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Appendix H. Responses to Comments on Draft Environmental Assessment 

H.1 Availability of Draft Environmental Assessment 
Notice of the availability of the Draft Environmental Assessment (Draft EA) of the enhancements to 
the Runway 1-19 Runway Safety Area (RSA) and related improvements was posted in The 
Washington Post on June 23 and June 24, 2009 and on the Metropolitan Washington Airport 
Authority’s (Authority’s) web site (http://www.mwaa.com).  Beginning June 24, 2009, the Draft EA 
was available for public review during business hours at the following locations: Arlington County 
Central Library, 1015 N. Quincy St, Arlington, VA 22201; Aurora Hills Branch Library, 735 S. 18th 
St, Arlington, VA, 22202; and Federal Aviation Administration, Washington Airports District Office, 
23723 Air Freight Lane, Suite 210, Dulles, Virginia, 20166.  The Draft EA could also be reviewed at 
the Authority’s website (www.mwaa.com/news_publications/newsroom/public_notices). 

Copies of the Draft EA were also provided directly to: 

• Federal Agencies 
- Federal Aviation Administration 
- National Marine and Fisheries Service 
- U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Virginia Field Office  
- U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Norfolk District  
- U.S. Environmental Protection Agency  
- U.S. National Park Service  
- Advisory Council on Historic Preservation  

• Virginia Agencies  
- Department of Environmental Quality, Office of Environmental Impact Review (25 

copies for distribution to Virginia agencies) 
• Local Agencies 

- Arlington County Manager  
- DC Mayor 
- DC State Historic Preservation Officer  

• Other Recipients 
- Metropolitan Washington Council of Governments  
- National Capital Planning Commission  
- Metropolitan Washington Airlines Committee 

H.2 Public Review Workshop 
Notice of a public review workshop to be held on July 15, 2009 was advertised in The Washington 
Post on June 23 and June 24, 2009; a copy of the notice is provided at the end of this Appendix.  
Notice of the workshop was also posted on the Metropolitan Washington Airport Authority’s 
(Authority’s) web site (http://www.mwaa.com).  The workshop was held at the Historic Main 
Terminal adjacent to Terminal A at Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport from 6:00 p.m. to 
8:00 p.m. Representatives of the Authority and its study team were available to explain the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) process, the Federal Aviation Administration’s (FAA’s) 
Runway Safety Area (RSA) Program, the environmental resources that may be affected by the 
Authority’s Proposed Action, and the estimated timeframe for completing the environmental 
assessment (EA) and for implementing the Proposed Action.  The Proposed Action is described in 
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detail in Section 2.3 of the EA.  One member of the public attended the workshop but did not submit 
any comments at the workshop or during the review period, which ran through July 27, 2009. 

H.3 Public Review Comments 
The Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (VDEQ) is responsible for coordinating 
Virginia’s review of federal environmental documents and responding to appropriate federal officials 
on behalf of the Commonwealth.  VDEQ is also responsible for coordinating the Commonwealth of 
Virginia’s review of Federal Consistency Certifications (FCCs) submitted pursuant to the Coastal 
Zone Management Act (CZMA) and providing the state’s response.  Therefore, this EA will respond 
to VDEQ’s comments made on behalf of VDEQ, Virginia Department of Conservation and 
Recreation (VDCR), Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (VDGIF), Virginia Marine 
resources Commission (VMRC), Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR), Virginia 
Department of Aviation (DoAv), and the Northern Virginia Regional Commission NVRC).  Table H-
1 is a consolidated list of the written correspondence to the Authority pertaining to the Draft EA. The 
correspondence is included at the end of this Appendix. No comments were received on Floodplains 
or Natural Resources and Energy Supply.  Similarly, no comments were received on the Purpose and 
Need or Alternatives sections of the Draft EA. 

H.4 Authority’s Responses to Comments 
Tables H-2 through H-17 include the Authority’s responses to the comments received in the 
correspondence referenced in Table H-1.  The Document ID column links each comment to 
particular correspondence referred to in Table H-1.  The Reference column includes information that 
identifies the location of the comment in the source document.  The remarks in the Comments 
column are taken from the source documents.  The Responses column includes only the Authority’s 
responses.  If the response includes a change to the Draft EA, the changes are shown in bold font in 
the Responses column.  

Table H-1 
Correspondence Received   

Commenter Type Document ID Dated 
Donna Santiago, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Email 1/ EPA-1 05/28/09 
Andrew Lewis, District of Columbia, State Historic Preservation 
Office 

Stamp 
Message 

DC-SHPO-1 07/10/09 

David W. Levy, RA, AICP, Director, Urban Design and Plan Review 
Division, National Capital Planning Commission 

Letter NCPC-1 07/17/09 

Lalit Sharma, Chief, Office of Environmental Quality, Department of 
Transportation and Environmental Services, City of Alexandria, 
Virginia 

Letter ALX-1 07/24/09 

Barbara Okorn, Office of Environmental Programs, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency 

Letter EPA-2 07/27/09 

Ellie Irons, Manager, Office of Environmental Impact Review,  
Virginia Department of Environmental Quality 

Letter VDEQ-1 07/28/09 

 
Note: 
1/ This email was in response to the Authority’s March 27, 2009 invitation (letter included at the end of this 

Appendix) to review a preliminary draft of the EA.  
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The Reference column includes information that identifies the location of the comment in the source 
document.  The remarks in the Comments column are taken from the source documents.  The 
Responses column includes only the Authority’s responses.  If the response includes a change to the 
Draft EA, the changes are shown in bold font in the Responses column.  
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Table H-2 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Aircraft Noise and Compatible Land Use 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

AN/CLU-1 ALX-1 Second paragraph. Alexandria requests the Metropolitan Washington 
Airports Authority (the Authority) to evaluate the 
noise impact in the eastern part of the City, 
including the entire shoreline based on (1) a single 
noise event and (2) the A-weighted Day-Night 
Average Sound Level (DNL) when determining a 
significant change in noise exposure using the 
Integrated Noise Model. 

The use of supplemental metrics, such as sound 
exposure level (SEL), are used when the 
circumstances involve  significant or unique noise 
impacts that would not otherwise be reasonably 
addressed by the DNL metric.  The SEL metric 
has been used in cases where there is significant 
potential for aircraft noise to cause sleep 
disturbance or speech interference.  (Reference 
FAA Order 1050.1E, Environmental Impacts: 
Policies and Procedures, Appendix A Analysis of 
Environmental Impact Categories, Paragraph 14.5 
Supplemental Noise Analysis.) 
The Draft EA concludes that the aircraft noise 
impacts of the Proposed Action do not reach the 
level of significance and are only marginally 
different from those of the No Action Alternative.  
The difference is so small that is very unlikely that 
the SEL metric would support a different 
conclusion in terms of the significance of the 
impact.  The Proposed Action does not cause a 
change in flight frequency, fleet mix, or nighttime 
operations. 
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Table H-3 (1 of 3) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Air Quality 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

AQ-1 EPA-2 Seventh paragraph To minimize air emissions from construction we 
recommend that there is no idling of construction 
vehicles. 

FAA Advisory Circular 150/5370-10C, Standards 
for Specifying Construction of Airports is cited in 
Section VI, Mitigation, of PDEA #3.   Paragraph 
70-19 Environmental Protection states that “The 
Contractor shall comply with all Federal, state, 
and local laws and regulations controlling 
pollution of the environment. He shall take 
necessary precautions to prevent pollution of 
streams, lakes, ponds, and reservoirs with fuels, 
oils, bitumens, chemicals, or other harmful 
materials and to prevent pollution of the 
atmosphere from particulate and gaseous matter.” 
Compliance with existing laws, regulations and 
permit conditions would sufficiently protect 
environmental resources. 

AQ-2 VDEQ-1 Page 2, last 2 
paragraphs 

Based on the information provided in the 
Environmental Assessment and comments from 
reviewers, the Commonwealth of Virginia has no 
objection to the proposal as presented.  Provided 
activities are performed in accordance with the 
recommendations which follow, this project is 
unlikely to have significant effects on ambient air 
quality, water quality, important farmland, 
wetlands, historic structures, wildlife, or forest 
resources. It will not affect species of plants, 
animals, or insects listed by state agencies as 
rare, threatened, or endangered.  

Comment noted. 

AQ-3 VDEQ-1 Page 6, item 5(b) According to the DEQ Air Division, the project site 
is located in the Northern Virginia ozone (O3) 
nonattainment area and an emission control area 
for the contributors to ozone pollution, which are 
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and oxides of 
nitrogen (NOx). Therefore, MWAA should take all 
reasonable precautions to limit emissions of VOCs 
and NOx, principally by controlling or limiting the 
burning of fossil fuels. 

The emissions caused by the construction of the 
Proposed Action are below de minimis levels.  
The Proposed Action would not be considered 
regionally significant because the project-related 
emissions in 2010 would represent a minute 
fraction of the total emissions in the region.  A 
general conformity determination is not required 
for the Proposed Action.  No adverse air quality 
impacts would be expected to result from 
implementation of the Proposed Action.  
(Reference Section 5.4.2) 
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Table H-3 (2 of 3) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Air Quality 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

AQ-4 VDEQ-1 Page 6, item 5(b) A second precaution, stemming from 9 VAC 5-40-
5490 in the Regulations for the Control and 
Abatement of Air Pollution, is that there are some 
limitations on the use of “cut-back” (liquefied 
asphalt cement, blended with petroleum solvents) 
that may apply to paving associated with the 
project. Moreover, there are time-of-year 
restrictions on its use during the months of April 
through October in VOC emission control areas. 

The Authority does not use cut-back asphalt. 

AQ-5 VDEQ-1 Page 7, item 5(c) During construction, fugitive dust 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. These 
precautions include, but are not limited to, the 
following:  
Use, where possible, of water or chemicals for 
dust control; 
Installation and use of hoods, fans, and fabric 
filters to enclose and vent the handling of dusty 
materials; 
Covering of open equipment for conveying 
materials; and 
Prompt removal of spilled or tracked dirt or other 
materials from paved streets and removal of dried 
sediments resulting from soil erosion. 

The Authority will comply with the control methods 
outlined in 9 VAC 5-50-60 et seq. of the 
Regulations for the Control and Abatement of Air 
Pollution.  

AQ-6 VDEQ-1 Page 7, item 5d If project activities include the open burning of 
construction or demolition material or the use of 
special incineration devices, this activity must 
meet the requirements under 9 VAC 5-130 et seq. 
of the Regulations for open burning and may 
require a permit. The Regulations provide for, but 
do not require, the local adoption of a model 
ordinance concerning open burning. MWAA 
should contact Arlington County officials to 
determine what local requirements, if any, exist. 

The Proposed Action does not involve open 
burning. 
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Table H-3 (3 of 3) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Air Quality 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

AQ-7 VDEQ-1 Page 7, item 5(e) The installation of fuel burning equipment (e.g. 
boilers and generators), may require permitting 
from DEQ prior to beginning construction of the 
facility (9 VAC 5-80, Article 6, Permits for New and 
Modified Sources). The project proponent should 
contact the DEQ Northern Regional Office (NRO) 
for guidance on whether this provision applies. 

The Proposed Action does not include the 
installation of fuel burning equipment such as 
boilers and generators. 
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Table H-4 (1 of 2) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Water Quality 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

WQ-1 EPA-1 Eighth bullet What about stormwater management for the 
airport and new areas? Are there new 
management facilities? Stormwater management 
should be kept out of wetlands. 

There will be new stormwater management 
facilities associated with the Proposed Action.  
There are no jurisdictional or nonjurisdictional 
wetlands on land within the limits of physical 
disturbance. (Reference Section 4.5.3.3)   
The proposed additional impervious surface 
resulting from the Proposed Action would be 
designed to manage storm water runoff in 
accordance with the storage and pre- and post-
flow requirements of the Virginia Stormwater 
Management Handbook as well as the guidance 
in FAA AC 150/5320-5C, Surface Drainage 
Design (or current version), and the Northern 
Virginia BMP Handbook. (Reference Section 
5.5.2.1) 

WQ-2 EPA-1 Thirteenth bullet Should avoid and minimize impacts to public and 
resources - don't let vehicles idle during 
construction, keep equipment away from 
waterways and drainages, coordination with other 
agencies for any species of concern, etc. 

Please see the response to Comment Number 
AQ-1 in Table H-3.   
The Authority is required to comply with all permit 
conditions. The General Permit for Discharges of 
Stormwater from Construction Activities 
Authorization to Discharge under the Virginia 
Stormwater Management Program and Virginia 
Stormwater Management Act, administered by 
the Virginia Department of Conservation and 
Recreation, requires the Authority to “select, 
install, implement and maintain best management 
practices (BMPs) at the construction site that 
minimize pollutants in the discharge as necessary 
to meet applicable water quality standards.”  (See 
Paragraph H. of the General Permit.) 
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Table H-4 (2 of 2) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Water Quality 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

WQ-3 NCPC-1 Second paragraph As a result of the Ronald Reagan Washington 
National Airport location on the Potomac River and 
within the Chesapeake Bay watershed, NCPC staff 
is concerned about the loss of pervious surface 
and consequently the increase in stormwater 
runoff that will result because of the project 
undertaking.  NCPC staff encourages the Authority 
to have a no net increase in pervious [Note: The 
Authority assumes the author intended to use 
“impervious.] surfaces.  We encourage the 
Authority to evaluate the use of pervious material 
for the new service road and the implementation of 
stormwater management techniques for the exiting 
surface parking lots adjacent to the Potomac 
River. 

The project design includes the removal of 
existing impervious surface, where practicable, to 
offset the installation of new pavement.  The 
Proposed Action would result in an unavoidable 
net increase in impervious surface.   The project 
design will include facilities to manage stormwater 
runoff in accordance with the storage and pre- 
and post-flow requirements of the Virginia 
Stormwater Management Handbook as well as 
the guidance in FAA AC 150/5320-5C, Surface 
Drainage Design (or current version), and the 
Northern Virginia BMP Handbook. (Reference 
Section 5.5.2.1)    

WQ-4 VDEQ-1 Page 2, last 2 
paragraphs 

Based on the information provided in the 
Environmental Assessment and comments from 
reviewers, the Commonwealth of Virginia has no 
objection to the proposal as presented.  Provided 
activities are performed in accordance with the 
recommendations which follow, this project is 
unlikely to have significant effects on ambient air 
quality, water quality, important farmland, 
wetlands, historic structures, wildlife, or forest 
resources. It will not affect species of plants, 
animals, or insects listed by state agencies as 
rare, threatened, or endangered. 

Comment noted. 
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Table H-5 (1 of 3) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Wetlands and Waters of the United States 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

WW-1 EPA-1 Third bullet EA says there are wetlands on the property but 
they will not impact them.  There is no discussion 
about the potential for secondary or indirect 
impacts, how close the wetlands are to the impact 
areas, or types of wetlands.  For example could 
hydrology could be changed. 

The final bullet point on page I-40 refers to 
Section 5.6 and makes the following statements:  
No wetlands regulated by the U.S. ACE, VDEQ, 
or VMRC are located within the LOPD; therefore, 
no fill or alteration of wetlands would occur.”  
(Reference Sections 4.5.3.3) 
Nonjurisdictional wetlands were not found on land 
within the LOPD. (Reference Section 4.5.3.3)  
The Proposed Action would not require dredging 
and generally would not place fill into the Potomac 
River. However, if as a result of future design 
changes, caissons would be used instead of 
pilings, the Authority would apply for a Section 
404 permit and would abide by the terms of the 
permit and accompanying water quality 
certifications. Significant impacts are not 
expected. (Reference Section 5.6.2.1.) 
The wetlands at the project site are Waters of the 
U.S., specifically the Potomac River below Mean 
High Water.  The Proposed Action will not affect 
the hydrology of the Potomac.  

WW-2 EPA-1 Fifth bullet EA says they probably won't have to dredge or 
place fill for the additional piers but don't say what 
they are doing or what will happen if they do have 
to dredge/fill... there may be time of year 
restrictions, etc for any actions in the river.  What 
about existing contaminated sediment?  How will 
that be handled? 

Please see response to Comment Number WW-1 
in Table H-5. 
Water quality impacts from potential erosion and 
sediment issues would be controlled by 
adherence to Virginia’s Erosion and Sediment 
Control Law.  (See Table V-1 on page V-3.)  
Section 5.15.2.2 on page V-49 goes into particular 
detail about the potential effects of disturbing the 
sediment on the Potomac River bottom.   

WW-3 EPA-1 Thirteenth bullet Should avoid and minimize impacts to public and 
resources - don't let vehicles idle during 
construction, keep equipment away from 
waterways and drainages, coordination with other 
agencies for any species of concern, etc. 

Please see response to Comment Number WQ-2 
in Table H-4. 
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Table H-5 (2 of 3) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Wetlands and Waters of the United States 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

WW-4 EPA-2 Second paragraph Although Four Mile Run is not located within the 
limits of physical disturbance, runoff from the 
Proposed Action during construction would need to 
be managed to avoid impacts.  If any stormwater 
management facilities are needed they should not 
be located in wetlands.  In addition, there should 
be no direct discharge of untreated water to 
surrounding bodies. 

Please see response to Comment Numbers WQ-
1 and WQ-2 in Table HQ-4. 

WW-5 EPA-2 Fourth paragraph Additional detail should be provided for the work 
being conducted in the river.  This information 
should include the size of the area, methods for 
construction, and the fate of existing infrastructure 
after the relocation.  Impacts to the river, including 
release of contaminated sediment, should be 
avoided or minimized.  

The description of the work in the Potomac River 
as presented in the EA is based on the best 
information available at this time.  After the final 
design of the Proposed Action is complete, the 
Authority would determine whether a Section 404 
permit or other permits would be required and the 
Authority would abide by the terms of the permit 
and accompanying water quality certifications. 
Significant impacts are not expected. (Reference 
Section 5.6.2.1.) 

WW-6 EPA-2 Sixth paragraph On Page IV-59 the EA states that the United 
States Army Corps of Engineers concurred with 
wetland determination in the project area.  This 
should be documented in the EA. 

A copy of the October 23, 2008 letter from Ms. 
Theresita Crockett-Augustine of the United States 
Army Corps of Engineers to the Authority care of 
Straughan Environmental Services, Inc. is 
included at the end of this Appendix.    

WW-7 VDEQ-1 Page 2, last 2 
paragraphs 

Based on the information provided in the 
Environmental Assessment and comments from 
reviewers, the Commonwealth of Virginia has no 
objection to the proposal as presented.  Provided 
activities are performed in accordance with the 
recommendations which follow, this project is 
unlikely to have significant effects on ambient air 
quality, water quality, important farmland, 
wetlands, historic structures, wildlife, or forest 
resources. It will not affect species of plants, 
animals, or insects listed by state agencies as 
rare, threatened, or endangered. 

Comment noted. 
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Table H-5 (3 of 3) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Wetlands and Waters of the United States 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

WW-8 VDEQ-1 Page 3, item 1(c)  It is recommended that MWAA contact DEQ-NRO 
to determine whether a [Virginia Water Protection 
Permit] VWPP would apply to the installation of 
new pilings. 

A VWPP is not required because the Proposed 
Action is not located within Virginia waters, 
jurisdictional wetlands or nonjurisdictional 
wetlands.  Please also see response to Comment 
Number WW-9 in Table H-5.  

WW-9 VDEQ-1 Page 4, item 2(a) The Virginia Marine Resources Commission 
(VMRC), pursuant to Section 28.2-1200 et seq. of 
the Code of Virginia, has jurisdiction over any 
encroachments in, on, or over any state-owned 
rivers, streams, or creeks in the Commonwealth. 
The VMRC serves as the clearinghouse for the 
Joint Permit Application (JPA) used by: 

• VMRC for encroachments on or over state-
owned subaqueous beds as well as tidal wetlands; 

• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) for 
issuing permits pursuant to Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act and Section 10 of the Rivers and 
Harbors Act; 

• DEQ for issuance of a Virginia Water Protection 
Permit; and  

• local wetlands board for impacts to wetlands. 

The Authority will comply with the Virginia Marine 
Resources Commission (VMRC) regulations in 
Section 28.2-1200 et seq. of the Code of Virginia.  

WW-10 VDEQ-1 Page 4, items 2(b) According to VMRC, any encroachment 
channelward of ordinary high water long natural 
rivers and streams may require a permit from 
VMRC.  However, VMRC concurs that if MWAA is 
replacing pilings in the same location as they 
currently exist, VMRC would not require a permit 
for subaqueous impacts. 

The Proposed Action involves new pilings, not 
replacement of existing pilings.  A permit from the 
VMRC is required pursuant to Section 28.2-1200 
et seq. of the Code of Virginia because the high 
intensity approach lighting system with 
sequenced flashing lights (ALSF) pier is 
appurtenant to the Virginia coastline of the Airport 
at the Potomac River.  The VMRC permit would 
address potential impacts to subaqueous beds.  
Table III-5 was amended by changing the 
VMRC Permit Name/Type from “Wetlands 
Permits” to “Subaqueous Beds.”   
Please also see response to Comment Number 
WW-9 in Table H-5. 
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Table H-6 (1 of 2) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Coastal Resources 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

CR-1 VDEQ-1 Pages 5-6, items 
4(b) 

In Arlington County, the areas protected by the 
Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act, as locally 
implemented, require conformance with the 
performance criteria. These areas include 
Resource Protection Areas (RPAs) and Resource 
Management Areas (RMAs) as designated by the 
local government. RPAs include: tidal wetlands; 
certain non-tidal wetlands and tidal shores; and a 
minimum 100-foot vegetated buffer area located 
adjacent to and landward of these features and 
along both sides of any water body with perennial 
flow.   In Arlington County, the RPA buffer also 
includes intermittent streams and steep slopes.  
All areas of the County not included in the RPA 
are designated as RMAs. 
Performance Criteria. The construction, 
installation, operation and maintenance of electric, 
natural gas, fiber-optic and telephone transmission 
lines, and public roads and their appurtenant 
structures are exempt from the Regulations 
provided they are constructed in accordance with: 
(i) regulations promulgated pursuant to the 
Erosion and Sediment Control Law (§10.1-560 et 
seq. of the Code of Virginia) and the Stormwater 
Management Act (§ 10.1-603.1 et seq. of the 
Code of Virginia); (ii) an erosion and sediment 
control plan and a stormwater management plan 
approved by the Virginia Department of 
Conservation and Recreation; and (iii) local water 
quality protection criteria at least as stringent as 
the above state requirements. 

The Authority would meet the performance criteria 
by adhering to the regulations promulgated 
pursuant to the Erosion and Sediment Control 
Law (§10.1-560 et seq. of the Code of Virginia) 
and the Stormwater Management Act (§ 10.1-
603.1 et seq. of the Code of Virginia), developing 
an erosion and sediment control plan and a 
stormwater management plan and satisfying local 
water quality protection criteria at least as 
stringent as the above state requirements.  
Therefore, the proposed project will be consistent 
with the Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act. 

CR-2 VDEQ-1 Pages 5-6, items 
4(c)(d)  

The areas in question are subject to the 
performance criteria for Resource Protection Areas 
(9 VAC 10-20-130) and the general performance 
criteria for all Chesapeake Bay Preservation Areas 
(9 VAC 10-20-120).    

The proposed project will be consistent with the 
Chesapeake Bay Preservation Act. 
Please see response to Comment Number CR-1 
in Table H-6. 
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Table H-6 (2 of 2) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Coastal Resources 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

CR-3 VDEQ-1 Page 13, item 12(b) The Northern Virginia Regional Commission 
(NVRC) reviewed the EA and FCC for the proposal 
and notes that Arlington County has adopted a 
jurisdiction-wide Chesapeake Bay Resource 
Management Area. The Chesapeake Bay 
Preservation Act (Bay Act) requires the 
maintenance of a 100-foot riparian buffer along all 
perennial streams and wetlands. Development 
should result in a no-net increase for phosphorus 
loadings based on Arlington’s average 
imperviousness. Calculation procedures may be 
found in the Northern Virginia BMP Handbook.  

There are no existing wooded buffers at the 
Airport and establishing new wooded buffers 
would conflict with Airport safety requirements. 
The Proposed Action would result in a no-net 
increase for phosphorous loadings based on 
Arlington’s average imperviousness. 

CR-4 VDEQ-1 Page 13, item 12(c) NVRC recommends MWAA consider the following: 
• adhere to post-development water quality 

requirements contained in the Virginia 
Stormwater Management Regulations (VR 
215-02-00 Part IV and § 2.3); and 

• refer to the Bay Act for allowable uses within, 
or near RPAs and RMAs. 

The Authority would comply with the applicable 
post-development water quality requirements 
contained in the Virginia Stormwater Management 
Regulations (VR 215-02-00 Part IV and § 2.3) and 
would refer to the Bay Act for allowable uses 
within, or near RPAs and RMAs. 

CR-5 VDEQ-1 Page 14-15, last 
paragraph on page 
14, first paragraph 
on page 15 

Based on our review of MWAA’s consistency 
certification, and the comments and 
recommendations submitted by agencies 
administering the enforceable policies of the 
[Virginia Coastal Resources Management 
Program]  VCP, DEQ concurs that this proposal is 
consistent with the VCP. However, other state 
approvals which may apply to this project are not 
included in this concurrence. Therefore, MWAA 
must ensure that this project is constructed and 
operated in accordance with all applicable federal, 
state, and local laws and regulations. We 
encourage MWAA to consider the advisory policies 
of the VCP as well (see Attachment 2).  

The Authority appreciates the VDEQ finding that 
the Proposed Action is consistent with the VCP. 
Please see the response to Comment Number 
AQ-1 in Table H-3 regarding pollution prevention 
during construction. 
The Authority would construct and operate the 
facilities included in the Proposed Action in 
accordance with all applicable federal, state, and 
local laws and regulations.  The Authority has 
reviewed the VCP advisory policies. 
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Table H-7 (1 of 6) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Fish, Wildlife and Plants 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

FWP-1 EPA-1 Fourth bullet EA says there are sturgeon that migrate in the 
river and that they coordinated with NMFS but 
doesn't provide much information. 

The NMFS has primary jurisdiction over the 
shortnose sturgeon.  There is no designated 
sturgeon “critical habitat” as defined the 
Endangered Species Act in the vicinity of the 
Proposed Action.  In fact, there is no critical 
habitat designation anywhere for shortnose 
sturgeon.   
A copy of a July 28, 2008 email from the NMFS to 
the Authority is included at the end of this 
Appendix.  The NMFS email states in part that 
“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.”  
There have been no changes with regard to 
encroachment into the Potomac River that would 
require further consultation with NMFS. 
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Table H-7 (2 of 6) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Fish, Wildlife and Plants 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

FWP-2 EPA-1 Sixth bullet EA says there are SAV beds, which may or may 
not be impacted. Discussion should include types 
of vegetation and a map depicting the areas.  EA 
indicates that the size varies based on conditions 
but some additional information should be 
available.  SAV beds provide many important 
functions. 

Because of the wide annual fluctuation of SAV 
locations and densities, it is impossible to predict 
at this time whether any construction-related 
impacts would occur.   
The NMFS stated that the current plan for 
relocation of the approach lights would minimize 
any potential shading impacts to waters beneath 
the ALSF pier, including SAV that may grow there. 
(Reference Sections 5.8.2.1 and 5.9.2.1)  
If any SAV were present within the LOPD 
associated with the approach light relocation and 
if construction-related activities could result in 
localized plant damage, the impacts would be 
localized to the near-shore section of the existing 
ALSF pier. As described in Section 4.5.1, the 
design of the relocated approach light structures 
would minimize any potential shading impacts to 
waters beneath the ALSF pier, including SAV that 
may grow there; therefore, the site would still be 
capable of supporting future SAV growth.” 
(Reference Sections 4.5.1 and 5.15.3.2.)  
If SAV is present during the in-river construction 
activities, the Authority would conduct additional 
coordination with the U.S. ACE, NMFS, and 
VDCR if required. (Reference Section 5.18.2.8.)  

FWP-3 EPA-1 Ninth bullet Should add and comply with EO 13112 for 
invasive species. 

The Authority has consulted with USFWS and 
NMFS as part of scoping and neither agency 
raised any concerns related to invasive species.  
Construction of the Proposed Action should have 
no effect on hydrilla or on the northern snakehead 
in the Potomac.  
The Final Environmental Assessment includes 
a reference to EO 13112 in Table III-7. 
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Table H-7 (3 of 6) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Fish, Wildlife and Plants 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

FWP-4 EPA-1 Thirteenth bullet Should avoid and minimize impacts to public and 
resources - don't let vehicles idle during 
construction, keep equipment away from 
waterways and drainages, coordination with other 
agencies for any species of concern, etc. 

Please see response to Comment Numbers AQ-1 
in Table H-3 and WQ-4 in Table H-4. 

FWP-5 EPA-2 Third paragraph We recommend that the appropriate state and 
federal agencies be contacted annually regarding 
threatened and endangered species.  Copies of 
coordination letters should be included in the 
document. 

Please see the August 6, 2008 letter from DCR’s 
Division of Natural Heritage (DNH) to the Authority 
in Appendix B.  VDEQ’s July 28, 2009 letter to the 
Authority reconfirms that the Proposed Action is 
unlikely to impact the natural heritage resources.   
The NMFS and USFWS were invited along with 
other agencies by letter dated July 27, 2008 to 
participate in the scoping process for the Draft EA.  
Neither agency submitted comments.    Similarly, 
a copy of the Draft EA was provided to both 
agencies in June 2009.  Again, neither agency 
submitted comments. 

FWP-6 EPA-2 Fifth paragraph The EA states that there is potential to impact 
submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) populations.  
The EA also references survey data and states 
that populations fluctuate year to year.  Since 
there is existing data, SAV populations should be 
included on a figure to document existing features 
in the area.    

Please see response to comment FWP-2 in Table 
H-7. 

FWP-7 DCPC-1 Fourth paragraph Part of the proposed action is to relocate 800’, 
900’, and 1000’ approach light bars onto the 
existing pier and add poles into the Potomac River 
for sidelights.  NCPC staff encourages the 
Authority not to undertake this part of the project 
during fish spawning periods.  

Comment noted.  The Authority will comply with all 
permit conditions, including those pertaining to the 
ALSF pier improvements.  The scope of 
construction in the Potomac is limited and not 
likely to affect fish spawning.   
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Table H-7 (4 of 6) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Fish, Wildlife and Plants 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

FWP-8 VDEQ-1 Page 9, item 7 DEQ recommends that the use of herbicides or 
pesticides for construction or landscape 
maintenance should be in accordance with the 
principles of integrated pest management. The 
least toxic pesticides that are effective in 
controlling the target species should be used. 
Please contact the Department of Agriculture and 
Consumer Services at (804) 786-3501 for more 
information. 

The Proposed Action does not involve the use of 
pesticides. 

FWP-9 VDEQ-1 Page 9, item 8(b) DCR-DNH searched its Biotics Data System for 
occurrences of natural heritage resources in the 
project area. Biotics documents the presence of 
natural heritage resources in the project area. 
However, due to the scope of the activity and the 
distance to the resources, DCR-DNH does not 
anticipate that future redevelopment of these 
properties would adversely impact these natural 
heritage resources.  

Comment noted. 

FWP-10 VDEQ-1 Page 10, Item 8(c)  The Endangered Plant and Insect Species Act of 
1979, Chapter 39 §3.1-1020 through 1030 of the 
Code of Virginia, as amended, authorizes the 
Virginia Department of Agriculture and Consumer 
Services (VDACS) to conserve, protect, and 
manage endangered and threatened species of 
plants and insects.  The VDACS Virginia 
Endangered Plant and Insect Species Program 
personnel cooperates with the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS), DCR-DNH and other 
agencies and organizations on the recovery, 
protection or conservation of listed threatened or 
endangered species and designated plant and 
insect species that are rare throughout their 
worldwide ranges. In those instances where 
recovery plans, developed by USFWS, are 
available, adherence to the order and tasks 
outlined in the plans are followed to the extent 
possible.  

Under a Memorandum of Agreement established 
between VDACS and DCR, DCR represents 
VDACS in comments regarding potential impacts 
on State-listed threatened and endangered plant 
and insect species. DCR finds that the current 
activity will not affect any documented state-listed 
plants or insects.  (Reference VDEQ-1, Page 10, 
Item 8(c), last paragraph)   
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Table H-7 (5 of 6) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Fish, Wildlife and Plants 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

FWP-11 VDEQ-1 Page 10, Item 8(d)  DCR files do not indicate the presence of any 
State Natural Area Preserves under the agency’s 
jurisdiction in the project vicinity. 

Comment noted. 

FWP-12 VDEQ-1 Page 10, item 8(e) Contact DCR-DNH, Rene Hypes at (804) 371-
2708 for an update on natural heritage information 
if a significant amount of time passes before the 
project is initiated since new and updated 
information is continually added to Biotics.   

The Authority will contact DCR-DNH for an 
update on natural heritage information if a 
significant amount of time passes before the 
Proposed Action is initiated as suggested.   

FWP-13 VDEQ-1 Page 10-11, items 
9(b)(c)(d) 

DGIF offers the following recommendations for the 
proposed instream work: 
• conduct any instream activities during low- or 

no-flow conditions; 
• use non-erodible cofferdams or turbidity 

curtains to isolate the construction area; 
• block no more than 50% of the streamflow at 

any given time; 
• stockpile excavated material in a manner that 

prevents reentry into the stream; 
• restore original streambed and streambank 

contours; 
• revegetate barren areas with native 

vegetation; and 
• implement strict erosion and sediment control 

measures. 

The Authority will comply with the 
recommendations to  
• block no more than 50% of the streamflow at 

any given time; 
• stockpile excavated material in a manner that 

prevents reentry into the stream; 
• restore original streambed and streambank 

contours; 
• implement strict erosion and sediment control 

measures.  
The Potomac River is tidal and does not have 
low- or no- flow conditions. Cofferdams or 
turbidity curtains should not be required because 
in-water construction activity is limited to driving a 
small number of piles.  The Authority will 
revegetate barren areas with plants similar to the 
type of vegetation that existed prior to the project-
related disturbance. 
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Table H-7 (6 of 6) 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Fish, Wildlife and Plants 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

FWP-14 VDEQ-1 Page 10-11, items 
9(b)(c)(d) 
(Continued) 

Furthermore, MWAA should implement the 
following to minimize overall impacts to wildlife and 
our natural resources: 
• avoid and minimize impacts to undisturbed 

forest, wetlands, and streams to the fullest 
extent practicable; 

• maintain undisturbed wooded buffers of at 
least 100 feet in width around all onsite 
wetlands and on both sides of all perennial 
and intermittent streams; 

• design stormwater controls to replicate and 
maintain the hydrographic condition of the site 
prior to the change in landscape. This should 
include, but not be limited to utilizing 
bioretention areas and minimizing the use of 
curb and gutter in favor of grassed swales. 

The Authority would avoid and minimize impacts 
to undisturbed forest, wetlands, and streams to 
the fullest extent practicable.  There are no 
existing wooded buffers and establishing new 
wooded buffers would conflict with Airport safety 
requirements.  Bioretention is incompatible with 
the Airport’s Wildlife Hazard Management Plan.  
The Proposed Action does not involve the use of 
curb and gutter. 

FWP-15   Bioretention areas (also called rain gardens) and 
grass swales are components of Low Impact 
Development (LID). They are designed to capture 
stormwater runoff as close to the source as 
possible and allow it to slowly infiltrate into the 
surrounding soil. They benefit natural resources by 
filtering pollutants and decreasing downstream 
runoff volumes. 

Bioretention is incompatible with the Airport’s 
Wildlife Hazard Management Plan.   
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Table H-8 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Light Emissions and Visual Impacts 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

 NCPC-1 Third paragraph NCPC staff is also concerned about the impact of 
the proposed project on the views from the 
George Washington Memorial Parkway and the 
Mount Vernon trail.  We encourage the Authority 
to work with the National Park Service to evaluate 
ways to screen or minimize the potential impacts.  

The Authority consulted with National Park 
Service (NPS) staff during the scoping process.  A 
copy of the Draft EA was provided to the NPS; no 
comments on the Draft EA were received from the 
NPS.   
Section 5.10.2 of the Draft EA supports a 
conclusion that the Proposed Action would not 
have a significant impact on the views from the 
George Washington Memorial Parkway or the 
Mount Vernon Trail. 
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Table H-9 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Historic, Archaeological, Architectural, and Cultural Resources 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

HAAC-1 DC-SHPO-1 Bottom, right; 
stamp. 

The District of Columbia State Historic 
Preservation Office has determined that this 
undertaking will have no adverse effect on historic 
properties. 

Comment noted. 

HAAC-2 VDEQ-1 Page 2, last 2 
paragraphs 

Based on the information provided in the 
Environmental Assessment and comments from 
reviewers, the Commonwealth of Virginia has no 
objection to the proposal as presented.  Provided 
activities are performed in accordance with the 
recommendations which follow, this project is 
unlikely to have significant effects on ambient air 
quality, water quality, important farmland, 
wetlands, historic structures, wildlife, or forest 
resources. It will not affect species of plants, 
animals, or insects listed by state agencies as 
rare, threatened, or endangered. 

Comment noted. 

HAAC-3 VDEQ-1 Page 12, item 10(b) According to [Department of Historic Resources] 
DHR, the agency has been in direct consultation 
with MWAA and the Federal Aviation 
Administration regarding the proposed project.  
DHR requests that they continue to consult directly 
with DHR pursuant to Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act. 

Subsequent to this comment, the Virginia 
Department of Historic Resources concurred in a 
Determination of No Historic Properties Affected.  
A copy of the Determination is included at the end 
of this Appendix. 
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Authority’s Responses to Comments on Hazardous Materials, Pollution Prevention and Solid Waste 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

HPS-1 EPA-1 Tenth bullet Where will the excess soil be disposed from 
construction?  If they have to haul it away -where 
and what is potential truck route-any impacts? 

The quantities of excavated material would be 
relatively small (e.g., 5,500-6,000 cubic yards).  
This would amount to approximately 150 loads 
with 40-cubic yard roll-off containers.  Hauling of 
excavated material would be in accordance with 
applicable licenses and permits.  
If the issue of the South Investigation Site is 
unresolved when construction begins, all material 
excavated from within the South Investigation Site 
would be disposed of off-Airport, and would be 
tested before disposal. Any material found to be 
hazardous waste will be disposed of in 
accordance with federal and state requirements. 
(Reference Sections 1.4.4.4, 5.14.2, 5.15.4.2, and 
5.18.2.13) 
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Authority’s Responses to Comments on Hazardous Materials, Pollution Prevention and Solid Waste 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

HPS-2 VDEQ-1 Page 8, item 6(b) According to DEQ files, nearby Formerly Used 
Defense Site (FUDS) designated as Washington 
National Airport (CO3VA0057) consisted of 
personnel housing, warehouses, hangers, terminal 
operations building, Post Engineer Office, and a 
crash truck station.  
Between 1942 and 1944, the United Stated 
acquired the use of approximately 36.94 acres at 
the Washington National Airport for Army use. The 
disposal of approximately 30.48 acres occurred in 
1962. This acreage was transferred to the FAA. 
In 1992, the US Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) 
determined that the site provided “…no evidence 
of hazardous or unsafe conditions resulting from 
DOD use; therefore, we recommend No Further 
Action.” 
The location of the referenced FUDS is contiguous 
to Runway 4-22. According to the Department of 
Defense (DOD), “The Washington National Airport 
site appears to be free of any physical or 
environmental hazards resulting from DOD usage. 
Therefore, no further action is required.” DEQ has 
not conducted an investigation to either support or 
contradict this DOD assertion. 

Comment noted. 

HPS-3 VDEQ-1 Page 8, item 6(c) Any soil that is suspected of contamination or 
wastes that are generated during construction-
related activities must be tested and disposed of in 
accordance with applicable federal, state, and 
local laws and regulations.  

The Authority would test and dispose of any soil 
that is suspected of contamination in accordance 
with applicable federal, state, and local laws and 
regulations. 

HPS-4 VDEQ-1 Page 8, item 6(d) All structures being demolished, renovated, or 
removed, should be checked for asbestos-
containing materials (ACM) and lead-based paint 
prior to demolition. If ACM or LBP are found, in 
addition to the federal waste-related regulations 
mentioned above, state regulations 9VAC 20-80-
640 for ACM and 9VAC 20-60-261 for LBP must 
be followed. 

The Authority would check all structures being 
demolished, renovated, or removed for ACM and 
LBP prior to demolition. If ACM or LBP are found, 
in addition to the federal waste-related regulations 
mentioned in the response to Comment Number 
HPS-3, state regulations 9VAC 20-80-640 for 
ACM and 9VAC 20-60-261 for LBP would be 
followed. 
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Authority’s Responses to Comments on Hazardous Materials, Pollution Prevention and Solid Waste 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

HPS-5 VDEQ-1 Page 9, item 6(e) DEQ encourages all construction projects and 
facilities to implement pollution prevention 
principles, including the reduction, reuse, and 
recycling of all solid wastes generated. All 
generation of hazardous wastes should be 
minimized and handled appropriately.  

Please see the responses to Comment Numbers 
AQ-1in Table H-3 and WQ-2 in Table H-4. 
 

HPS-6 VDEQ-1 Page 9, item 6(f) The following website may be accessed to locate 
additional information on identified waste sites 
using their identification numbers: 
http://www.deq.virginia.gov/waste/waste.html. 

The Authority’s consultant checked the website as 
well as EPA’s EnviroMapper website.  No waste 
sites were identified in the vicinity of the Project 
Area.   

HPS-7 VDEQ-1 Page 13, item 13 We have several pollution prevention 
recommendations that may be helpful in the 
construction of this project and in the operation of 
the airport 

Please see the responses to Comment Numbers 
AQ-1 and WQ-2.  
The Authority has pollution prevention plans in 
place at the Airport.   
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Authority’s Responses to Comments on Construction Impacts 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

CI-1 EPA-1 Tenth Bullet Where will the excess soil be disposed from 
construction?  If they have to haul it away -where 
and what is potential truck route-any impacts? 

Please see response to Comment Number HPS-1 
in Table H-10. 

CI-2 EPA-1 Thirteenth bullet Should avoid and minimize impacts to public and 
resources - don't let vehicles idle during 
construction, keep equipment away from 
waterways and drainages, coordination with other 
agencies for any species of concern, etc 

Please see responses to Comment Numbers AQ-
1 in Table H-3 and WQ-4. in Table H-4 

CI-3 VDEQ-1 Page 4, item 3(b) According to the Department of Conservation and 
Recreation’s (DCR) Division of Soil and Water 
Conservation (DSWC), MWAA and its authorized 
agents conducting regulated land disturbing 
activities on private and public lands in the state 
must comply with the Virginia Erosion and 
Sediment Control Law and Regulations 
(VESCL&R), Virginia Stormwater Management 
Law and Regulations (VSWML&R) including 
coverage under the general permit for stormwater 
discharge from construction activities, and other 
applicable federal nonpoint source pollution 
mandates (e.g. Clean Water Act-Section 313, 
federal consistency under the Coastal Zone 
Management Act). Clearing and grading activities, 
installation of staging areas, parking lots, roads, 
buildings, utilities, or other structures, soil/dredge 
spoil areas, or related land conversion activities 
that disturb greater than 2,500 square feet would 
be regulated by VESCL&R and those that disturb 
2,500 square feet or greater would be covered by 
VSWML&R. Accordingly, MWAA must prepare 
and implement erosion and sediment control 
(ESC) and stormwater management (SWM) plans 
to ensure compliance with state law and 
regulations.  

For the Authority’s construction projects at the 
Airport, compliance with the requirements of the 
ESC and SWM plans under VESCL&R and 
VSWML&R are the responsibility of the Authority’s 
staff, and registration coverage is addressed 
through the Airport’s National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) permit with the 
United States Environmental Protection Agency.   
Therefore, while the Authority must comply with 
VESCL&R and VSWML&R, it is not required to 
seek permits, reviews or approvals from DCR or 
Arlington County for erosion, sediment and 
stormwater impacts at the Airport.  (Reference 
July 31, 2009 email from VDEQ to the Authority 
included at the end of this Appendix.) 
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Authority’s Responses to Comments on Construction Impacts 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

CI-4 VDEQ-1 Page 4, item 3(b) 
(continued) 

MWAA is ultimately responsible for achieving 
project compliance through oversight of on site 
contractors, regular field inspection, prompt action 
against non-compliant sites, and/or other 
mechanisms consistent with agency policy. The 
agency is encouraged to contact DCR’s Warrenton 
Field Office at 540-347-6420 to obtain plan 
development, implementation assistance and to 
ensure project conformance during and after active 
construction. [Reference: VESCL §10.1-567; 
VSWML §10.1-603.15]. 

Please see response to Comment Number CI-3 
in Table H-11.   

  
 
 

Table H-12 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Socioeconomic Impacts, Environmental Justice, and Children’s Health and Safety Risks 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

SEC-1 EPA-1 Twelfth bullet Environmental Justice- not much detail provided.  
Should show how it was determined EJ 
populations will not be impacted.  What about 
outreach to EJ communities during public 
involvement?  What about non-English speaking 
populations. 

The construction and operation of the facilities 
included in the Proposed Action would cause only 
temporary environmental impacts that do not 
reach the level of significance.  The Proposed 
Action would not cause a significant direct, 
indirect, or cumulative impact to any 
environmental resource; therefore, the Proposed 
Action would not result in EJ populations being 
subjected to significant impacts, let alone a 
disproportionate share of significant impacts. 
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Authority’s Responses to Comments on Secondary (Induced) Impacts 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

SI-1 EPA-1 Seventh bullet Secondary and cumulative impact sections should 
discuss all resources. 

Section 5.17 Secondary (Induced) Impacts was 
prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1E, 
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, 
Appendix A, Analysis of Environmental Impact 
Categories, Section 15, Secondary (Induced) 
Impacts and the FAA Environmental Desk 
Reference for Airport Actions, Section 15, Induced 
Socioeconomic Impacts.  There is no requirement 
for or benefit to be derived from a discussion of 
resources that are not directly or indirectly 
impacted by the Proposed Action in the 
Secondary (Induced) Impacts section of the EA.   

 
 
 

Table H-14 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Cumulative Impacts 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

CUM-1 EPA-1 Seventh bullet Secondary and cumulative impact sections should 
discuss all resources. 

FAA Order 1050.1E, Environmental Impacts: 
Policies and Procedures, paragraph 405f. 
Environmental Consequences, subparagraph (1) 
states in part that “The focus of this [cumulative 
impact] analysis is upon resources that would be 
directly, indirectly and cumulatively affected by the 
proposed action.”  Therefore, a discussion of 
resources that are not directly or indirectly 
impacted by the Proposed Action would be 
beyond the focus of the Cumulative Impacts 
analysis in the EA.   
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Authority’s Responses to Comments on Mitigation 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

MIT-1 EPA-1 Eleventh bullet Mitigation... they may need to mitigate for impacts 
to sturgeon or to river depending on activities. EA 
does not provide enough information on potential 
impacts or document coordination with NMFS 

Please see the response to Comment Number 
FWP-1 in Table H-7. 

 

 

 

Table H-16 
Authority’s Responses to Comments on Important Farmlands 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

FARM-1 EPA-1 Eleventh bullet Based on the information provided in the 
Environmental Assessment and comments from 
reviewers, the Commonwealth of Virginia has no 
objection to the proposal as presented.  Provided 
activities are performed in accordance with the 
recommendations which follow, this project is 
unlikely to have significant effects on ambient air 
quality, water quality, important farmland, 
wetlands, historic structures, wildlife, or forest 
resources. It will not affect species of plants, 
animals, or insects listed by state agencies as rare, 
threatened, or endangered. 

Comment noted. 
There are no important farmlands on the Airport. 
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Authority’s Responses to General Comments 
Comment 
Number 

 
Document ID 

 
Reference 

 
Comment 

 
Response 

GC-1 EPA-1 First bullet This project does not seem to have many impacts, 
however many of the discussions are vague. More 
information should be included about the    
proposed action activities and potential impacts 
(details could not be located but if they are in other 
sections there should be reference to the locations 
in the various sections.) 

The Proposed Action would not have a significant 
direct, indirect or cumulative impact on the 
environment.   
The comment does not request specific 
information about the Proposed Action activities.  
The Draft EA fully describes the Proposed Action, 
(specifically in Sections 1.2.1 and 2.3 and Exhibit 
I-3, and generally throughout other sections of the 
Draft EA.    

GC-2 VDEQ-1 Page 2, last 2 
paragraphs 

Based on the information provided in the 
Environmental Assessment and comments from 
reviewers, the Commonwealth of Virginia has no 
objection to the proposal as presented.  Provided 
activities are performed in accordance with the 
recommendations which follow, this project is 
unlikely to have significant effects on ambient air 
quality, water quality, important farmland, 
wetlands, historic structures, wildlife, or forest 
resources. It will not affect species of plants, 
animals, or insects listed by state agencies as 
rare, threatened, or endangered.  

Please see the responses to Comment Numbers: 
• AQ-2 in Table H-3 
• WQ-4 in Table H-4 
• WW-7 in Table H-5  
• In HAAC-2 Table H-9  

GC-2 VDEQ-1 Page 12, item 11(b) DoAv believes the proposed action will help bring 
the airport up to current FAA Design Standards 
and provide increased safety and utility at the 
airport.  DoAv believes that the proposed action 
should have no direct environmental impacts.  

Comment noted. 

 

December 2009
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And 

Notice of Public Review Workshop 
The Washington Post 

June 23, 2009 – June 24, 2009
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Copies of Correspondence 

 
Table H-18 
Correspondence Received   

Commenter Type Document ID Dated 
Donna Santiago, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Email 1/ EPA-1 05/28/09 
Andrew Lewis, District of Columbia, State Historic Preservation 
Office 

Stamp 
Message 

DC-SHPO-1 07/10/09 

David W. Levy, RA, AICP, Director, Urban Design and Plan Review 
Division, National Capital Planning Commission 

Letter NCPC-1 07/17/09 

Lalit Sharma, Chief, Office of Environmental Quality, Department of 
Transportation and Environmental Services, City of Alexandria, 
Virginia 

Letter ALX-1 07/24/09 

Barbara Okorn, Office of Environmental Programs, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency 

Letter EPA-2 07/27/09 

Ellie Irons, Manager, Office of Environmental Impact Review,  
Virginia Department of Environmental Quality 

Letter VDEQ-1 07/28/09 

 
Note: 
1/ This email was in response to the Authority’s March 27, 2009 invitation (letter included at the end of this 

Appendix) to review a preliminary draft of the EA.  

 

December 2009
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October 23, 2008 
Wetlands Jurisdictional Determination 

From 
United States Army Corps of Engineers  

 

(Reference Table H-5, Comment Number WW-6) 

December 2009
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July 2008 Correspondence 
From 

National Marine Fisheries Service 
 

(Reference Table H-7, Comment Number FWP-1)

December 2009
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Documentation of Consultation 
With 

State Historic Preservation Office 
Virginia Department of Historic Resources 

 
(Reference Table H-9, Comment Number HAAC-3) 

 
 

December 2009




































