watershed, sites should be explored in adjacent watersheds within Loudoun 
County. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. FAA has specific guidance restricting the development of hazardous wildlife 
attractants in close proximity (within 5 miles) to an airport.  MWAA is working closely with the 
USACE and VDEQ to establish appropriate locations for the mitigation of wetland and stream 
impacts. Suitable locations for wetland and stream mitigation will be included in the Section 
40404/401 CWA Joint Permit Application. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0006 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 15. Farmlands 
  
 No comments 
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 16. Energy and Natural Resources 
  

16-1 Comment 
 I am concerned about energy supply and natural resource depletion. 
 Response 

 

Comment noted. Section 5.16 of the DEIS contains an evaluation of energy supply and 
natural resources. Based on the analysis, neither of the Build Alternatives would result in 
impacts to energy supplies or natural resources.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0016 
  

16-2 Comment 

 

Geology of the Washington-Dulles International Airport and adjacent area is described on the 
"Geologic Map of Loudoun County" prepared by the U.S. Geological Survey.  This map 
should be of use for general evaluation of geologic conditions for the proposed project.  
However, a detailed geotechnical evaluation of the project would be required for 
environmental impact determination and final design. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. the reference material noted in the comment was reviewed for the 
preparation of the DEIS. A geotechnical investigation is beyond the scope of the EIS, and will 
be conducted as part of the design process.  

 Letter Codes 
 SS0011 
  

16-3 Comment 

 
According to the Department of Mines, Minerals, and Energy, the project would not affect 
mineral resources. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
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 17. Light Emissions 
  

17-1 Comment 
 I am concerned about light emissions. 
 Response 

 

Section 5.17 of the DEIS contains an analysis of light emissions associated with the project 
alternatives. Based on this evaluation, light sensitive areas are not located adjacent to the 
proposed lighting locations, and no significant light impacts would occur under either of the 
Build Alternatives. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0016 
  

17-2 Comment 

 

It would be desirable to minimize light emissions from the airport property consistent with the 
need to ensure safe operational conditions.  Lighting should be shielded to minimize sky glow 
from the airport. 

 Response 

 

As stated in Section 5.17 of the DEIS, Light Emissions, the design process could utilize light 
shields wherever possible to direct light emissions, thereby minimizing the potential for off-
airport light emission impacts. Techniques including shielding with a top visor fixture placed 
on lighting, implementation of relaxed design criteria (angling fixtures down towards the base 
of the pole), directional lighting, cut-off lighting fixtures, and using minimal pole heights and 
illumination could minimize light emissions. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
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 18. Solid Waste Impacts 
  

18-1 Comment 
 I am concerned about increased solid wastes. 
 Response 

 

Potential solid waste impacts are discussed in Section 5.18 of the DEIS. the evaluation 
contained in the DEIS indicates that the quantity of MSW and construction debris associated 
with the Build Alternatives can be accommodated at the I-66 Transfer Station, the Energy 
Resource Recovery Facility and I-95 Landfill without any adverse impacts.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0043 SP0016 
  

18-2 Comment 

 

The DEIS indicates that MWAA operates an incinerator that is used to burn prohibited items 
that are confiscated from passengers arriving on international flights.  Pursuant to the Virginia 
Waste Management Act (Virginia Code section 10.1-1408.1) and the Virginia Solid Waste 
Management Regulations (9 VAC 20-80-480 through 9 VAC 4-80-620), any owner or 
operator of an incinerator managing non-hazardous waste must apply for a Solid Waste 
Incinerator and Energy Recovery Facility Permit.  The Airport may be eligible for a permit-by-
rule for this incinerator. 

 Response 

 Comment noted. MWAA will coordinate with the state to ensure it has the appropriate permits.  
 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

18-3 Comment 

 

According to DEQ's Northern Virginia Regional Office, the I-66 Transfer Station, the Covanta 
Energy recovery Facility, and the I-95 Landfill may not be able to accept some of the 
demolition waste, especially rubble and asbestos-containing material.  The FEIS should 
include names of other facilities that can handle this waste. 

 Response 

 

Minimal demolition would be associated with the construction preparation of the Build 
Alternatives. The construction debris is not anticipated to include asbestos-containing 
material. MWAA will coordinate with the appropriate agencies in the development of the 
Demolition Plan portion of the plans and specifications for the construction of the Preferred 
Alternative.  

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
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 19. Construction Impacts 
  

19-1 Comment 
 I am concerned about construction impacts. 
 Response 

 

Chapter 5.19 of the FEIS contains a detailed description of the anticipated construction 
impacts associated with the Build Alternatives. In summary, construction impacts would be 
temporary and not considered significant with the implementation of FAA construction 
guidelines and Best Management Practices (BMP's). 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0016 
  

19-2 Comment 

 
We would like the Airport Authority and the FAA to take available means to minimize the 
emissions and airborne materials at the airport during airport construction. 

 Response 

 

Chapter 5.19 of the FEIS contains a detailed description of the anticipated construction 
impacts associated with the Build Alternatives. Air Quality construction impacts would be 
temporary and not considered significant with the implementation of FAA construction 
guidelines and Best Management Practices (BMP's). 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0008 SP0041 
  

19-3 Comment 

 
Given the sensitive environmental features of adjacent areas, measures for sediment and 
erosion control during construction are imperative. 

 Response 

 

Chapter 5.19 of the FEIS contains a detailed description of the anticipated construction 
impacts associated with the Build Alternatives. Water Quality construction impacts would be 
temporary and not considered significant with the implementation of FAA construction 
guidelines and Best Management Practices (BMP's). 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0005 
  

19-4 Comment 
 Groundwater quality must be protected during the underground construction phase. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. Please see response to Comment 19-3. 
 Letter Codes 
 SL0008 
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19-5 Comment 

 
Increased automobile traffic and construction traffic in our area (South Riding) should be 
avoided. 

 Response 

 
Automobile and construction traffic is not anticipated to significantly increase during the 
construction phase of the preferred alternative.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0031 
  

19-6 Comment 

 

My main concern is once they start the construction is to keep an existing fence up around 
the existing runways to exclude wildlife from getting in.  Once they start tearing down the 
habitat, everything is going to want to go to the airfield and that's going to cause human 
health and safety concerns.  Hopefully we can keep a fence, a really good fence, one we 
have, maybe improve on that, around the old existing runways until everything is complete. 

 Response 

 

MWAA has an active Wildlife Management Plan in place to help avoid wildlife incidents in the 
AOA. During the construction phase, MWAA will coordinate with the US Department of 
Agriculture to ensure that wildlife incursions in the AOA do not increase.  

 Letter Codes 
 SF0008 
  

19-7 Comment 

 

During construction, fugitive dust control must be kept to a minimum by using control methods 
outlined in 9 VAC 5-50-60 et seq. of the Regulations for the Control and Abatement of Air 
Pollution. 

 Response 

 
MWAA will comply with all applicable fugitive dust control requirements and controls during 
the construction phase of the project.  

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

19-8 Comment 

 

If construction activities include the burning of any material, this activity must meet the 
requirements of the Regulations for Open Burning (9 VAC 5-40-5600 et seq.) and it may 
require a permit. 

 Response 

 
MWAA will comply with all applicable open burning requirements and controls during the 
construction phase of the project.  

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
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19-9 Comment 

 

Any structures that may be demolished, removed, or renovated during the proposed project 
should be checked for asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paint before the 
demolition, removal, or renovation begins. 

 Response 

 
MWAA's demolition plan will include provisions for inspecting structures for asbestos 
containing materials and lead-based paint prior to demolition.  

 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
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 20. Coastal Zone Mgt. / Coastal Barriers 
  

20-1 Comment 

 

The Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act (CBPA) and its related regulations, the Chesapeake 
Bay Preservation Area Designation and Management Regulations (Regulations), is a core 
program in Virginia's Coastal Resources Management Program (CRMP).  As such, in 
accordance with the Federal Consistency Regulations (15 CFR Part 930), federal actions, 
including federally financed projects, in Tidewater Virginia are required to be consistent with 
the Regulations.   

 Response 

 
Comment noted. FAA has prepared a Federal Consistency Determination for the Proposed 
Project. A copy is contained in Appendix C-3 of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0004 SS0002 
  

20-2 Comment 

 

Fairfax County is located within Tidewater Virginia and falls under the CBPA program, but 
Loudoun County is not.  Proposed airport activities within the limits of Fairfax County must be 
consistent with the Regulations as locally implemented in Fairfax County. You should be 
aware that a higher stormwater management standard applies to development within the 
Occoquan river watershed. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. The proposed project is located on IAD property. MWAA will comply with the 
applicable provisions of the CBPA program as they apply to MWAA property. FAA has 
prepared a Federal Consistency Determination for the Proposed Project. A copy is contained 
in Appendix C-3 of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0002 
  

20-3 Comment 

 

This office [VA Department of Environmental Quality] also administers Virginia's federal 
consistency review process pursuant to the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, as 
amended.  Pursuant to the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, as amended, the Federal 
Aviation Administration is required to determine the consistency of its activities affecting 
Virginia's coastal resources or coastal uses with the Virginia Coastal Resources Management 
Program (VCP) (see section 307(c)(1) of the Act and the Federal Consistency Regulations, 
15 CRFR Part, sub-part C, sections 930.39 et. seq.). 

 Response 

 

FAA prepared a Federal Consistency Determination for the Proposed Project, which was 
included in the DEIS. A copy is contained in Appendix C-3 of the FEIS. Based on comments 
submitted to FAA as a result of VDEQ's review of the DEIS, the VDEQ has issued their 
concurrence with the Coastal Zone Consistency Determination, which is included in Appendix 
C-3 of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0003 
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20-4 Comment 
 I am concerned about coastal zone resources. 
 Response 

 

Comment noted. Section 5.13 of the DEIS contains an analysis of potential Coastal Zone 
impacts associated with the Build Alternatives. FAA has prepared a Federal Consistency 
Determination for the Proposed Project. A copy is contained in Appendix C-3 of the FEIS  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0016 
  

20-5 Comment 

 

Applicants for projects requiring approval from the FAA must file consistency certifications 
pursuant to the Federal Consistency Regulations 9, subpart D, Sections 930.50 et seq.)  Also, 
if the Dulles Airport developments ... are to be undertaken with FAA funding assistance, then 
the Airport must file a consistency certification. 

 Response 

 

The Virginia Department of Environmental Quality has issued their concurrence with the 
Coastal Zone Consistency Determination included in the DEIS.  All necessary permits and 
certifications, as required, will be obtained by MWAA during the design phase of this project 
and will be in place prior to construction activities. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0003 
  

20-6 Comment 

 

Based on the information submitted and comments of reviewing agencies, the DEQ concurs 
that the proposed activity is consistent with the Virginia Coastal Resources Management 
Program, provided that MWAA and its contractors comply with all applicable requirements. 

 Response 
 MWAA [and its contractors] will comply with applicable regulations. 
 Letter Codes 
 DS0006 
  

20-7 Comment 

 
The RPAs shown on Figure 4.4.4-2 of the DEIS do not reflect the updated and expanded 
RPA boundaries (off airport property) that were adopted by the County in 2003. 

 Response 

 
The referenced figure has been revised for the FEIS to reflect the most current RPA 
boundaries. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
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20-8 Comment 

 

The DEIS does not identify whether or not on-site surveys of streams have been performed to 
determine whether they are perennial or intermittent.  Due to lack of access, Fairfax County 
staff did not evaluate headwater streams on the airport property, and therefore it is not know if 
the extent of perennial streams on Fairfax County's portion of the property (and hence the 
extent of the RPAs) is greater than what has been assumed. 

 Response 

 

The analysis included in the DEIS was performed using the most current information available 
from Fairfax County and based on field evaluations and represent the best information 
available. Fairfax County may contact MWAA to make arrangements to conduct its own field 
evaluation of the streams if necessary.  

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

20-9 Comment 

 

While the Coastal Zone Management Act Consistency Determination (App. C-3 of the DEIS) 
acknowledges impacts to RPAs, it does not establish how the "preferred alternative will be 
designed and developed in accordance with the criteria of . . . the Fairfax County CBPO." The 
provision of the DEIS to the County "for concurrence" does not, in staff's view, constitute 
compliance with RPA requirements.  Ideally, MWAA should seek an exception under the 
Chesapeake Bay Preservation Ordinance for the proposed encroachments in the RPAs on 
the site. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. MWAA will coordinate its construction plans and permits with all applicable 
jurisdictional agencies.  

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 21. Public Involvement 
  

21-1 Comment 

 
It would be helpful to provide a guide to what you can see tonight [public workshop] and some 
way to hear public comments and responses on Loudoun County TV. 

 Response 

 

All of the EIS public workshops have included handout material that consisted of the display 
boards and additional information.  Public comments have been made verbally at the Public 
Hearings. Members of the media were invited to all public meetings, however, the FAA 
cannot require public access television to cover the meetings.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0118 
  

21-2 Comment 

 
Lots of information, my questions were answered and my concerns were taken seriouly.  Staff 
very helpful. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0103 PP0104 
  

21-3 Comment 

 
From the public involvement presentations, it appears that MWAA and URS have done a very 
thorough job with the EIS and the people were very knowledgeable. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0088 PP0135 
  

21-4 Comment 

 

I'm disgusted that FAA would actually start eliminating, changing, and reducing alternatives 
without having an open forum or a meeting or town meeting.  I find this probably bordering on 
illegal. 

 Response 

 

The alternatives analysis was performed according to FAA Order 1050.1E.  The FAA 
provided the public opportunity for input during public workshops at the alternatives analysis 
phase in EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0136 
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21-5 Comment 

 

For future transmittals, the MWATA recipients are the following; 
 
Mr. Jim Ashe, WMATA ADMT Room 403B, 600 Fifth St. NW, Wash. DC 20001 
 
Mr. Dan Korzym, WMATA CONS Room 4A15, 600 Fifth St. NW, Wash. DC 20001 

 Response 
 Comment noted. Appropriate changes have been made to the EIS Mailing List. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0004 
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 22. Cost Considerations 
  

22-1 Comment 

 
How does this benefit the region?  Increase in jobs?  Increase in Tax Revenue? or Does this 
all become a burden on our current tax base? 

 Response 

 
The proposed project will have a positive economic impact on the Washington DC region, as 
detailed in Section 5.4 and Appendix B of the EIS document. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0031 
  

22-2 Comment 

 

I wondered if the grass gets watered and whether there might be another kind of ground 
cover that would both not need watering, not need mowing, and not attract birds, which 
presumably would save money. 

 Response 

 

The IAD property does not have an irrigation system for grass covered areas outside of the 
Terminal areas.  The airport uses a Wildlife Hazard Mitigation Plan developed with the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture to manage wildlife hazards at the airport. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0012 
  

22-3 Comment 

 
The proposed runway expansion is unjustified at this time and represent a waste of taxpayer 
dollars. 

 Response 

 

The existing three runway system at IAD will not be able to accommodate forecasted aircraft 
operations while maintaining an acceptable level of delay to airlines and passengers.  The 
purpose of the proposed project is to provide adequate capacity at the airport to safely and 
efficiently accommodate forecasted levels aviation activity. As part of MWAA's previous 
planning efforts, a Benefit-Cost analysis of the proposed project demonstrated a positive 
economic benefit.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0120 
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22-4 Comment 

 

Land needed to provide this greater runway separation is now available at reasonable cost.  
However, Loudoun County is growing very quickly and it should not be expected that such 
land will be available at a later date in an unimproved state when it might be needed.  If 
needed in the future, it could only be acquired at substantially greater cost and disruption to 
the lives of those displaced.  Moreover, if greater separation were needed, the runways 
themselves would have to be relocated.  Better to build it now with the greater separation. 

 Response 

 

Both Build Alternatives 3 and 4 are reasonable alternatives in terms of meeting the proposed 
project's purpose and need.  This EIS includes land acquisition required for the safe operation 
of the proposed north-south runway.  Any additional land acquisitions (for development, 
buffer, etc.) would be done at MWAA's discretion.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0105 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 23. EIS Process and Scope 
  

23-1 Comment 

 

The Department of Environmental Quality's Office of Environmental Impact Review is 
responsible for coordinating Virginia's review of federal environmental documents and 
responding to appropriate federal officials on behalf of the Commonwealth.  We anticipate 
that a number of state agencies, localities, and the regional planning district commission will 
need to receive copies of the Draft EIS when it is published for public review.  I have attached 
a list of agency contacts and addresses, and placed check marks next to agencies which 
should receive copies (and numbers next to those needing more than one copy). 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. All agencies as indicated have been sent a copy of the DEIS and will 
receive a copy of the FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 SS0003 
  

23-2 Comment 

 

The Virginia Department of Aviation supports the preparation of the Washington-Dulles 
International Airport Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the construction of two new 
runways, terminal facilities, and related airport facilities.  The Commonwealth's point of 
contact for the EIS is Virginia Department of Aviation Chief Airport Planner, Cliff Burnette. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 SS0006 
  

23-3 Comment 

 

We received the information about the Washington-Dulles International Airport Environmental 
Impact Statement Scoping Process on July 10, 2002.  Unfortunately, we will be unable to 
circulate the document that was provided by URS Corporation and provide you with 
comments by your deadline of July 12, 2002.  We will circulate the information and seek to 
get general comments to you within two weeks if that will be acceptable. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 SS0008 
  

23-4 Comment 

 

At this time, Loudoun County has no comments on issues pertaining to the EIS study as part 
of the scoping of the project.  We look forward to working with you and your team in the future 
on the EIS study for the runway expansion project at Dulles Airport. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 SL0003 
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23-5 Comment 

 
I live in Ashburn Village and got no notification of this meeting nor did I see notice of it 
anywhere.  I think you need to expand your notification process in terms of area and method. 

 Response 

 

Notification of the EIS Scoping Meetings were placed in numerous local newspapers 
including the Washington Post (June 2, 9 and 15); Washington Times (June 9 and 15); 
Northern Virginia Journal (June 9 and 16); Eastern Loudoun Times (June 13 and 20, and 
Metro Herald (June 19). In addition, the Scoping Meetings were advertised on local radio 
stations, on the MWAA Web-site, and through approximately 20,000 postcards that were 
mailed directly to area residents.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0003 
  

23-6 Comment 
 I did not receive notice of the meeting. 
 Response 
 Please see response to Comment 23-5. 
 Letter Codes 
 SP0008 
  

23-7 Comment 

 

On a side note, I attended the public scoping meeting on June 26, 2002 at Westfield High 
School.  I was very discouraged to hear the following comment from an FAA representative: 
"This project is going to happen no matter what to meet the expected demand for expansion."  
If it doesn't matter what the public thinks or says, why bother holding a public scoping meeting 
and ask for our opinions? 

 Response 

 

The FAA conducts the EIS process to identify the need for a proposed project, evaluate 
alternatives and analyze the impacts associated with a proposed project. If impacts would 
occur, the FAA works with the airport Sponsor to develop mitigation measures to off-set the 
impacts. The FAA does not make a "finding" on a project until after the Final Environmental 
Impact Statement has bee published and a Record of Decision is prepared. The FAA takes 
both the process and public comments very seriously and does not make an 
approval/disapproval decision on a project until after the process is completed.   

 Letter Codes 
 SP0013 
  

23-8 Comment 

 
The employees of the Dulles airport authority did not do a good job of answering questions 
last week.   They seemed to be blowing smoke for a decision already made. 

 Response 

 

All participants in the meetings, whether from FAA, MWAA or the Consultant Team strive to 
be responsive to all questions from the public during the Public Information Meetings. The 
EIS is an FAA process, not the Airports Authority's. The FAA takes both the process and 
public comments very seriously and does not make an approval/disapproval decision on a 
project until after the process is completed. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0017 
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23-9 Comment 

 
We think this proposed action is very unfair to the current residents and major data collection 
and review of the impact of this proposal should be done and published. 

 Response 

 

The DEIS contains a very detailed analysis of the environmental impacts associated with the 
Proposed Project and reasonable alternatives. Please see Chapter 5.0, Environmental 
Consequences, of the DEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0084 SP0018 
  

23-10 Comment 

 
Two other concerns I have is this meeting was set up and proper notice wasn't given to the 
Pleasant Valley community. 

 Response 

 

The meetings were formatted to allow for a maximum amount of direct interaction between 
the public and the EIS Team (FAA, MWAA, consultant). Notification of the EIS Scoping 
Meetings were placed in numerous local newspapers including the Washington Post (June 2, 
9 and 15); Washington Times (June 9 and 15); Northern Virginia Journal (June 9 and 16); 
Eastern Loudoun Times (June 13 and 20, and Metro Herald (June 19). In addition, the 
Scoping Meetings were advertised on local radio stations, on the MWAA Web-site, and 
through approximately 20,000 postcards that were mailed directly to area residents.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0040 
  

23-11 Comment 

 
I am not coming to the nighttime meeting -- but I am interested in the comments you get.  
How would I be able to get a record of the comments that you receive tonight? 

 Response 

 
All comments received during the EIS process are contained in the Appendices to the DEIS 
and FEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 SL0014 
  

23-12 Comment 
 Do you put all of this information on the web site?  (comments, scoping report, etc.) 
 Response 

 

Copies of the Meeting Boards and Handouts have been posted on the Web-site from the 
beginning of the process. After publication of the DEIS, the entire document, including the 
appendices, which contain the comments received to date, were also posted on the Web-site. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0030 PP0118 SL0015 
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23-13 Comment 

 

If you have not already done so, we [Federal Highway Administration] suggest that you 
coordinate your study with the Virginia Department of Transportation which is preparing 
several Environmental Impact Statements for proposed transportation improvements in 
northern Virginia where the Federal Highway Administration is serving as the lead federal 
agency.  These projects have the potential to impact surface transportation and the circulation 
of traffic in the project area as well as access to the airport.  In some of them, access and 
travel to Washington-Dulles International Airport figures prominently in the purpose and need 
for the project.  Those proposed projects are:   Western Transportation Corridor EIS,  
Interstate 66 Multimodal Transportation and Environmental Study,  Tri-County Parkway EIS,  
Beltway Improvement Study EIS.  We also suggest you coordinate with the Eastern Federal 
Lands Highway Division which is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement for the 
relocation of Route 29 outside of Manassas National Battlefield Park.  

 Response 
 Comment noted. FAA has coordinated with the FHA throughout the Dulles EIS process. 
 Letter Codes 
 SF0004 
  

23-14 Comment 

 

In addition to the impact on surface transportation and airport access, the cumulative impact 
of the proposed airport improvements along with the proposed transportation improvements 
listed above, if they can be considered to be reasonably foreseeable future projects, will also 
need to be considered in the Washington-Dulles International Airport Environmental Impact 
Statement. 

 Response 

 
In the Cumulative Impacts analysis contained in Section 5.23 of the DEIS, FAA considered 
other FAA actions as well as those proposed by the Airport Authority and local governments. 

 Letter Codes 
 SF0004 
  

23-15 Comment 

 

Thank you for your kind invitation to Governor Warner to participate in the FAA Agency 
Meeting on June 26, 2002.  As much as he appreciates your offering of this opportunity, it will 
not be possible for the Governor to attend this event. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 SS0010 
  

23-16 Comment 

 

My husband and I were unable to attend you(sic) public meeting.  We are hoping you could 
send us any maps or papers concerning this effort.  We are located in the Broadlands section 
of Ashburn and are very interested in this matter. 

 Response 

 

Copies of the Meeting Boards and Handouts have been posted on the Web-site from the 
beginning of the process. After publication of the DEIS, the entire document, including the 
appendices, which contain the comments received to date, were also posted on the Web-site. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0021 
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23-17 Comment 

 

Although our neighborhood (Pleasant Valley - just South of Rt. 50) is directly affected by 
increased air traffic at Dulles Airport, we were neglected to be notified by mail of the public 
meetings on June 26th and 27th.  There were no notices published in the Public nor Legal 
Notices sections in either the Chantilly Times, nor the Centreview.  There was a back page 
article in the Chantilly Times of which the dates in the title were incorrect and there was no 
mention of any meeting times.  However, a few of us did find out about the meeting and 
correct times and attended the June 26th EIS Public Scoping Meeting. 

 Response 

 

Notification of the EIS Scoping Meetings were placed in numerous local newspapers 
including the Washington Post (June 2, 9 and 15); Washington Times (June 9 and 15); 
Northern Virginia Journal (June 9 and 16); Eastern Loudoun Times (June 13 and 20, and 
Metro Herald (June 19). In addition, the Scoping Meetings were advertised on local radio 
stations, on the MWAA Web-site, and through approximately 20,000 postcards that were 
mailed directly to area residents. the Mailing List for the EIS was updated after the Scoping 
Meetings to include the Pleasant Valley area. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0023 
  

23-18 Comment 

 

I was fortunate to attend the Tier 2 public meeting and noted that the 90 acres of forest along 
runway 12 (or 30) will be removed for a soil bank.  I find this disheartening that the destruction 
of 90 acres of forest was not counted in this phase of the Dulles development since 
essentially having the forest removal in another study removes the disadvantage from further 
degrading the TOTAL environment cost, which I believe is large.  This is most disappointing.  
While it is clear that installation of the APM (Automated People Movers) will create a net 
benefit by eliminating the diesel buses that today move passengers from the main terminal to 
the gates, I think that by removing the 90 acres of forest, the airport development authority 
has chosen to lessen the impact of the runway program by moving one disadvantage into the 
Tier 2 effort where the environmental costs are rather marginal. 

 Response 

 
The clearing of forested lands was an impact associated with the Tier 2 project and was 
therefore rightfully evaluated as part of that study. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0026 
  

23-19 Comment 

 

In your letter of July 8 on the Washington-Dulles International Airport EIS Scoping process 
you indicated no one from the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) attended the 
June 26 Scoping Meeting.  That is not correct.  Mr. Robert McDonald, Chief of our 
Transportation Planning Section, attended the meeting.  On July 8 he wrote to Mr. Smigelski 
of the Federal Aviation Administration identifying VDOT's transportation related questions for 
the EIS.  You will shortly receive a letter identifying Mr. James Cromwell, District 
Environmental Manager, as the point of contact for VDOT.  He will coordinated all of VDOT's 
efforts on the EIS. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. Thank you for the correction.  
 Letter Codes 
 SS0015 
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23-20 Comment 

 

This is in reference to your letter dated July 8, 2002 requesting our participation in the 
Washington Dulles International Airport EIS scoping process.  On June 26, 2002, Mr. Ron 
Stouffer of our Northern Virginia Field Office did attend the scoping meeting.  In response to 
the request for comments relative to the proposed Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), on 
July 10, 2002, we provided Mr. Smigelski a letter (copy enclosed) describing our preliminary 
concerns.  We look forward to working with you in the development and review of this EIS. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 SF0005 
  

23-21 Comment 

 

I have forwarded the Environmental Impact Study information provided by your consultant, 
URS Corporation, to the Virginia Department of Aviation for review.  To facilitate participation 
in the future, please send all correspondence pertaining to the Environmental Impact Study to 
Mr. Cliff Burnette, Chief Airport Planner, Virginia Department of Aviation, 5702 Gulfstream 
Road, Richmond Virginia 23250.  Mr. Burnette can be also contacted directly at 804/236-3632 
or burnette@doav.state.va.us. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 PS0001 
  

23-22 Comment 

 
The Federal Transit Administration requests that you coordinate this work with the 
Department of Rail & Public Transportation (DRPT), if it is not occurring already. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. FAA has coordinated with the DRPT during the EIS process. 
 Letter Codes 
 PF0001 
  

23-23 Comment 

 
I appreciated the study and the efforts that went into all the environmental issues here.  It is 
very informative. I had no idea that this preceded building like this, so it made me aware of it. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0007 PP0115 PP0116 
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23-24 Comment 

 

MWAA has illegally segmented this project, which is a violation of NEPA.  Your website states 
that you are "currently undertaking a capital improvements program, called d2.  Several 
separate studies look at the potential environmental impacts of three major proposed project 
groups 1) a new concourse, passenger train system, and associated projects that will replace 
existing Concourse C/D and the mobile lounge shuttles; 2) a replacement, modernized ATC 
tower; 3) and two new runways and associated projects."  By not including all 3 of these 
projects in one EIS you have failed to disclose all of the environmental impacts of you capital 
improvements program. 

 Response 

 

FAA believes that these projects have what is termed "independent utility" - meaning that the 
projects are not related, are justified on their individual merits, and could be 
constructed/operated independently of each other. Each document discloses the full 
environmental impacts associated with each project. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0111 PP0043 
  

23-25 Comment 

 
Who is the person responsible for receiving our requests to analyze our neighborhood?  In 
what format should these requests take?  What is the deadline? 

 Response 
 All comments on the EIS should be directed to the FAA Project Manager, Mr. Brad Mehaffy. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0055 PP0056 
  

23-26 Comment 

 

As a homeowner who lives near the airport, I don't believe this assessment has gone far 
enough.  There is not even a noise monitoring station within five miles of my neighborhood.  
So how could you possible be able to assess the impacts here? Until a full assessment of all 
noise impacts has been made, your study remains incomplete. 

 Response 

 
Chapter 5.1 of the DEIS contains a detailed analysis of the noise impacts associated with the 
alternatives. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0007 DP0020 PP0131 
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23-27 Comment 

 

During the January 14, 2004 Agency Meeting, the FAA stated that the increased number of 
flights would be the same for both the "No-Build" and "Build" Alternatives, and that the project 
is not currently projecting further increases in numbers of flights that could be accommodated 
in the future as a result of the airport's increased runway capacity.  While we understand the 
need to place some reasonable limitation on the projected number of increased flights, we 
believe that the FAA should perhaps consider re-evaluating its projections and consider the 
very realistic scenario that increased runway capacity might very well lead to an even greater 
increase in flights than currently projected.  This new projection could replace the existing 
projection or be added as an additional scenario in the analysis of resulting environmental 
impacts.  

 Response 

 

The forecast of aviation operations that were approved for use in the DEIS by the FAA show 
no difference in the number of operations associated with the No-Action Alternative and the 
Build Alternatives through the EIS Study Year 2010. The FEIS contains an analysis of noise 
impacts for the year 2025, which takes into account an increased number of aircraft 
operations associated with the Build Alternatives, when compared to the 2025 No-Action 
Alternative. 

 Letter Codes 
 PS0005 
  

23-28 Comment 

 
I have the impression that this process is very thorough and comprehensive because I'm also 
familiar with the NEPA process, and I'm impressed with the consultant's work. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0032 PP0139 PP0140 
  

23-29 Comment 

 

The no-action arrival/departure shows no arrivals from the east, on the east/west runway.  
Since I live under that east/west runway's approach, I know it is used approximately 10 times 
a year.  You show no arrivals.  That's a problem that needs to be resolved. 

 Response 

 
Arrivals from the east have been accounted for in the DEIS. Please see Figure 5.1.2-1 of the 
DEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0145 
  

23-30 Comment 

 
I think that it is good for us to know the thoughts and concerns that the communities have to 
offer.  It is very beneficial to me and the surrounding Dulles area. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. This information is very important to the FAA as well. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0055 
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23-31 Comment 

 
The study boundary seems to stop right abruptly at the Prince Williams County line, yet there 
are major flight lines into Prince William County. 

 Response 

 

The Generalized Study Area is based on the approximate limits of the DNL 65 dBA noise 
contour associated with the future noise contours at IAD (please see Section 4.2.1.1 of the 
DEIS. There are flight tracks that extend beyond the limits of the Generalized Study Area, and 
these were taken into account in the noise impacts analysis presented in Section 5.1 of the 
DEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0003 DP0040 
  

23-32 Comment 

 
We urge you to complete the EIS process as soon as possible to ensure that the new runway 
capacity can be built to serve the ever growing needs of our area. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0059 DP0069 DP0091 DP0092 DP0108 DP0114 
  

23-33 Comment 

 
[We] request that the FAA maintain priority on ATO programs to equip the new runways and 
prepare the airspace for their use. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0092 
  

23-34 Comment 

 

[W]onder whether someone involved with the study is manipulating the cultural "boundary of 
the problem" to minimize negative impact and thereby guarantee a result to move forward 
with the "build" alternatives. 

 Response 

 

The study areas were established to evaluate areas where direct, indirect and socioeconomic 
impacts would occur as a result of the future No-Action and Build Alternatives. If impacts were 
found to occur outside these boundaries, they would still be reported in the DEIS and FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0111 
  

23-35 Comment 

 

How can such statement or EIS truly consider the impact if the study area is curtailed to NOT 
include certain natural "open space" areas that are in proximity to the improvement and for 
which may have the largest net effects? 

 Response 
 Please see response to Comment 23-34.  
 Letter Codes 
 DP0111 
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23-36 Comment 

 

Longer-term impacts that are dependent on the number and/or character of operations 
(including noise, transportation, air quality, and, to some extent, water quality impacts) 
should, therefore, be considered. 

 Response 

 
The FEIS has added an analysis of noise impacts for the year 2025 and the air quality 
analysis has been expanded to include the year 1015.  

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

23-37 Comment 

 

It is assumed that the number of passenger enplanements will be the same as that which was 
assumed in conjunction with the 1993 Part 150 Addendum?  If not, what will be the impacts of 
additional usage of the airport in terms of off-site transportation facilities, air pollutant 
emissions, and sewer and water use?  Fairfax County recalls that 55 million passengers per 
year was the capacity estimated previously, however the DEIS states that Dulles could 
accommodate 60 million passengers in 20 years. 

 Response 

 

The forecasts that were used for the DEIS are not the same as those used for the 1993 Part 
150 Addendum. FAA felt that these older forecasts needed to be updated for the EIS. The 
DEIS/FEIS analysis study year is 2010. By this year, the number of passenger enplanements 
is forecast to be the same for both the No-Action Alternatives and the Build Alternatives, 
therefore the Build Alternatives will not have an impact to off-site transportation facilities, 
sewer or water usage rates. Impacts associated with air pollutant emissions were evaluated 
for the year 2010 in the DEIS, and 2010 and 2015 in the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

23-38 Comment 

 

Prince William County is requesting clarification as to whether the County was or should have 
been formally notified of the DEIS by FAA.  If it is found that the County should have been 
notified, then we respectfully request additional time to review the DEIS for the purpose of 
providing feedback to the FAA. 

 Response 

 

The FAA did not send out "formal" notification of the availability of the DEIS. Those local 
governments that had been participating in the EIS process since Scoping and had requested 
copies of the EIS documents were included on the distribution list and received copies of 
either the entire DEIS document or the Executive Summary. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0003 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 24. Quality of Life 
  

24-1 Comment 

 
We are concerned about the negative impact the runways would have on the quality of life 
and long-term value of our neighborhood. 

 Response 
 Please see response to Comment 6-1. 
 Letter Codes 

 

DP0051 DP0073 PP0006 PP0013 PP0015 PP0025 PP0027 PP0032 PP0033 PP0039 
PP0040 PP0050 PP0053 PP0056 PP0063 PP0064 PP0088 PP0112 PP0113 PP0121 
PP0128 SP0009 SP0027 

  
24-2 Comment 

 

We've all paid great sums of money for our homes recently.  Adding extra runways will 
immediately make it less attractive to live hear (sic).  What protection will the Dulles 
authorities provide homeowners and business owners on their investment? 

 Response 

 

As indicated in Appendix B of the EIS (Technical Memorandum No. 5, Potential Impact on 
Land Value in the Dulles Area - A Review of the Literature), airports are economic generators 
as well as noise generators.  Noise exposure in areas that experience a change in flight 
patterns and resulting change in noise contours impacts a well-defined number of properties 
and results in a decrease in property values and property tax assessments, however 
increased concentrations of employment and economic activity can contribute to increased 
property value and increased property tax assessments in a broad area surrounding an 
airport.  The noise impacts due to the proposed project do not require mitigation measures.  
Any mitigation of the effects of noise would be voluntary at the discretion of MWAA. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0017 
  

24-3 Comment 

 
Why do we keep building homes around the airport without letting the homeowners know that 
the noise, traffic, air quality will be way worse than it is now. 

 Response 

 

The counties surrounding the airport (Fairfax and Loudoun) have worked closely with MWAA 
to develop land use guidelines that reflect the five-runway configuration, thereby decreasing 
incompatible land uses as a result of the proposed project. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0018 
  

24-4 Comment 
 Please don't approve the additional runways and keep Northern Virginia a nice place to live. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0028 PP0086 SP0019 
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24-5 Comment 

 
The level of sleep disturbances at night is increasing as the volume of aircraft using the 
airport increases. 

 Response 

 

The EIS provides an analysis of the number of events above nighttime SEL 90 dBA, which 
relates to sleep disturbance.  The analysis is provided in Appendix D for the No-Action 
Alternative, Build Alternative 3 and Build Alternative 4. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0007 PP0119 SP0035 
  

24-6 Comment 

 
Under more stringent local standards, between 37 and 38 residents might become aware of 
increased flight activity, a situation that can be mitigated should it arise. 

 Response 

 
The noise impacts due to the proposed project do not require mitigation measures.  Any 
mitigation of the effects of noise would be voluntary at the discretion of MWAA. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0092 DP0108 
  

24-7 Comment 

 

Loudoun County is the fastest growing county in the Nation.  The region cannot keep up with 
the pace of residential growth and the incessant need for facilities; which put a huge damper 
on taxpayer resources.  Any unmanaged growth at IAD only exacerbates the problem.  
Runways at IAD are simply not the weakest link. 

 Response 

 

The purpose of the proposed project is to allow IAD to meet forecasted demand of aviation 
activity without unacceptable delay to airlines and passengers.  The development of two 
additional runways at IAD has been contained in master plans prior to the existence of 
MWAA. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0111 
  

24-8 Comment 

 

During reconstruction of the east-west runway from April to September of 2004, due to jet 
taking off [until] late night and [starting] early morning I was forced to close my house 
windows and that created some health problem to us.   

 Response 
 Comment noted. This was a temporary situation not associated with the EIS projects.  
 Letter Codes 
 DP0089 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 25. Floodplains 
  

25-1 Comment 

 
In evaluating floodplain issues, the EIS should consider how Fairfax County defines 
floodplains in its Zoning Ordinance. 

 Response 

 

The Fairfax County definition of floodplains differs from that of FEMA.  Floodplain 
management will be addressed on IAD by MWAA in accordance with applicable FEMA 
regulations. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0004 
  

25-2 Comment 
 I am concerned about floodplains. 
 Response 

 

The DEIS addresses floodplain issues in Sections 4.3.4,  5.12, 6.2 and 6.3. The design plans 
for the proposed runways prepared by MWAA will provide for floodplain compensatory 
storage to mitigate for floodplain impacts. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0016 
  

25-3 Comment 

 

[T]here is a watershed boundary between Broad and Cub Runs.  In the area between the new 
concourse and the current terminal, the watershed boundary line seems to follow the county 
line between Loudoun and Fairfax.  It seems unusual that the watershed boundary follows 
exactly the county line.  So that looks curious that somebody fudged when the lines didn't line 
up where they should have.  That needs to be re-examined. 

 Response 

 
Figure 4.3.3-1 of the DEIS correctly depicts the watershed boundaries for Cub and Broad 
Runs. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0145 
  

25-4 Comment 

 

Our concern is that with the runways construction, unless extraordinary stormwater 
management is put in place, many more of us will be forced to buy flood insurance and be 
subject to more flooding than we obviously already suffer from time to time. 

 Response 

 

The stormwater management design for IAD will be completed in accordance with applicable 
Federal Emergency Management Agency and Virginia requirements to address floodplain 
impacts from the Preferred Alternative. Please see Section 6.3 of the FEIS for floodplain 
mitigation measures. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0045 
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25-5 Comment 

 
Will the FAA and MWAA give me written guarantees that the construction will not endanger 
my home from flooding? 

 Response 

 

Written guarantees regarding flooding are not required from the airport sponsor for NEPA 
purposes. The stormwater management design for IAD will be completed in accordance with 
applicable Federal Emergency Management Agency, Virginia, and local requirements to 
address floodplain impacts from the Preferred Alternative. Please see Section 6.3 of the FEIS 
for floodplain mitigation measures. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0063 
  

25-6 Comment 
 Will the FAA and MWAA compensate me if I am forced to purchase flood insurance? 
 Response 

 

Written guarantees or assurances regarding flood insurance costs are not required from the 
airport sponsor for NEPA purposes. The stormwater management design for IAD will be 
completed in accordance with applicable Federal Emergency Management Agency, Virginia, 
and local requirements to address floodplain impacts from the Preferred Alternative. Please 
see Section 6.3 of the FEIS for floodplain mitigation measures. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0045 DP0063 
  

25-7 Comment 

 

The DEIS does not provide enough details regarding the potential for increased flooding 
impacts along Cub Run downstream from the airport (aside from a note on Page 6-14 that the 
proposed stormwater management facility in the Cub Run watershed is being designed "to 
increase the 100-year flood elevation of the receiving stream by no more than one foot.") 

 Response 

 

Section 6 of the DEIS has been updated for the FEIS to include the most recent information 
regarding the proposed stormwater management design.  Because detailed designs have not 
been completed at this time, the actual discharges and water surface elevations cannot be 
modeled at this stage of planning.  The stormwater management will be designed such that 
the 100-year flood elevation will not increase more than the allowable limit according to the 
applicable regulations. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

25-8 Comment 

 

Is the stormwater management facility that is being proposed in the Cub Run watershed 
being designed to address, comprehensively, all additional impervious cover that is 
anticipated, per the Comprehensive Stormwater Management Plan for Dulles Airport, in this 
watershed? 

 Response 

 
Yes, according to the Comprehensive Stormwater Management Plan, the facilities will be 
designed to address the increase in stormwater runoff from the additional impervious cover. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
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25-9 Comment 

 

The DEIS recognizes that there are local definitions of "floodplain" but limits its consideration 
of this term to those floodplains defined as such by FEMA.  These floodplains begin 
considerably farther downstream than the County-defined floodplains; for example the DEIS 
identifies no 100-year floodplain impacts on the Cub Run watershed despite the fact that the 
new east-west runway would cross streams with fairly substantial drainage areas.  We 
continue to recommend that impacts to locally-defined areas of sensitivity be evaluated in the 
EIS. 

 Response 

 
The local definition of floodplains differs from that of FEMA.  Floodplain management will be 
addressed on IAD by MWAA in accordance with applicable regulations. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
  

25-10 Comment 

 

In accordance with EO 11988, floodplain impacts should be mitigated to the maximum extent 
possible, including compensation for any unavoidable floodplain impacts.  USFWS 
recommends that the applicant mitigate and compensate floodplain impacts following the 
recommendations listed above for wetland mitigation or through the restoration of riparian 
corridors within the impacted sub-watersheds.  

 Response 

 

The floodplain analysis in the DEIS did not identify any significant impacts to IAD floodplains 
after appropriate mitigation measures are implemented.  As stated on page 6-11 of the DEIS, 
all potential floodplain impacts are to be mitigated through the use of culverts and stormwater 
management detention as well as limiting the placement of fill within the floodplain areas to 
the maximum extent practicable. Additional mitigation for floodplains is included in Section 6.3 
of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0003 
  
  



6-140 

 
  
 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 26. Environmental Justice 
  
 No comments 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 27. Surface Transportation 
  

27-1 Comment 

 
Will the present passenger / public access point (Route 28 and the Dulles Airport Access 
Road) remain the only access point or will an additional public access point be constructed? 

 Response 

 
No surface transportation improvements are included in the proposed project, therefore no 
additional access points to the airport would be created as part of the proposed project. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0010 SS0004 
  

27-2 Comment 

 

What is the increase in daily passengers (arrivals and departures, not transfers) that is 
expected to result from the proposed airport improvements?  What year is this increase 
expected to occur?  What will be the increased parking demand? 

 Response 

 

Section 1.3 of the DEIS presents a summary of the forecasted operations and enplaned 
passengers.  Passenger enplanements are forecasted to increase from 8,515,498 in 2002 to 
15,350,500 in 2010 with or without the proposed improvements.  No automobile parking 
improvements are included as part of the proposed projects. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0087 PP0088 PP0089 SS0004 
  

27-3 Comment 

 

An increase in passengers will likely increase traffic on Route 28 and other roads that provide 
access to Dulles.  Will the traffic impacts be analyzed?  If so, what roads will be included in 
the analysis? 

 Response 

 
Passengers using IAD are forecast to increase at the same rate through 2010 in the No-
Action Alternative and the Build Alternatives. A traffic analysis was not performed in the EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0004 
  

27-4 Comment 

 
What is the expected increase in daily truck traffic entering / leaving the airport to handle the 
expected increase in air cargo shipments? 

 Response 

 
The increase in cargo traffic at IAD is identical through 2010 in the No-Action Alternative and 
the Build Alternatives.  No analysis of truck traffic has been performed in the EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0004 
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27-5 Comment 

 
What portion of the increased passenger traffic will be assumed to use public transit to arrive 
at / depart from the airport? 

 Response 

 

The passenger volume at IAD is forecast to be identical for the No-Action Alternative and 
Build Alternatives through 2010.  No analysis of public transportation use has been performed 
in the EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SS0004 
  

27-6 Comment 

 

In addressing surface transportation issues, the EIS should identify existing and future off-
airport traffic flow conditions, on both a daily and peak-period basis, along roads that can be 
expected to have increased traffic volumes as a result of increased airport operational 
capacity.  Of particular interest are conditions on State Route 28, U.S. Route 50, and the 
Dulles Access and Toll Roads.  The EIS should also identify mitigation measures that may be 
needed to address traffic congestion. 

 Response 

 

The No-Action Alternative and Build Alternatives would experience identical passenger 
volume levels through 2010, therefore there would be no impacts to surface transportation as 
a result of the proposed project and mitigation measures are not warranted. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0003 PP0043 SL0004 
  

27-7 Comment 

 

I am concerned about pollution and traffic congestion caused by the lack of appropriate public 
transport providing surface access to the airport.  This too is becoming increasingly serious 
issue as the number of airport users, employees as well as passengers, increases.  Since the 
original plans for the airport envisaged a rail link to the terminal and since most of the 
planning work has already been completed, commitment to and budget provision for this 
project should be a prior condition of building any project which will increase the capacity of 
the airport. 

 Response 

 

There would be no increase in passengers using IAD as a result of the proposed project 
through 2010.  Public transportation links in the Dulles area are outside of the scope of this 
EIS.  Extensions of the Metro line to Dulles are proposed by another sponsoring agency and 
have undergone a separate environmental review. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0010 
  

27-8 Comment 

 
I am concerned about increased traffic congestion and the resulting decrease in the quality of 
life. 

 Response 

 
The proposed project would not cause an increase in passengers using IAD through 2010 
and will not affect local traffic congestion or quality of life.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0009 SP0013 SP0018 
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27-9 Comment 
 The new runways should not be built without a traffic/transportation solution in place. 
 Response 

 
The proposed project would not cause an increase in passengers using IAD through 2010, 
and no surface transportation improvements are included in the proposed action.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0013 SP0015 
  

27-10 Comment 

 

The concern I have is the impact on traffic in the area and, again, how much congestion will 
be caused by the airport.  I mean, it kind of reminds me of George Mason University when it 
was built.  It's not mutually exclusive from building roads in the area.  They need to consider 
both at the same time and I don't see that here. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. The proposed project would not cause an increase in passengers using IAD 
through 2010 and will not affect local traffic congestion.   

 Letter Codes 
 SP0040 
  

27-11 Comment 

 

Direct and indirect impacts of increased capacity for air travel should also be examined 
including increased traffic in and around the airport and increased need for parking and other 
accessory buildings and services.  The impacts associated with passenger and flight growth 
related to the runway expansions should be comprehensively considered. 

 Response 

 
No increase in passenger levels are forecasted to occur as a result of the proposed project 
through 2010.  No automobile parking improvements are included in the proposed project. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0005 
  

27-12 Comment 

 
What road network is proposed on the Dulles Airport Master Plan?  Will the runway 
expansion interfere with planned roads in the area?  Please check the Master Plan. 

 Response 

 
No surface transportation improvements are included in the proposed project included in this 
EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0006 
  

27-13 Comment 

 
Exactly what road improvements are being proposed on-site? Have you completed a traffic 
study for them? 

 Response 
 No surface transportation improvements are included in the proposed project. 
 Letter Codes 
 SL0006 SL0010 
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27-14 Comment 

 
Do the airport improvements require more transit facilities (both bus and rail)?  What kind of 
facilities are needed to provide adequate transit service to the airport? 

 Response 

 

No surface transportation improvements are included as part of the proposed project.  Public 
transportation improvements of the Metro system in the Dulles area are proposed by a 
separate sponsoring agency and have undergone separate environmental review. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0010 
  

27-15 Comment 

 

As so noted in Mr. McDonald's comments, our agency's [Virginia Department of 
Transportation] concern is the impact of the project on the local transportation network, 
including existing and planned systems.  Specifically, the impact on the transportation 
"connections" between the airport and the region's activity centers are of interest. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. No surface transportation improvements are included as part of the 
proposed project.  Public transportation improvements connections between the airport and 
the region's activity centers should be proposed and implemented by local municipalities and 
are not the responsibility of MWAA.  

 Letter Codes 
 SS0013 
  

27-16 Comment 
 Will adequate parking be available?  Where? 
 Response 

 

No automobile parking improvements are included as part of the proposed project.  It is the 
responsibility of the airport sponsor, MWAA, to properly plan airport development (including 
parking) to adequately meet demand levels. 

 Letter Codes 
 SL0010 
  

27-17 Comment 
 Is Pacific Boulevard going to be extended to airport parking? 
 Response 
 No surface transportation improvements are included as part of the proposed project. 
 Letter Codes 
 SL0010 
  

27-18 Comment 

 
Our roads are currently over-burdened.  The road feeder into IAD already suffers from traffic 
jams resulting in missed flights and frustrating travel. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 SP0031 
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27-19 Comment 
 Require that Mass-Transit be completed to IAD prior to the runways. 
 Response 

 
Mass transit in the form of the Metro extension to the Dulles area has been proposed by a 
separate sponsoring agency and has undergone separate environmental review. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0031 
  

27-20 Comment 

 

Several related studies are currently underway and should be considered in the EIS such as 
the I-66 Multimodal Transportation and Environmental Study, the Western Transportation 
Corridor Study, the Capital Beltway and the Dulles Corridor Rapid Transit Study.  The studies 
should be reviewed to determine if they had accurately identified and taken account of 
projected increases in traffic due to the increases in numbers of incoming and outgoing flights 
as projected for the EIS. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. FAA and MWAA can provide its forecasts of aviation activity at IAD to the 
responsible agencies charged with preparing the studies referenced in the comment.  

 Letter Codes 
 PS0005 SS0013 
  

27-21 Comment 

 
I remain concerned that the effects of the proposed new runways on the surface 
transportation system are not being considered in the EIS 

 Response 

 
Passenger levels using IAD are not anticipated to change as a result of the proposed project 
through 2010. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 PP0018 PS0002 
  

27-22 Comment 
 While planning for the airport, MWAA should coordinate with the Metro for parking. 
 Response 
 MWAA will coordinate with all appropriate agencies/group concerning parking improvements.  
 Letter Codes 
 DP0025 
  

27-23 Comment 

 

If traffic congestion gets to the point that it becomes difficult to reach Dulles Airport, travelers 
may use one of the other regional airports instead of Dulles and the actual future aircraft 
operations may fall short of the projection. 

 Response 

 

The passenger activity level is forecasted to remain identical between the No-Action 
Alternative and the Build Alternatives through 2010, therefore there would be no anticipated 
traffic increase as a result of the proposed project in the EIS study period. 

 Letter Codes 
 PS0006 
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27-24 Comment 

 
The department requests that the FAA's Final EIS recognize the Commonwealth's significant 
commitment to fulfilling the 40-year vision of bringing rail to Dulles Airport.... 

 Response 
 Comment noted. The discussion of the Metrorail has been expanded in the FEIS. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0039 
  

27-25 Comment 

 

We request that the Final EIS (including the cumulative effects section) recognize the 
publication of the Dulles Corridor Metrorail Final EIS, which incorporates all project elements 
shown in the March 2004 revision of the Airport Layout Plan. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. The discussion of the Metrorail has been expanded in the FEIS. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0039 DS0005 
  

27-26 Comment 

 

Use the Dulles Metrorail Extension project's new official name, the "Dulles Corridor Metrorail 
Project" for all references to the planned extension of Metrorail system from the existing 
Orange Line to Dulles Airport and beyond. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. The name of the Metrorail project has been corrected for the FEIS.  
 Letter Codes 
 DS0005 
  

27-27 Comment 

 

Acknowledge that DRPT and FTA have completed the NEPA environmental review process 
for the Dulles Corridor Metrorail Project.  Following the publication of the project's Final EIS in 
December 2004, FTA issued a ROD on March 2, 2005.  A related ROD from FAA (which was 
a cooperating agency and signatory to the project's FEIS) is also scheduled for completion in 
March 2005. 

 Response 
 Comment noted.The discussion of the Metrorail has been expanded in the FEIS.  
 Letter Codes 
 DS0005 
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27-28 Comment 

 

Update the description of the current status of the Dulles Corridor Metrorail Project to reflect 
the substantial progress achieved over the past year to advance it toward construction.  As 
currently written, the discussion of the project in the DEIS makes it appear far more uncertain 
and speculative than is actually the case.  In addition to the NEPA phase, preliminary 
engineering has begun, non-Federal funding for construction of the first phase has been 
committed, and the DRPT and its partners are actively working to advance the engineering 
design and seek funding commitments for the second phase to IAD and Loudoun County. 

 Response 
 Comment noted.The discussion of the Metrorail has been updated for the FEIS.  
 Letter Codes 
 DS0005 
  

27-29 Comment 

 

The local region is working cooperatively with MWAA to ensure sustained good access to IAD 
through an extension of the Metrorail system to Loudoun County with a stop in the Dulles 
terminal. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0108 
  

27-30 Comment 

 
The Dulles Corridor Metrorail Project station facilities of the Project's Route 606 Station 
should be added to the ALP shown in Figure 1.2-1a of the DEIS. 

 Response 

 

The Airport Layout Plan is the airport sponsor's (MWAA) responsibility to develop and 
maintain.  Any revisions to the ALP would be made by MWAA and then submitted to FAA for 
review and approval. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0004 
  

27-31 Comment 

 

MWATA refers FAA to the VA Dept. of Rail and Transportation, sponsor of the Dulles Corridor 
Metrorail Project, for the current status of the Project in order to update the Project's 
description on Pages 5-31 and 5-175.  The Project may be in operation at IAD during the 
planning horizon of the DEIS. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. The discussion of the Metrorail has been updated for the FEIS. 
 Letter Codes 
 DL0004 
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 28. Design, Art, and Architecture 
  
 No comments 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 29. Other 
  

29-1 Comment 

 
The EIS should recognize Fairfax County's Environmental Quality Corridor (EQC) policy and 
attempt to design airport improvements to minimize impacts to EQCs. 

 Response 

 

FAA and MWAA acknowledge the establishment of Fairfax County's EQC policy. However, all 
construction associated with the Build Alternatives would occur on MWAA property, and 
Fairfax County's policy does not apply to MWAA owned lands. 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 SL0004 
  

29-2 Comment 
 I am concerned about wild and scenic rivers. 
 Response 

 

Potential impacts to Wild and Scenic Rivers is discussed in Section 5.14 of the DEIS. Based 
on the analysis conducted for the DEIS, the Build Alternatives will not result in impacts to Wild 
and Scenic Rivers.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0016 
  

29-3 Comment 

 

I would like to see statistically the landing patterns as they are now for a year's time -- how 
many times do they land and on which runway and take off on which runway -- so I can tell by 
comparison, with the new angled runways, how they'll be most likely taking off and landing, 
which would kind of dictate if they are over my neighborhood. 

 Response 

 
Detailed information on the existing condition flight tracks and runway use percentages are 
contained in Appendix D of the DEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 SP0036 
  

29-4 Comment 

 
The project will not impact any streams on the National Park Service Nationwide Inventory, 
Final Lists of Rivers, potential Scenic Rivers or existing or potential State Scenic Byways. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 SS0012 
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29-5 Comment 

 
Recommend adequate pest control guidelines be in place for the protection of the public's 
health. 

 Response 

 

Pest control measures at the airport are managed by MWAA, not the FAA. MWAA has in 
place pest control guidelines that conform to Federal, state and local requirements for the 
control of pests and protection of the public's health.  

 Letter Codes 
 SL0011 
  

29-6 Comment 

 
We would like to request a copy of the Runway Use proposal for the current and proposed 
runways. 

 Response 

 
Details of the existing condition and future runway use assumption upon which the noise 
impact analysis was based are contained in Appendix D of the DEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0023 SP0029 
  

29-7 Comment 
 Who is funding this initiative and development? 
 Response 
 Funding for the proposed project will be provided by both the FAA and the MWAA. 
 Letter Codes 
 SP0031 
  

29-8 Comment 

 
I would like you to know that I am very supportive of the expedited construction of the new 
Dulles runways. 

 Response 
 Commented noted. 
 Letter Codes 

 
DP0012 DP0013 DP0014 DP0015 DP0017 DP0018 DP0019 DP0034 DP0077 DP0078 
DP0080 DP0081 DP0082 DP0083 DP0084 DP0104 PP0095 SP0032 

  
29-9 Comment 

 
Please make maps showing arrival and departure tracks with street names so we can get our 
bearings better. 

 Response 

 

Graphics showing the arrival/departure tracks are at a large scale in order to provide the 
"complete picture" of the direction and extent of the tracks. Although mapping at these scales 
is not conducive to providing all local street names, FAA has included the names of major 
roadways and streets to the extent practicable on all graphics. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0029 
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29-10 Comment 
 Please correct my name and address on your mailing list. 
 Response 
 Correction has been made.  
 Letter Codes 
 PP0041 
  

29-11 Comment 

 

My concern is the airport doesn't use the existing runways efficiently.  New runways are fine 
but its a waste to spend millions on tax dollars when we have wasted capacity on the existing 
runways. 

 Response 

 

The existing runways at IAD are used in an efficient manner by those responsible for the 
airports operation. As discussed in detail in Chapter 2.0, Purpose and Need, of the DEIS, the 
two new runways are needed at IAD to allow the airport to safely and efficiently accommodate 
future activity without incurring unacceptable aircraft operational delay. 

 Letter Codes 

 
DP0049 PP0052 PP0073 PP0074 PP0075 PP0076 PP0077 PP0078 PP0079 PP0080 
PP0082 PP0083 

  
29-12 Comment 

 I do not consider this project would have a negative impact to our neighborhood. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0016 DP0017 DP0018 DP0019 DP0055 
  

29-13 Comment 
 Can you contact me if any mobile lounges become inoperable and about to be scrapped? 
 Response 

 
The timing and manner of disposal of the mobile lounges is not within the authority of the 
FAA. Please contact MWAA directly for the requested information.  

 Letter Codes 
 PP0023 
  

29-14 Comment 
 There is no mention of proposed project's interference with radio receptions. 
 Response 

 

The FAA did not specifically evaluate radio reception interference in the DEIS as this has not 
historically been a problem associated with airports, it was not commented on during the 
Scoping process, and it is not included in the environmental impact categories listed in FAA 
Orders 1050.1E or 5050.4A. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0115 
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29-15 Comment 

 
Need to provide data on current number of operations in order to be able to compare the 
future case. Also, need better information on how traffic will flow with the new runways. 

 Response 

 
Information on the existing and future number of operations at IAD as well as runway use and 
flow conditions is presented in Appendix D of the DEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0117 
  

29-16 Comment 

 
I would like to know how accurately the tools being used (the predictions made) have been in 
the past.  What confidence should we have in this kind of EIS. 

 Response 

 

The noise model and air emissions model used in the DEIS were developed by the FAA, and 
represent the "state-of-the-art" models for these types of analyses. they are used consistently 
by the FAA for all EA and EIS studies. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0099 
  

29-17 Comment 
 Do not support costs needed to accommodate the new Airbus airplane. 
 Response 

 

The proposed runways are being designed to accommodate Design Group 5 aircraft, which is 
the critical aircraft currently operating at and forecast to operate at IAD. The Airbus A-380 is a 
Design Group 6 aircraft. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0030 
  

29-18 Comment 

 
I don't know who they were that designed this airport, but certainly my hat's off to them 
because it's not just a confused system of concrete and buildings. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0043 
  

29-19 Comment 

 

Independent of the EIS, we also urge the FAA to continue to re-evaluate the air space issues 
on the East Coast to allow Dulles to have maximum operational efficiency and utilize the 
additional capacity of the new runways. 

 Response 

 

Comment noted. The FAA conducted an evaluation of the airspace in the Washington 
Metropolitan area as part of the recently completed Potomac TRACON EIS study. One of 
FAA's continuing missions is the efficient use of the nations airspace resources. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0032 
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29-20 Comment 

 

With most of the growth coming from newer aircraft, environmental impacts can actually be 
reduced in 3 major areas.  Newer aircraft are quieter; they use state of the art navigation, 
reducing the variation of flight paths and reducing the area on the ground exposed to impacts; 
and, new aircraft are extremely fuel efficient therefore reducing emissions impacts. 

 Response 
 Comment noted.  
 Letter Codes 
 DP0058 
  

29-21 Comment 

 

If there are any planned activities which will disturb or destroy any horizontal or vertical 
geodetic control monuments due to the proposed project, the National Ocean Service (NOS) 
requires not less than 90 days' notification in advance of such activities in order to plan for 
their relocation.  NOS recommends that funding for this project includes the cost of any 
relocation(s) required. 

 Response 

 
Comment noted. The proposed project is not anticipated to result in impacts to any horizontal 
or vertical geodetic control monuments.  

 Letter Codes 
 DF0001 
  

29-22 Comment 

 
In three years of analysis, no environmental issues have been found that cannot readily be 
mitigated. 

 Response 

 

FAA and MWAA have developed and approved a mitigation program for those impacts that 
cannot be avoided. The mitigation program for the preferred alternative is contained in 
Section 6.3 of the FEIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0078 DP0083 DP0091 DP0092 DP0108 
  

29-23 Comment 

 
Neither residents nor commercial structures would be affected by flight operations from the 
new runways under federal standards. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. The results of the EIS analysis confirm this comment. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0092 DP0108 
  

29-24 Comment 

 
Was the impact of moving the NOAA site, including the accuracy of information provided by 
this site, and the loss of the adjacent open space factored into this EIS? 

 Response 

 

The impact of relocation of NOAA facilities is the subject of a separate Environmental 
Assessment being conducted by NOAA/NWS. The results of this analysis are not contained 
within the DEIS.  

 Letter Codes 
 DP0111 
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29-25 Comment 

 
EPA has assigned a rating of EC-2 ( Environmental Concerns, Insufficient Information) to the 
DEIS. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 
  

29-26 Comment 

 

The DEIS does not address whether this move would require the relocation of the long term 
weather station that reports conditions at Dulles Airport or what ramifications to NWS 
operations would be.  EPA is concerned that moving the location of the long term weather 
recording stations off the Dulles property may terminate or modify the long term climate data 
at Dulles.  The FEIS should address this issue. 

 Response 

 

The impact of relocation of NOAA facilities is the subject of a separate Environmental 
Assessment being conducted by NOAA/NWS. The results of this analysis are not contained 
within the DEIS or FEIS. However, the relocation of some of the NOAA/NWS 
instrumentation/facilities would not result in the loss of long term weather recording data for 
the airport area. NOAA/NWS anticipates relocating facilities within a 15 mile radius of the 
existing facility, which would allow them to maintain long term weather observations for the 
Dulles area. 

 Letter Codes 
 DF0002 
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 Washington Dulles International Airport EIS - Comment Database 
 30. Safety 
  

30-1 Comment 
 Construction considerations for wildlife control at IAD: 
 Response 

 
MWAA maintains a Wildlife Hazard Control Plan with participation from the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture that help to limit wildlife problems at IAD. 

 Letter Codes 
 SF0001 
  

30-2 Comment 
 I am concerned about safety over residential areas. 
 Response 

 
Comment noted. All of the proposed improvements at IAD will be designed and operated to 
ensure safe operating conditions.   

 Letter Codes 
 PP0043 PP0091 PP0128 SP0004 
  

30-3 Comment 

 

Increased air traffic would be a result of the proposed addition.  Based on that concern, I also 
request that a Risk of Upset study be performed.  This study is very appropriate given the fact 
that the proposed runway does not meet the distance requirements for parallel runways. 

 Response 

 

The Risk of Upset study is not required for the proposed project.  The runway separations 
meet the guidance provided in FAA Advisory Circular 150/5300-13 (Airport Design) for triple 
simultaneous independent operations (with high-update radar/monitoring equipment at 4,300 
feet) and dual simultaneous independent operations. 

 Letter Codes 
 SP0008 
  

30-4 Comment 

 
I would like to see a study done to see what type of risks would be caused by the increase in 
traffic, on plane crashes, and dumping fuel. In California, I guess this is called Risk of Upset.  

 Response 
 A Risk of Upset study is not required for the proposed project. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0043 SP0040 
  

30-5 Comment 

 

We are concerned about the increased possibility for an aircraft accident -- either a crash, a 
fuel leak, or other projectile-- harming our community (Pleasant Valley).  We, therefore, would 
like to request that a "Risk of Upset" study be performed and that we be provided with the 
results. 

 Response 
 A Risk of Upset study is not required for the proposed project. 
 Letter Codes 
 SP0023 SP0029 
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30-6 Comment 

 

The more planes in the air increases the risk of a mid air collision or engine failure and my 
neighborhood (Pleasant Valley) would be in the direct path of this devastation.  Just because 
we have not had a major crash close to home does not mean it cannot happen. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0041 SP0027 
  

30-7 Comment 

 
The 1W/19W proposed runway crosses the 12R/30L proposed runway which increases the 
possibility of airplane collision. 

 Response 

 

The proposed project would not create any runway intersections at the airport.  The approach 
path of the proposed Runway 1W and the departure path of proposed Runway 19W would fly 
over proposed Runway 12R/30L and the existing Runway 12/30.  Therefore (for capacity 
considerations), the proposed north-south runway would be used predominantly for 
departures off of Runway 1W and arrivals to Runway 19W. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0043 SP0029 
  

30-8 Comment 

 

For when an aircraft incident occurs in the surrounding landscape, the Counties will end up 
supporting the crisis.  To expand the potential loading of the fire & rescue system without 
adequate resources as it stands today is just irresponsible. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 SP0026 
  

30-9 Comment 

 
New runway construction is the single most important step that can be taken to improve air 
safety in the USA. 

 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 SP0045 
  

30-10 Comment 
 The potential impacts of terrorist events must be analyzed 
 Response 

 
The analysis of the impacts of terrorist events is not required by NEPA and is outside the 
scope of this EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0043 
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30-11 Comment 

 
Before any runways are added repair runway 12/30.  It is in extremely poor condition and is a 
SAFETY RISK!!! 

 Response 
 The existing Runway 12/30 was repaired in 2004 by MWAA. 
 Letter Codes 
 PP0076 
  

30-12 Comment 

 

From a South Riding resident perspective, Dulles represents a greater security risk to my 
family since 9/11.  How will these additional runways improve our security posture or will it be 
worse due to increased traffic? 

 Response 

 
The analysis of terrorist threats and the security of the new runways is outside of the scope of 
this EIS. 

 Letter Codes 
 DP0009 
  

30-13 Comment 

 

The addition of a third runway flies aircraft over 2 or 3 schools.  I am concerned the aircraft 
could hit the school.  Is there some way to divert departing aircraft around the schools in the 
Ashburn area? 

 Response 

 
The flight paths of aircraft departing IAD are determined by the alignment of the runway and 
air traffic control procedures. At this time, there is no plan to divert aircraft around the schools. 

 Letter Codes 
 PP0135 
  

30-14 Comment 
 I'm in favor of any way that we make Dulles Airport safer. 
 Response 
 Comment noted. 
 Letter Codes 
 DP0050 
  

30-15 Comment 

 

The DEIS does not indicate if a parallel runway separation distance of 5,000 feet (Alt. 4) may 
be considered to be safer by air traffic controllers (e.g., a broader margin of error) than a 
separation distance of 4,300 feet with "high update radar/monitoring equipment" (Alt. 3) or 
whether potential differences in safety considerations are negligible. 

 Response 

 

Both Build Alternatives are considered equally safe (with the high-update radar/monitoring 
equipment in Build Alternative 3) and follow guidance in FAA Advisory Circular 150/5300-13 
(Airport Design). 

 Letter Codes 
 DL0005 
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