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TIME: 10:30 AM Eastern Time  
 
PARTICIPANTS:   
 Jennifer Mendelsohn, Federal Aviation Administration Washington Airports District Office (by phone) 
 Brent O’Neill, National Park Service, George Washington Memorial Parkway 
 Deborah Feldman, National Park Service, George Washington Memorial Parkway 
 Bryan King, District of Columbia, Department of Environment, Fisheries and Wildlife 
 Adion Chinkuyu, District of Columbia, Department of Environment, Water Quality 
 Bill Lebegern, Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority 
 Charley Baummer, Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority 
 Renee Bartnik, Parsons Management Consultants 
 Jim Zimmermann, Ricondo & Associates, Inc. 
 Stephen Muench, Ricondo & Associates, Inc. 
 Lisa Reznar, Ricondo & Associates, Inc. 
 Kevin Clarke, Straughan Environmental Services 
 
PREPARED BY: L. Reznar 

 

 
Introduction and Opening Comments 
Meeting participants introduced themselves.   
 
C. Baummer began a brief presentation to the agency representatives by explaining that the 
Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority (the Authority) is initiating the preparation of an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) for proposed enhancements to the Runway 1-19 Runway Safety 
Area (RSA) and related improvements at the Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport (DCA or 
the Airport).  He also reviewed the purposes of this agency scoping meeting, namely to: a) elicit 
input from agencies regarding resources in the vicinity of the enhancements and related 
improvements; b) identify significant environmental issues to be analyzed in greater depth in the EA 
and those other environmental issues that are either insignificant or have been covered by prior 
environmental review; c) set temporal and geographic boundaries for impact analysis; d) identify 
available technical information and additional reasonable alternatives, if any; e) identify necessary 
permits, licenses, approvals and authorizations; and, f) clarify areas of special expertise.  Mr. 
Baummer closed his opening remarks by noting that the proposed enhancements to the Runway 1-19 
RSA will bring the RSA into compliance with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) requirements 
by the 2015 FAA deadline.  
 
J. Zimmerman provided a detailed overview of the FAA’s RSA program, the standard dimensions for 
the Runway 1-19 RSA, and the Authority’s preferred alternative.  He explained how the preferred 
alternative enables the Authority to bring the Runway 1-19 RSA into full compliance with minimal 
environmental impacts while maintaining the useable runway length at 6,869 feet.  
 
L. Reznar reviewed the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process and the approximate 
timeline for completion of the EA.  The Authority’s current expectations are to complete the EA by 
May 2009 and to receive the FAA’s finding in June 2009.  Ms. Reznar indicated that based on 
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previous studies and preliminary analysis, the environmental impact categories in the vicinity of the 
areas to be disturbed by the enhancements and related improvements include: coastal resources; fish, 
wildlife, and plants (listed threatened or endangered species or critical habitat); floodplains; 
hazardous materials; noise; water quality; wetlands; and, waters of the U.S.  
 
K. Clarke identified where the potentially impacted resources exist in relation to the RSA 
enhancements and related improvements.   He also noted that additional research was underway to 
determine the existence and extent of certain resources, particularly floodplain, wetlands, and 
hazardous materials.    
   
A copy of the graphics used in the presentation to the agency representatives is attached to this 
Summary. 
 
Dialogue 
The following is a general summary of questions and comments raised by agency representatives 
during the meeting and the Authority’s responses.   
 
Questions/Comments Responses 

Does the Runway 1-19 RSA comply with current 
FAA requirements? 

The preferred alternative would bring the 
Runway 1-19 RSA into compliance.  The Authority 
discussed the evolution of the FAA’s RSA Program 
and dimensional standards within the context of the 
transition from piston/turboprop aircraft to jet 
aircraft operating at the Airport.  The FAA Order 
outlining the RSA Program was issued in 1999.  
The FAA released another Order in 2004 to 
address the financial feasibility and equivalency of 
RSA improvements.  The Authority’s preferred 
alternative represents years of continuous planning 
to develop an alternative that meets the Authority’s 
and FAA’s shared goals to enhance safety and 
protect the environment.       

How much additional pavement will be added with 
the hold apron project? 

Specific information on the additional paved area 
was not available at the meeting.  Depending on 
aircraft size and parking configuration, the existing 
hold apron accommodates approximately 3 aircraft 
and the expanded hold apron would accommodate 
approximately 5 aircraft.  Part of the existing hold 
apron area would be lost due to the extension of 
Taxiway J to the end of the relocated Runway 1 
threshold.  The need for the additional pavement 
(beyond that lost due to the Taxiway J extension) is 
independent of the need for the RSA 
enhancements.  Additional hold apron capacity is 
desired by FAA Airport Traffic Control Tower staff 
to better manage aircraft flow on the ground. 



 
DRAFT AGENCY SCOPING MEETING SUMMARY 

Runway 1-19 Runway Safety Area Enhancements Environmental Assessment 
Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport 

DATE: July 31, 2008 Page 3 of 6 

Questions/Comments Responses 

What type of materials will be used to construct the 
new paved areas? 

The runway and taxiway extensions and rerouted 
service road pavements will likely be asphalt; the 
hold apron pavement will likely be concrete. 

Will there be other improvements within the RSA 
surface area? 

The northern (Runway 19) end of the RSA is grass 
and no improvements are expected at this time.  
The southern (Runway 1) end may require grading 
to meet the new elevation of the extended runway 
pavement at the Runway 1 end, or stabilization to 
support the weight of rescue and firefighting 
vehicles, or both.  The Authority would evaluate the 
environmental impacts, if any, associated with such 
grading and stabilization when adequate design 
information becomes available. 

Will there be any improvements in the Potomac 
River? 

The preferred alternative will not change the 
shoreline.  Three crossbars supporting certain 
Runway 1 approach lights will be relocated from 
their onshore positions to new positions in the 
River.  Additional design analysis is needed to 
determine whether the three relocated crossbars 
can be supported by timber pilings or caissons.  
Previous coordination with the Army Corps of 
Engineers indicates that a Section 404 permit may 
not be required if timber pilings are used and no 
dredging occurs; however, a Section 404 permit 
would be required for caissons due to the 
excavation required to install the caissons.  

The wooden approach light pier includes a 6-foot 
wide walkway supported by timber pilings.  Three 
approach lights will be relocated to existing 
approach light supports in the River that were part 
of a previous approach light system.  No additional 
length to the pier is proposed.   

Have wetlands been delineated? The Potomac River is considered a Water of the 
U.S.  Identification and delineation of any onshore 
wetlands in the vicinity of the preferred alternative 
will be undertaken as part of this project.  The 
Authority would mitigate impacts consistent with 
Army Corps of Engineers and Virginia Department 
of Environmental Quality requirements, where 
applicable. 

The Authority should consider water quality issues 
if any grading or fill is required. 

The Runway 1 end may require some grading or 
fill.  The Authority would select fill materials that 
would not be expected to impact water quality. 
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Questions/Comments Responses 

Is the area south of Runway 1 primarily fill?   The Authority confirmed that the southern area of 
the Airport was constructed on fill in stages.  The 
last major fill project involved the area between 
Levee Road and the current shoreline.  

Will there be a wall constructed between the end of 
the RSA for Runway 1 and the shoreline?  

There is no anticipated need for such a wall. 

How high is the Runway above the Potomac River? The end of the Runway is approximately 12 feet 
above the River.  However, the River could rise as 
much as 2 feet due to the tides, making the net 
elevation difference approximately 10 feet.  

Rockfish spawn from February through June, so 
construction in the River should be avoided during 
this period.  Any sediment containment measures 
(e.g., fish curtains) could impact the rockfish 
migration.  However, it was noted that the District of 
Columbia Department of Environment, Fisheries 
and Wildlife (DCDOE/FW) issues permits for 
rockfish fishing during a portion of the migration 
season.   

The Authority will continue to consult with 
DCDOE/FW to avoid impacts to rockfish. 

Do any of the agencies have current Submerged 
Aquatic Vegetation (SAV) mapping? 

The current SAV mapping is somewhat dated.  The 
DCDOE typically updates SAV mapping in 
conjunction with specific projects.  DCDOE may 
update the mapping in the vicinity of the Airport.   

Will the runway be lengthened? Under the preferred alternative, the runway 
pavement is extended by 300 feet; however, by 
using declared distances, the useable runway 
length remains unchanged at 6,869 feet. 

With the runway shift, how will aircraft noise impact 
National Park Service (NPS) facilities at Gravelly 
Point and Roosevelt Island?   

Noise from aircraft landing or departing on 
Runway 19 (southern flow) will not change as the 
operation of flights on Runway 19 does not change 
under the preferred alternative.  Aircraft operating 
on Runway 1 (northern flow) will depart the 
Runway 300 feet earlier than under existing 
conditions; however, the incremental vertical gain 
of aircraft over these NPS facilities will be minor 
and the resulting reduction in aircraft noise may be 
impossible for a person to detect. 

Will the runway shift result in changes to building 
height restrictions at Gravelly Point? 

The runway shift will not further constrain building 
heights at Gravelly Point. 

Are impacts to endangered and threatened (E&T) 
species anticipated? 

The DCDOE/FW representative urged the Authority 
to contact him for a current species list. 

The Authority contacted resource agencies 
approximately one year ago and collected 
database lists that included transient observations 
of E&T species.  None of the species is unique to 
the Airport environment.  If the resource agencies 



 
DRAFT AGENCY SCOPING MEETING SUMMARY 

Runway 1-19 Runway Safety Area Enhancements Environmental Assessment 
Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport 

DATE: July 31, 2008 Page 5 of 6 

Questions/Comments Responses 
are aware of any E&T species relevant to the 
preferred alternative, the Authority requests that 
that those agencies provide that information to the 
Authority during the scoping process. 

The Authority agreed to contact DCDOE/FW. 

A NPS representative urged the Authority to 
consider visual impacts of the preferred alternative 
to Mount Vernon Trail, especially the potential 
impacts associated with the changes to the 
approach lights on the existing pier structure. 

The Authority agreed to consider the potential 
visual impacts on the Mount Vernon Trail. 

The DCDOE Water Quality (DCDOE/WQ) 
representative explained how the Army Corps of 
Engineers and DCDOE/WQ coordinate their 
respective Section 404 Permit and DC Water 
Quality Certification processes. He advised the 
Authority that DCDOE/WQ certification process 
could be expedited if the Authority submits the 
same information to the DCDOE/WQ concurrent 
with the submittal of the Section 404 application to 
the Corps.  The Corps permit would include a 
requirement for the Authority to receive the Water 
Quality Certificate from the DCDOE/WQ.  The 
DCDOE/WQ Water Quality Certificate is issued 
after the Corps issues the Section 404 Permit. 
Permit.    

The Authority appreciated the explanation of this 
process and DCDOE/WQ’s recommendations.   

Based upon prior coordination with the Corps, the 
Corps’ Baltimore District has agreed to have the 
Norfolk District take the lead on this EA. 

The FAA will reference the Corps’ permit and 
District’s water quality certification in its finding. 

What is the purpose and need of the hold apron 
expansion? 

The hold apron expansion has a separate 
(independent) purpose and need from the 
enhancements to the RSA.  The EA will include the 
purpose and need for the expanded hold apron 
area.  In simple terms, the additional hold apron 
provides the FAA Airport Traffic Control Tower staff 
enhanced abilities to redirect departing aircraft 
already in queue on the taxiway off of the taxiway 
when the departure clearances for those aircraft 
change unexpectedly.  Without the increased area, 
the time required by departing aircraft to transition 
to the threshold of the Runway increases, resulting 
in flight delays and increased aircraft emissions. 

What alternatives to the preferred alternative will be 
considered? 

A range of alternatives to the Authority’s preferred 
alternative were considered in previous planning 
studies and will be documented in the EA.  The 
FAA requires the Authority to first consider meeting 
the standard RSA dimensional requirements with 
no modifications to Runway 1-19.  The Authority 
realized that this alternative would impact 
environmental resources north of Runway 19.  The 
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Questions/Comments Responses 
Authority considered various alternatives and 
determined that the preferred alternative minimizes 
environmental impacts, meets the FAA’s standard 
RSA dimensional requirements, and maintains the 
existing useable length of the Runway.  The 
impracticability of reducing runway length to meet 
the FAA’s RSA dimensional standards was 
considered previously and will be addressed in the 
EA. 

 

Alternatives to soil stabilization, if needed, will be 
considered as the design for the RSA 
enhancements and related improvements 
progresses.     

How do the FAA’s RSA requirements affect the 
other two runways (Runways 4-22 and 15-33, 
referred to as the crosswind runways)? 

Runway 1-19 supports the majority of aircraft 
operations at the Airport.  The Authority’s preferred 
alternative is expected to achieve the FAA’s safety 
goals for approximately 85% of the operations at 
the Airport with minimal impacts on environmental 
resources.   

Planning is underway to identify and evaluate 
reasonable alternatives for bringing the crosswind 
runways’ RSAs into compliance.  The Authority has 
not identified a preferred alternative for the 
crosswind runways at this time.   

Given the limited land available and the 
environmental resources adjacent to the crosswind 
runways, addressing the complexities of the 
potential crosswind runways solutions in the same 
EA with Runway 1-19 would likely delay realization 
of the significant benefits of the Runway 1-19 RSA 
improvements.  Therefore, the Authority proposes 
to implement the preferred alternative for 
Runway 1-19 in advance of identifying a solution 
for enhancing the crosswind runways’ RSAs. 

 
Closing Comments 
Following the presentation and discussion, the Authority and FAA expressed appreciation to the 
participating agencies for the input they provided during the scoping meeting.  C. Baummer 
reminded the agency representatives that the period to submit written scoping comments is open until 
5:00 PM Eastern Standard Time, August 15, 2008. 
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FW Reagan National Airport Runway 1-19 improvements.txt
-----Original Message-----
From: John Nichols [mailto:John.Nichols@noaa.gov]
Sent: Monday, July 28, 2008 3:59 PM
To: Environmental Comments
Subject: Reagan National Airport, Runway 1-19 improvements

To Charles Baummer:
The following comments pertain to our phone conversation on July 28, 2008.

National Marine Fisheries Service has reviewed the request for scoping comments, 
dated June 27, 2008, for preparation of an Environmental Assessment for proposed 
improvements to Runway 1-19 at Reagan Washington

National Airport.  Proposed actions will, for the most part, be confined

to upland areas, and should not affect aquatic resources under our jurisdiction in 
the Potomac River.  The only proposed action that will encroach into adjacent waters
of the Potomac River will be relocation of

approach light bars, which will be set on finger piers.  The finger piers will have 
decking 6 feet wide, and situated 10 feet above the water surface.  This should 
minimize any shading impacts to waters beneath the pier, has well as to submerged 
aquatic vegetation that may grow in this area. 

Unless this proposal changes in the future with regard to encroachment into the 
Potomac River, National Marine Fisheries Service has no concerns, and will have no 
additional input on preparation of the Environmental Assessment.
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From: nhreview nhreview [nhreview.po-richmond.dom-richmond@dcr.virginia.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2008 2:36 PM
To: Environmental Comments
Subject: Runway 1-19 Safety Area Improvements - Natural HeritageComments

Attachments: 53884, Runway 1-19 Safety Area Improvements.pdf

Mr. Baummer,

Please find attached the DCR-DNH comments for the above referenced project.  The comments are in pdf format and can be printed
for your records. Also species rank information is available at http://www.dcr.virginia.gov/natural_heritage/help.shtml  for your
reference.

Please send a confirmation e-mail upon receipt of our comments. Let us know if you have any questions.

Thank you for your request.

1 of 1 10/10/2008 8:40 AM







From: Maria.Stanco@faa.gov
Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2008 11:04 AM
To: Environmental Comments
Cc: Jennifer.Mendelsohn@faa.gov
Subject: DCA RW1-19 Scoping

Charles:

I want to bring to your attention one comment on the scoping letter on this
project. This letter mentions that the EA will be prepared in accordance
with FAA orders 1050.1E as well as 5050.4B. Please be aware that the
document should also be consistent with the Environmental Desk Reference
for Airport Actions which can be found at

http://www.faa.gov/airports_airtraffic/airports/environmental/environmental_desk_ref/

Thanks.

Maria Stanco, AICP
Environmental Program Manager, AEA-610
Federal Aviation Administration
Eastern Region
1 Aviation Plaza
Jamaica, New York 11434-4809
(718) 553-2511
(718) 995-5615 (fax)
maria.stanco@faa.gov

1 of 1 10/9/2008 4:59 PM



From: Erica.Bannerman@alexandriava.gov
Sent: Friday, August 15, 2008 12:09 PM
To: Environmental Comments
Cc: Baummer Jr., Charley; Cooper, Michael; Rich.Baier@alexandriava.gov;
William.Skrabak@alexandriava.gov; Lalit.Sharma@alexandriava.gov; Bernard.Caton@alexandriava.gov
Subject: City of Alexandria's Comments to EA Scoping: Runway Safety Area Improvements

Attachments: AlexCommentEARunwayProject.PDF

Hi Charles,

It was a pleasure meeting you at the public scoping meeting on July 30th. Attached are the City of
Alexandria's comments on the Environmental Assessment Scoping for the Runway Safety Area
Improvements at Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport. Please feel free to contact me if
you have questions or concerns.

Thanks,

Erica Bannerman

Senior Environmental Specialist

City of Alexandria, Transportation & Environmental Services

301 N King Street Suite 3000

Alexandria, VA 22314

Telephone Number: 703-519-3400 ext 165

Fax Number: 703-519-5941

Sign-up today for Environmental Quality E-News to receive updates on volunteer opportunities
and environmental events.
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From: Brent_O'Neill@nps.gov
Sent: Friday, August 15, 2008 10:05 AM
To: Environmental Comments
Cc: Jon_James@nps.gov
Subject: public scoping comments

Charlie,

Below you will find comments from the George Washington Memorial Parkway.
I would like to have the Superintendent review these before they are
official to you, so please if you will consider them draft for the moment.
Due to a couple of emergency compliance issues requiring documentation this
week, and the fact that the Superintendent is out today, I have been unable
to finalize these comments.  I will send these to the GWMP Superintendent
and ask him to forward to you after he has reviewed and made any changes,
which I suspect would be minor.  You can expect the comments to be sent to
you next week.

Thank you for the opportunity to be involved in the EA process,

Brent O'Neill

-------------

To: Charles Baumer, Planning Department Metropolitan Washington Airports
Authority

From, Jon G. James, Acting Superintendent, George Washington Memorial
Parkway and Brent O’Neill, Environmental Protection Specialist, George
Washington Memorial Parkway (GWMP)

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Environmental
Assessment (EA) for proposed Runway 1-19 Safety Area Improvements and
Related Improvements through your public scoping process.  We have reviewed
the materials you sent to us on June 27, 2008, and the July 30, 2008 public
scoping materials.  In addition my staff attended an agency scoping meeting
on July 31, 2008.  We have the following comments to offer you for
consideration in your environmental review process and preparation of the
EA.

The construction of the 300-foot extension of the approach light pier will
involve new construction on the bed of the Potomac River to place pilings.
A Right of Way permit will be required by the National Park Service,
National Capital Region, who administers the land which belongs to the
United States of America.  Analysis should be included on any Submerged
Aquatic Vegetation and mitigation identified. Construction should avoid
months when migratory fish are spawning.

The extension of the approach light pier has the potential to impact
recreation resources occurring from Daingerfield Island.  The EA should
address this topic in the affected environment and impact sections.  The
aerial maps provided in the scoping materials did not depict the extension
of the light pier, but should in the EA.  It was noted that the Washington
Sailing Marina commented on the potential impacts the extension could have
(barrier in the water) on their constituents/GWMP park users, and suggested
the possibility to dredge the waters in the adjacent bay to provide
improved recreation access of those waters.  According to our records, the
GWMP owns most of the waters that could be affected by these suggested
dredging activities.  A permit would be required from GWMP to conduct this

p



activity, which could be included in the ROW for the pier pilings to be
determined.  If this action is included in the EA, analysis would need to
occur to determine if the sediments contain hazardous materials, and best
management practices identified for removal and disposal of dredged
materials.  In addition, analysis should be included on any Submerged
Aquatic Vegetation and fish habitat, and mitigation identified.  Dredging
operations should avoid months when migratory fish are spawning.

The proposed improvements on the southern end of Runway 1-19, including the
proposed hold apron could have visual/viewsheds impacts from the Mount
Vernon Trail.  The EA should provide some analysis of those potential
impacts and mitigation opportunities.  If additional vegetation screening
is proposed for mitigation, please consult with the park early on to
determine what issues or concerns might exist in the area of effect.

The NPS is concerned by any change in green space currently in place for
the Runway Safety Areas that can impact the viewshed from parklands.
Consideration should be given in the purpose and needs section to define an
objective which maintains green space (turf or meadow) to the maximum
extent possible.  The EA should identify any areas that may be turned into
grass due to shifting of hard surface areas.

For any construction that will involve ground disturbance, archeological
testing should be performed for the entire area of effect to determine if
an archeological survey is needed.  Our records indicate that the original
Potomac River shoreline ran through approximately the midpoint (North and
South) of what is now Reagan National Airport.  The EA should contain a
discussion of the affected environment, where fill lines are located
(include historic maps), and what if any potential there is for
archeological impacts.

It is unclear from the materials presented so far what considerations are
being given to storm water runoff facilities associated with the
improvements.  The additional hard surface areas, most notably the runway
extension (300 feet) and the hold apron expansion will add significant
increases to runoff.  The EA should provide analysis of this increase and
the potential impacts to the Potomac River and Chesapeake Bay watersheds.
Mitigation should be identified in the EA that considers best management
practices to treat storm water runoff before it reaches the Potomac River.
Mitigation could also consider treatments in locations within the Airport
but outside the limits of disturbance for this project.  In addition,
consideration should be given to whether porous pavers could be used on the
rerouted service road.

Note: these comments are draft.  See comments sent by Jon G. James, Acting
Superintendent, GWMP

Brent O'Neill
Environmental Protection Specialist
George Washington Memorial Parkway
McLean, VA  22101
Tel. 703-289-2540
cell 202-438-6614
Brent_O'Neill@nps.gov

2 of 2 10/10/2008 8:34 AM







FW ESSLog# 25539_ES Scoping_Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport.txt
From: Amy.Ewing@dgif.virginia.gov [mailto:Amy.Ewing@dgif.virginia.gov]
Sent: Monday, August 18, 2008 12:58 PM
To: Environmental Comments
Cc: elirons@deq.virginia.gov
Subject: ESSLog# 25539_ES Scoping_Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport

We received a letter from the Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority requesting 
information from our agency regarding fish and wildlife resources under our 
jurisdiction known from the subject project area.
According to our records, Fourmile Run and the Potomac River have been designated 
Confirmed Anadromous Fish Use Areas.  We recommend that the EA for this project 
address any potential impacts upon these resources and/or tributaries to them.  We 
further recommend that the EA address erosion and sedimentation controls that will 
be in place during construction.  

Thank you.  Amy 

Amy M. Ewing
Environmental Services Biologist
Virginia Dept. of Game and Inland Fisheries 4010 West Broad Street
Richmond, VA   23230
804-367-2211
amy.ewing@dgif.virginia.gov
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From: Jon_James@nps.gov
Sent: Monday, August 18, 2008 1:48 PM
To: Environmental Comments
Cc: Deborah_Deas@nps.gov; Sean_McCabe@nps.gov; Brent_O'Neill@nps.gov; Vincent_Santucci@nps.gov
Subject: Fw: public scoping comments for the Environmental Assessment (EA) for proposed Runway 1-19
Safety Area Improvements and Related Improvements at Reagan Airport

Mr. Baumer,

After reviewing GWMP Park Ranger (Community Planning and Lands) Sean
McCabe's and Compliance Coordinator Brent O'Neill's comments, I'm in
complete agreement with their recommendations and thoughts regarding the
environmental review process and preparation of the envirnmental assessment
for the Runway Safety Area Enhancements for Runway 1-19 Project.  The
topics you indicate in blue (i.e., Coastal Resources, Fish, Wildlife, and
Plants, Floodplains, Hazardous Materials, Noise, Water Quality, and
Wetlands) under the Environmental Impact Categories  on page 13 are indeed
areas that will require more in-depth study for the National Park Service
(NPS).  In addition, Historical, Architectural, Archeological, and Cultural
Resources (particularly archeological); Light Emissions and Visual Impacts
(Viewsheds in NPS terms); and the handling of storm water runoff are other
areas of equal concern for the NPS.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this important safety project
and look forward to working with you.

Thanks!

Jon G. James
Acting Supt., GWMP
(703) 289-2500
_____________________________________________
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:  This message (including any attachments) is
intended exclusively for the individual or entity to which it is addressed.
This communication may contain information that is proprietary, privileged
or confidential or otherwise legally exempt from disclosure.  If you are
not the named addressee, you are not authorized to read, print, retain,
copy or disseminate this message or any part of it.  If you have received
this message in error, please notify the sender immediately by e-mail and
delete all copies of the message.
----- Forwarded by Jon James/GWMP/NPS on 08/18/2008 01:29 PM -----
|---------+---------------------------->
|         |           Brent O'Neill    |
|         |                            |
|         |           08/15/2008 10:02 |
|         |           AM EDT           |
|---------+---------------------------->
  >------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------|

  |                                                                                                                             

  |       To:       Jon James/GWMP/NPS@NPS                                                                                      

  |       cc:                                                                                                                    |

  |       Subject:  public scoping comments for the Environmental Assessment (EA) for proposed Runway 1-19 Safety Area           |

  |        Improvements and Related Improvements at Reagan Airport                                                               |
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  >------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------|

JJ,

The public scoping comments for the Environmental Assessment (EA) for
proposed Runway 1-19 Safety Area Improvements and Related Improvements at
Reagan Airport are due today, August 15th.  I will send the following
comments to them which were generated by Sean and I with the caveat that
you will forward comments with any of your changes next week.  Please see
other email and email address to send them to Charles Baumer at
Metropolitan Washington Airport Authority.  I will leave some background
information in you box.  I have discussed these comments with Sean, and we
think we have covered everything we need to comment on.  Sorry I missed you
today.  Also, I will be out all next week hence these emails.  Simply
emailing the comments to Charles Baumer is fine at
environmental.comments@mwaa.com

Brent
...............

To: Charles Baumer, Planning Department Metropolitan Washington Airports
Authority

From, Jon G. James, Acting Superintendent, George Washington Memorial
Parkway and Brent O’Neill, Environmental Protection Specialist, George
Washington Memorial Parkway (GWMP)

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Environmental
Assessment (EA) for proposed Runway 1-19 Safety Area Improvements and
Related Improvements through your public scoping process.  We have reviewed
the materials you sent to us on June 27, 2008, and the July 30, 2008 public
scoping materials.  In addition my staff attended an agency scoping meeting
on July 31, 2008.  We have the following comments to offer you for
consideration in your environmental review process and preparation of the
EA.

The construction of the 300-foot extension of the approach light pier will
involve new construction on the bed of the Potomac River to place pilings.
A Right of Way permit will be required by the National Park Service,
National Capital Region, who administers the land which belongs to the
United States of America.  Analysis should be included on any Submerged
Aquatic Vegetation and mitigation identified. Construction should avoid
months when migratory fish are spawning.

The extension of the approach light pier has the potential to impact
recreation resources occurring from Daingerfield Island.  The EA should
address this topic in the affected environment and impact sections.  The
aerial maps provided in the scoping materials did not depict the extension
of the light pier, but should in the EA.  It was noted that the Washington
Sailing Marina commented on the potential impacts the extension could have
(barrier in the water) on their constituents/GWMP park users, and suggested
the possibility to dredge the waters in the adjacent bay to provide
improved recreation access of those waters.  According to our records, the
GWMP owns most of the waters that could be affected by these suggested
dredging activities.  A permit would be required from GWMP to conduct this
activity, which could be included in the ROW for the pier pilings to be
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determined.  If this action is included in the EA, analysis would need to
occur to determine if the sediments contain hazardous materials, and best
management practices identified for removal and disposal of dredged
materials.  In addition, analysis should be included on any Submerged
Aquatic Vegetation and fish habitat, and mitigation identified.  Dredging
operations should avoid months when migratory fish are spawning.

The proposed improvements on the southern end of Runway 1-19, including the
proposed hold apron could have visual/viewsheds impacts from the Mount
Vernon Trail.  The EA should provide some analysis of those potential
impacts and mitigation opportunities.  If additional vegetation screening
is proposed for mitigation, please consult with the park early on to
determine what issues or concerns might exist in the area of effect.

The NPS is concerned by any change in green space currently in place for
the Runway Safety Areas that can impact the viewshed from parklands.
Consideration should be given in the purpose and needs section to define an
objective which maintains green space (turf or meadow) to the maximum
extent possible.  The EA should identify any areas that may be turned into
grass due to shifting of hard surface areas.

For any construction that will involve ground disturbance, archeological
testing should be performed for the entire area of effect to determine if
an archeological survey is needed.  Our records indicate that the original
Potomac River shoreline ran through approximately the midpoint (North and
South) of what is now Reagan National Airport.  The EA should contain a
discussion of the affected environment, where fill lines are located
(include historic maps), and what if any potential there is for
archeological impacts.

It is unclear from the materials presented so far what considerations are
being given to storm water runoff facilities associated with the
improvements.  The additional hard surface areas, most notably the runway
extension (300 feet) and the hold apron expansion will add significant
increases to runoff.  The EA should provide analysis of this increase and
the potential impacts to the Potomac River and Chesapeake Bay watersheds.
Mitigation should be identified in the EA that considers best management
practices to treat storm water runoff before it reaches the Potomac River.
Mitigation could also consider treatments in locations within the Airport
but outside the limits of disturbance for this project.  In addition,
consideration should be given to whether porous pavers could be used on the
rerouted service road.

S// Jon G. James

Brent O'Neill
Environmental Protection Specialist
George Washington Memorial Parkway
McLean, VA  22101
Tel. 703-289-2540
cell 202-438-6614
Brent_O'Neill@nps.gov
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From: Gowdy, Jelani M [Jelani.M.Gowdy@boeing.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 22, 2008 7:16 PM
To: Environmental Comments
Subject: Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport PUBLIC SCOPING WORKSHOP ?'s

Mr. Baummer,

I wanted to inquiry about attending the environmental assessment for
runway  safety area improvements workshop remotely.  Will there be a
link available that the public can access which will allow the event to
be broadcasted virtually?  I will not be able to attend the workshop in
person but would like to view the material that is scheduled to be
presented during the evening of July 30.  If a public link is not
available, is it possible for me to request that the graphics and all
other additional material that is contained within the presentation be
e-mailed to me?  Your consideration of my situation will be greatly
appreciated. 

Thank you in advance for your assistance.

Regards,

Jelani Gowdy
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From: Baummer Jr., Charley [John.Baummer@MWAA.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2008 9:11 AM
To: Stephen Muench
Subject: FW: Longer Runway
 
 

From: Eckenrode, Steve F CIV NCIS, Code 10 [mailto:stephen.f.eckenrode@navy.mil]
Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2008 8:45 AM
To: Environmental Comments
Subject: Longer Runway
 

I live in Palisade Gardens north of the airport and the planes come over my home all the time. Sometimes they are way
lower then regulation permit. I truly feel longer runways only will bring larger planes not safety/ We have enough
concrete in the area with run off in the river do we really need to add more?

Please stop this project and slow down the air traffic into Regan Airport. The air pollution is so bad at time our eyes burn
and the paint on the cars are becoming damaged.

Stephen Eckenrode
Travel Manager NCIS HQ
http://infoweb.ncis.navy.mil/agency/deptwebsites/personnel/travel.html
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From: Karyl Owings [karylc@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, August 15, 2008 10:53 AM
To: Environmental Comments
Subject: comments on EAS for Runway 1-19 Safety Enhancements plan
As a slipholder at Washington Sailing Marina and member a local sailing club based at that marina, I offer the
following comments on recreational and cultural uses of the nearby Washington Sailing Marina, on the VA
side of the Potomac, that should be considered and protected during construction of the DCA Runway 1-19
safety enhancements:

Placement of the barge containing equipment on the river may impact, or be impacted by, child and
adult sailing classes conducted at the marina by both the Sailing Club of Washington (www.scow.org)
and the park service.  Construction noise in particular can disrupt classes being held in the Cove.

Also potentially impacted by barge placement are the numerous child and adult collegiate and private
club sailing races and regattas held every year, which are all based out of Washington Sailing Marina. 
One of the largest regattas held each year is for the Leukemia and Lymphoma Society; known as the
"Leukemia Cup", this regatta runs every Labor Day weekend.
Likewise, all sailors utilizing Washington Sailing Marina do not wish to present a distraction or security
concern to construction at DCA.   Keeping the barge as far away from  areas utilized by pleasure craft 
(ie, the Cove, the small boat docks, and the channel leading out of Washington Sailing Marina), should
be a priority when choosing where to site an equipment barge.  A potential solution could be the
creation of a "safety zone" around the barge, in whole or in part, with the use of small floating buoys
tied together, to discourage the curious from getting close to the barge.  Large No Trespassing signs
could be added to the sides of the barge.
Additionally, the propensity for silting around the barge should also be considered when choosing its
site.  Not only could the barge potentially cause a local increase in silting right around where it is
situated, it could also become mired by silt buildup around it, making it difficult to move if needed.
When choosing where to site the barge, the shallow status of the water around the runway extension
should be considered.  It is possible that the water in that area is already too low to get a barge exactly
where it's desired.  Water levels at proposed barge sites should be tested at the lowest possible low tides
(outgoing low tide when wind is WNW in a dry month, if at all possible) to avoid an unexpectedly
grounded barge.  Some areas of the shoal surrounding the runway extension are exposed to the air at
very low tides.
The possibility of causing additional silting locally or new silting patterns downstream of the barge
should be considered during planning.  No matter where the barge is located, it will have implications
for changes in silting patterns downstream.  The possibility of negatively impacting the small channel
for pleasure boats leading out of the Washington Sailing Marina on the VA side should be considered,
and the possibility of needing to dredge a part of the small boat channel if silting occurs such that the
channel is unusable for boats with less than a 5" draft, should be kept in mind.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Karyl Owings
member, Sailing Club of Washington (www.scow.org)

1 of 1 10/9/2008 4:55 PM



 



Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport 

Comments Received Between the Close 
of Scoping and the Release of the  
Draft Environmental Assessment 



 







From: Gowdy, Jelani M [Jelani.M.Gowdy@boeing.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 05, 2008 8:45 PM
To: Baummer Jr., Charley
Subject: RE: Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport PUBLIC SCOPING WORKSHOP ?'s

Mr. Baummer,

Earlier during the summer, I inquired about the PUBLIC SCOPING WORKSHOP
that was held at Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport on the
evening of July 30.  Within your reply to my question regarding a
virtual broadcast, you provided me with a link to the story boards that
were on display during the workshop.  Recently, I had the opportunity to
thoroughly exam each one and some questions were raised regarding the
board detailing the total work scope that is planned for the airport.
I've listed my questions individually below.

1.) According to the legend, all items that are shaded in teal are
considered to be future developments.  From the plans, it appears that
Terminal A will be demolished and expanded once it is reconstructed.
Will the number of gates increase and the services currently offered in
the terminal be improved upon? 

2.) I also noticed north of Terminal C, there is a planned building that
is situated in what seems to be the tarmac.  I've flown into the airport
on numerous occasions and I assume the building would be a regional jet
terminal for US Airways since their airplanes are always parked in that
area.  It was just a guess, but I wanted to see if you could confirm it
for me.  If indeed it is an RJ terminal, do you know how many gates will
be housed within it and how passengers will travel between the two
terminals? 

For these two projects, as well as the others highlighted in teal (i.e.
- Runway 19 holding apron expansion, roadway improvements and
reconfigurations), I didn't see any information contained within the
exhibit that provided a work in progress timeline on when items would be
complete.  Is there a link to observe ongoing projects?  Your help with
answering my questions would be greatly appreciated.  I'm sure if I
would have had the opportunity to attend the workshop during the summer,
all of my concerns would have been addressed at that time. 

Thank you again in advance for your assistance.

Regards,

Jelani M. Gowdy
Boeing Commercial Airplanes
Flight Test Engineering - Propulsion Analysis
Building: 15-20| Third Floor | 3F3-5.4
*: 2R-71 | *: 425.266.2182
* :jelani.m.gowdy@boeing.com

-----Original Message-----
From: Baummer Jr., Charley [mailto:John.Baummer@MWAA.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2008 12:46 PM
To: Gowdy, Jelani M
Subject: RE: Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport PUBLIC SCOPING
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WORKSHOP ?'s

Mr. Gowdy:

Thank you for your July 22 e-mail.  We no not have plans to provide a
virtual broadcast of the scoping workshop.  The format for the workshop
will involve story boards staffed by consultant and Airports Authority
personnel, and an opportunity for participants to discuss the proposed
project with those individuals. Written comments may be submitted during
the workshop, or via mail or e-mail as stated in the public notice
(http://www.mwaa.com/news_publications/newsroom/public_notices).  Copies
of the story boards will be posted on this website by July 30.

We appreciate your interest in the environmental assessment for this
important project.

Charles Baummer
Planning Department
Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority 
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From: Baummer Jr., Charley [John.Baummer@MWAA.com]
Sent: Thursday, November 06, 2008 8:19 AM
To: Gowdy, Jelani M
Subject: RE: Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport PUBLIC SCOPING WORKSHOP ?'s

Mr. Gowdy:

Thank you for your November 5 e-mail.

The Scoping exhibit “DCA Airport Layout Plan” shows future development as well as existing conditions.  The replacement for
Terminal A, the regional jet terminal, Hold Apron 19 expansion, and the roadway improvements are planned future development
projects, however, none of these have been scheduled for construction.  They are not part of the proposed action to be evaluated in the
environmental assessment for Runway Safety Area Enhancements for Runway 1-19.

The regional jet terminal is planned to have 10 gates; access would be via an underground walkway connected to Terminal C.  The
Airports Authority has not determined the number of additional gates or the passenger service improvements to be offered upon the
replacement for Terminal A.

Charles Baummer
Planning Department
Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority
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