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Complete the following information:

1. Project Location:

Airport Name: Yeager Airport

Airport Address:__100 Airport Road, Suite 175,

City: _Charleston County: _Kanawha State: WV 25311-1080
2 . Airport Sponsor Information:

Point of Contact:_Rick Atkinson, Airport Director

Address:___100 Airport Road, Suite 175, Charleston, WV 25311-1080
Telephone:_304.344.8033 Fax: 304.344.8034
E-mail:__rick@yeagerairport.com

3. Evaluation Form Preparer Information:
Point of Contact:__Ronald L. Deck

Address:_ L. Robert Kimball & Associates, Inc. 328 Innovation Boulevard, Suite 222,
State College, PA 16803

Telephone:_814.867.4566 Fax:_ 814.867.4566

E-mail:___ ron.deck@kimballcorp.com

Introduction:

This Draft Short Environmental Assessment (Form C) for Yeager Airport has been prepared to
address the potential environmental impacts associated with the Runway 15-33 closure and
associated projects recommended by the Yeager Airport — Airport Layout Plan Update (ALPU) of
September 2009. The ALPU was completed to assist the Central West Virginia Regional Airport
Authority’s goals for Yeager Airport.

The Form C has been prepared in accordance with the Federal Aviation Administration guidelines
and is in conformance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 and the FAA
orders 5050.4B — NEPA Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions, 1050.1E — Environmental
Impacts: Policies and Procedures, and the Airports Desk Reference. Based on the review of this
document, FAA will determine if any of the environmental or socioeconomic impacts identified in
this document are significant and warrant further study. State and local offices will also be given the
opportunity to review this document as per DOT Order 4600.13. If none of the potential impacts
identified are significant, a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) will be issued by the FAA.

Proposed Development Action (describe ALL associated projects that are involved):

The 130th Airlift Wing (130 AW) of the West Virginia Air National Guard (WVANG), is
located at Yeager Airport. The mission of the 130 AW is to provide combat airlift support for
U.S. Air Force operations. In support of this mission, the 130 AW flies and maintains eight C-
130 aircraft. Previous studies have shown that existing facilities have a number of deficiencies
that compromise the unit’s ability to accomplish its mission and maintain readiness. Due to
the lack of developable land within the existing WVANG leasehold, it is necessary to close
Runway 15-33 and adjust the leasehold to accommodate the construction of the new WVANG
facilities. As a result of the runway closure project, in addition to the proposed military
facilities construction, additional Airport (civilian) projects may also be constructed. A
comprehensive list of projects to be completed on Airport property within the next five (5)
years follows:
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Project Year Sponsor
1. Close Runway 15-33 (4,750’ x 150”); Convert portions of closed Runway to
Taxiway C (3,924’ x 50°/75”) and Taxiway B (1,352° x 50”); Construct new 2009 Airport
access taxiway (175’ x 50”); Rehabilitate and widen Taxiway B (1,400° x 35%);
Add taxiway edge and shoulder markings.
2. Demolish Mobility Storage Building 2009 Military
3. Construct Maintenance Hangar Complex (53,600 SF) 2009 Military
4. Construct Communications conduit (1,500 LF) 2009 Military
5. Construct Fuel Cell Hangar (70,600 SF) 2009 Military
6. Construct Access Road, Parking Facilities, and Fencing for T-Hangar 2010 Airport
(34,000 SF / 40 Spaces / 600 LF)
7. Construct T-Hangar Taxilanes and Apron Expansion (108,000 SF) 2010 Airport
8. Construct AST Motor Pool (8,000 Gal.) 2010 Military
9. Construct ASE Equipment Shop (12,000 SF) & Security Forces Complex 2010 Military
(located off property)
10. Construct Perimeter Security Fence (4,000 SF) 2010 Military
11. Construct 14 Unit T-Hangar (360’ x 58”) 2011 Airport
12. Construct Access Road, Parking Facilities, and fencing for Unit Hangars 2011 Airport
(59,000 SF / 26 spaces / 800 LF)
13. Construct additional aircraft pavements (15,000 SF) 2011 Military
14. Add/Alter Base Operations Facility (23,971 SF) 2011 Military
15. Construct 100,000 gallon POL facility 2011 Military
16. Construct Unit hangars Apron (22,000 SF) 2012 Airport
17. Demolish Building 121/111 2012 Military
18. Demolish Building 107 2012 Military
19. Construct Small Arms Range 2012 Military
20. Construct Two Unit Hangars (2 — 100’ x 75’ hangars) 2013 Airport
21. Construct Aircraft Apron Expansion for 12 aircraft (7,000 SY) 2013 Military

It should be noted that the proposed development actions presented herein will not directly
cause an increase in the number of aircraft or vehicular operations at the Yeager Airport. The

proposed projects are depicted on the attached Exhibit 1.

Describe the Purpose of and Need for the Project:

The purpose of the project is to close existing Runway 15-33, which is being done to address
the identified need to construct new WVANG buildings and supporting infrastructure at
Yeager Airport. The new WVANG facilities are necessary in order to meet defined mission
requirements. Further, as a result of land made available by the runway closure, it will be
possible for the Airport to meet the identified need for additional general aviation facilities
and infrastructure, i.e. taxiways, hangars, and aircraft parking, as presented on the Airport

Layout Plan (ALP).

Alternatives to the Project: Describe any other reasonable actions that may feasibly substitute for

the proposed project, and include a description of the ““No Action’” alternative. If there are no

feasible or reasonable alternatives to the proposed project, explain why:

Alt #1

This alternative involves the design and construction of the projects identified in the Proposed
Development section, above. Each project has been developed and evaluated with a goal of
being both practical and reasonable with minimal impact on the environment. In addition to
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having operational and construction feasibility, each has a role in meeting the stated purpose
and need of this project.

Alt. #2

Several alternatives, including alternate locations for these construction activities, were
considered, but eliminated. Limited available property, existing environmental features, and
restricted use zones limit alternate locations for proposed construction activities at the
Airport. The screening criteria for environmental features included the minimization of
construction on or near steep slopes, forested areas, and previously undisturbed land. The
screening criteria for restricted use zones included the required U.S. Air Force setbacks and
force protection measures, as well as requirements contained in Federal Aviation Regulations,
Part 77, Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace, and other Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA) design standards for airfield construction. The proposed locations of all of the
proposed construction projects were maximized to meet these screening criteria. Therefore,
no feasible location alternatives were identified for the proposed construction activities.

No Action Alt.

The No Action alternative was examined pursuant to CEQ Section 1502.14 (d), which states
that an agency must “...include the alternative of no-action in development projects.” As
stated in the Purpose and Need, the proposed action is required to allow for the development
of those facilities necessary for the WVANG to meet it defined mission requirements and for
the Yeager Airport to grow and support the aviation demand of the community/region. The
No Action alternative would not address the identified purpose and need.

Explanation:

There are no feasible or reasonable alternatives to this project primarily due to the lack of
sufficient developable land within the existing Air National Guard leasehold. The only way to
meet the identified needs of the WVANG and the Airport is to close Runway 15-33.

Describe the affected environment of the project area (terrain features, level of urbanization,
sensitive populations, etc). Attach a map or drawing of the area with the location(s) of the
proposed action(s) identified. Attachment? Yes X No

The environment of the project area is primarily an existing paved runway at Yeager Airport
and its immediate environs. Any proposed new construction will be on previously disturbed
land in the immediate vicinity of the closed runway, all within existing Airport property.

Are there attachments to this Form? Yes X No If ““yes,” identify them below.

Appendix A-Exhibits
1) Proposed Development (Exhibit 1)
2) Noise Exhibits (Exhibits 2 through 5)
3) EDMS Temporary Construction Emissions Study (Exhibit 6)
4) WVANG Cultural Resources Survey Executive Summary (Exhibit 7)
5) Flood Plain Maps (Exhibits 8 & 9)
6) Public Participation (Exhibit 10)
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Appendix B-Agency Correspondence

1) West Virginia Division of Natural Resources
2) U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

Environmental Consequences — Special Impact Categories (refer to corresponding sections in
Orders 5050.4B ,1050.1E, and the Environmental Desk Reference, or subsequent revisions, for
more information and direction to complete each category, including discussions of Thresholds of

Significance).

(1) NOISE
1) Does the proposal require a noise analysis per Order 5050.4B? Explain. (Note: Noise
sensitive land uses are defined in Table 1 of FAR Part 150). Yes Yes

2) If ““yes,” determine whether the proposed project is likely to have a significant impact on
noise levels over noise sensitive areas within the DNL 65 dB noise contour.

Closure of Runway 15-33 will require all aircraft to utilize Runway 5-23, which will
impact the overall distribution of aircraft noise. In order to determine the impact of
placing all operations on Runway 5-23, different scenarios were placed in the Integrated
Noise Model (INM), v. 7.0.a. (Note: the Terrain Processor function of INM was utilized in
developing these contours). As a benchmark, Exhibit 2 depicts the existing noise contours
with both runways in operation (Note: this is the equivalent of the No Action alternative).
Exhibit 3 depicts the contours from the existing fleet mix and operations with Runway 15-
33 closed. Exhibit 4 depicts the contours for 2026 forecasted operations and fleet mix. It
should be noted that there is a project to extend the approach end of Runway 23 by 500
feet. In an effort to ensure consistency in the analyses, the runway extension was assumed
to be in place for all scenarios. An evaluation of the INM output shows initially that there
is a slight increase in the area impacted by the DNL 65 dB contour at the approach end of
Runway 23 when compared to the contours with Runway 15-33 open (Exhibit 2). While
the DNL 65 dB contour does go beyond the airport property line, it does not significantly
impact any off-airport noise sensitive areas. Further, the area within the DNL 65 dB
contour changes only slightly over time based on the changes in the forecasted fleet mix
and operations (Exhibit 5 — Note: the fleet mix and number operations used were based
on the approved forecasts contained in the latest Airport Master Plan). Additionally,
there are approximately five (5) residential properties impacted at the approach end of
Runway 5. As depicted in Exhibit 3, these properties are also located within the Runway
5-23 Runway Protection Zone (RPZ). Reference Paragraph (10) for proposed mitigation
discussions.

Significant Impact Thresholds: According to Order 1050.1E, a significant noise impact
would occur if analysis shows that the proposed action will cause noise sensitive areas to
experience an increase in noise of DNL 1.5 dB or more at or above DNL 65 dB noise
exposure when compared to the no action alternative for the same timeframe. Since there
will be an increase in operations on Runway 5-23, but no changes in ground tracks or
flight profiles, it is acceptable to use the FAA’s Area Equivalent Method (AEM) computer
model to perform an initial analysis. If the AEM calculations indicate that the proposed
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action would result in less than a 17 percent (approximately a DNL 1 dB) increase in the
DNL 65 dB contour area, it may be concluded that there would be no significant impact
over noise sensitive areas and that no further noise analysis is required. To complete the
analysis for this project, the appropriate fleet mix and operational numbers for existing
operations on Runway 5-23 with Runway 15-33 open were placed in AEM as the base
case. The mix and operational numbers for those aircraft currently using Runway 15-33
were then moved to Runway 5-23 and placed in AEM as the alternative case. The result of
this comparison revealed that there would be an 11.6 percent increase in the DNL 65 dB
contour area, which is well below the 17 percent threshold.

(2) COMPATIBLE LAND USE
(a) Would the proposed project result in other (besides noise) impacts exceeding thresholds of
significance that have land use ramifications, such as disruption of communities, relocation of
residences or businesses, or impact natural resource areas? Explain.

The project will not result in other impacts exceeding thresholds of significance that have
land use ramifications.

(b) Would the proposed project be located near or create a wildlife hazard as defined in FAA
Advisory Circular 150/5200-33, "Wildlife Hazards on and Near Airports"? Explain.

The proposed project will not be located near or create a wildlife hazard as defined in
Advisory Circular 150/5200-33, “Wildlife Hazards On and Near Airports.*

(3) SOCIAL IMPACTS
(a) Would the proposed project cause relocation of any homes or businesses? Yes X No
Explain.

As discussed in (1) Noise, above, there are approximately five (5) residential properties
located within the DNL 65 dB contour. These properties are also located within the
Runway 5 approach Runway Protection Zone (RPZ).

(b) If ““yes,” describe the availability of adequate relocation facilities

This is a small number of properties. Adequate replacement facilities are available.
Further, as discussed in (1), Noise, above, the impacted properties are also located within
the Runway 5-23 Runway Protection Zone (RPZ). Reference Paragraph (10) for proposed
mitigation discussions.

(c) Would the proposed project cause an alteration in surface traffic patterns, or cause a
noticeable increase in surface traffic congestion? Explain.

The proposed project will not cause an alteration in surface traffic patterns or cause a
noticeable increase in surface traffic congestion.

(4) INDUCED SOCIOECONOMIC IMPACTS

Would the proposed project cause induced, or secondary, socioeconomic impacts to
surrounding communities, such as change business and economic activity in a community;
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impact public service demands; induce shifts in population movement and growth, etc.?
Yes No__ X  Explain

The proposed project is limited to a well defined area totally on airport property. The off-
airport noise impacts are very limited and will not cause any substantial impacts on
business and economic activities, shifts in population movement patterns, or increases on
public service demands.

(5) AIR QUALITY
(a) Does the proposed project have the potential to increase airside or landside capacity,
including an increase in capacity to handle surface vehicles? Explain

Yes. The proposed project would temporarily result in an increase in surface vehicles due
to the use of construction equipment. Any increase in landside operations would be
eliminated upon completion of construction activities. No increase in airside (aircraft
operations) capacity would occur.

(b) Identify whether the project area is in a non-attainment or maintenance area for any of the
six (6) criteria air pollutants having National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS)
established under the Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA), and identify which pollutant(s)
apply. If the proposed project is in an attainment area, no further air quality analysis is
needed; skip to item (6). See EPA Green Book at www. epa.gov/oar/oagps/greenbk for
current attainment areas.

Yeager Airport is located in Kanawha County, West Virginia, which is a non-attainment
area for P.M ,5 The area is also in Maintenance for Ozone.

(c) Is an air quality analysis needed with regard to indirect source review requirements or
levels of aircraft activity (See Order 5050.4A and the 1997 FAA Handbook "Air Quality
Procedures for Civilian Airports and Air Force Bases"). Explain. If “yes,”” comply with state
requirements.

No.

(d)(1) Would the proposed action be an “exempted action,” as defined in 40 C.F.R Part
51.853(c)(2) of the General Conformity Rule? If exempt, skip to item (6). List exemption
claimed.

No.

(d)(2) Would the increase in the emission level of the regulated air pollutants for which the
project area is in non-attainment or maintenance exceed the de minimis standards?

No.

(d)(3) If **no,” would the proposed project cause a violation of any NAAQS, delay the
attainment of any NAAQS, or worsen any existing NAAQS violation? Explain:
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The Emissions and Dispersion Modeling System 5.1 (EDMS) was used to calculate the
temporary emissions generated by construction activities. EDMS modeled cases for
construction activities which occurred in 2008 (baseline) and cumulatively for activities
that would occur from 2009 through 2013. According to EDMS results, construction
activities for the baseline and forecasted years are well below the NAAQS and General
Conformity standards. Therefore, temporary emissions from construction activities
would not violate, delay attainment of, or worsen any NAAQS. (See Exhibit 6)

(d)(4) Would the proposed project conform to the State Implementation Plan (SIP) approved by
the state air quality resource agency? Explain, and provide supporting documentation.

Yes. As determined through EDMS, temporary construction activities would cause a
minimal increase in all NAAQS pollutants including Ozone and PM s for which Kanawah
County is classified as Maintenance and non-attainment respectively. Upon calculating
the cumulative effects over a 5-year period (2009-2013), EDMS forecasts a slight
emissions increase in 2010 with a steady decrease through 2013 (See Exhibit 6).
Furthermore, 2013 construction emissions would be less than the baseline established in
2008. Due to the minimal increase in emissions generated by construction activities as
well as the temporary nature of the construction emissions, the proposed projects would
conform to the SIP.

(6) WATER QUALITY
Describe the potential of the proposed project to impact water quality, including ground water,
surface water bodies, any public water supply systems, etc. Provide documentation of
consultation with agencies having jurisdiction over such water bodies, as applicable.

It is anticipated that impacts to regulated waterways will not occur for this project. Water
guality impacts will be minimized through implementation of Best Management Practices
(BMP) within an approved Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan (E & S Plan). A
National Pollutant discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit for Stormwater
Discharges from Construction Activities will be obtained. Additionally, the WV DEP’s
Stormwater Management Structure Guidance Document for BMP's will be used for the
projects.

(7) DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION SECTION 303/4(f)
Does the proposed project require the use of any publicly owned land from a public park,
recreation area, or wildlife or waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local significance, or land
of an historic site of national, state, or local significance? Provide justification for your
response. Include concurrence of appropriate officials having jurisdiction over such land
regarding the use determination.

The proposed project does not require the use of any publicly owned land from a public

park, recreation area, or wildlife or water fowl refuge of national, state, or local
significance, or land of an historic site of national, state or local significance.
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(8) HISTORIC, ARCHITECTURAL, ARCHEOLOGICAL, AND CULTURAL
RESOURCES
(a) Describe any impact the proposed project might have on any properties in or eligible for
inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places. Provide justification for your response,
and include a record of your consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO),
if applicable (attach correspondence with SHPO).

Closure of Runway 15-33 and the construction of associated facilities will occur on land
that has already been disturbed. According to an August 2006 Cultural Resources Survey
conducted for the Yeager Air National Guard Base, _” No further archeological work at
Yeager Air National Guard Base is needed as part of the current cultural resources
survey.” The base has been extensively disturbed by past construction activities. Any
proposed construction of Air National Guard facilities on the base does not represent any
effect on significant archeological resources, since archeological resources are not likely to
be present in these areas. A copy of the Cultural Resources Survey Executive Summary
and supporting map may be found at Exhibit 6.

(b) Describe whether there is reason to believe that significant scientific, prehistoric, historic,
archeological, or paleontological resources would be lost or destroyed as a result of the
proposed project. Include a record of consultation with persons or organizations with relevant
expertise, including the SHPO, if applicable.

See (8), (a), above.

(9) BIOTIC COMMUNITIES
Describe the potential of the proposed project to directly or indirectly impact plant
communities and/or the displacement of wildlife. This answer should also reference Section 6,
Water Quality, if jurisdictional water bodies are present.

Correspondence regarding rare, threatened and endangered (RTE) species with the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the West Virginia Division of Natural Resources
(WV DNR) was initiated by Kimball. A September 18, 2009, response from the West
Virginia Division of Natural Resources, Wildlife Resources Section, indicates that they
have no known records of any RTE species or sensitive habitats within the project area. A
copy of agency correspondence may be found at Appendix B, Agency Correspondence

(10) FEDERAL and STATE-LISTED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES
Would the proposed project impact any federally- or state-listed or proposed endangered or
threatened species of flora and fauna, or impact critical habitat? Explain, and discuss and
attach records of consultation efforts with jurisdictional agencies, if applicable.

Reference (9), above .

(11) WETLANDS
Does the proposed project involve the modification of delineated wetlands (wetlands must be
delineated using methods in the US Army Corps of Engineers (ACE) 1987 Wetland Delineation
Manual; delineations must be performed by a person certified in wetlands delineation).
Provide justification for your response.
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This project does not involve the modification of delineated wetlands.

(12) FLOODPLAINS
(a) Would the proposed project be located in, or would it encroach upon, any 100-year
floodplains, as designated by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)?
Yes No_ X

(b) Would the proposed project be located in a 500-year floodplain, as designated by FEMA?
Yes No_ X

(c) If *“yes,” is the proposed project considered a “critical action™, as defined in the Water
Resources Council Floodplain Management Guidelines? (see ER Vol. 43, No. 29, 2/10/78)
Yes No

(d) You must attach the corresponding FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) or other
documentation showing the project area. Map attached? Yes X  No If “no,” why
not?

(e) If the proposed project would cause an encroachment of a base floodplain (the base
floodplain is the 100-year floodplain for non-critical actions and the 500-year floodplain for
critical actions), what measures would be taken to provide an opportunity for early public
review, in accordance with Order 1050.1E,9.2c.

(13) COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
(a) Would the proposed project occur in, or affect, a coastal zone, as defined by a state's
Coastal Zone Management Plan (CZMP)? Explain__

According to the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), Office of
Ocean and Coastal Resource Management and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service John H.
Chafee Coastal Barrier Resource System, the Yeager Airport is not located within a
coastal zone or coastal barrier, respectively.

(b) If ““yes,” is the project consistent with the State's CZMP? Explain. If applicable, attach the
sponsor's consistency certification and the state's concurrence of that certification. Early
coordination is recommended.

(14) COASTAL BARRIERS
Is the location of the proposed project within the Coastal Barrier Resources System, as
delineated by the US Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) or FEMA coastal barrier maps?
Explain.

No (reference (13), above
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(15) WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS
Would the proposed project affect any portion of the free-flowing characteristics of a Wild and
Scenic River or a Study River, or any adjacent areas that are part of such rivers, listed on the
Wild and Scenic Rivers Inventory? Consult the (regional) National Parks Service (NPS), U.S.
Forest Service (FS), or other appropriate federal authority for information. Early consultation
IS recommended.

The NRI (www.ncrc.nps.gov/programs /rtca/nri) did not identify rivers having potential
for designation under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act within the study areas. According
to the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System website (www.rivers.gov), there are no
rivers located within Kanawha County designated as wild and scenic.

(16) FARMLAND
(a) Would the proposed project involve the use of federal financial assistance or conversion of
federal government land? Explain.

No, the proposed project does not involve the conversion of federal government land.
Further, there is no active farmland on, or in the vicinity of the airport.

(b) If “yes” would it convert farmland protected by the Farmland Protection Policy Act
(FPPA) (prime or unique farmland) to non-agricultural uses?_

(c) If ““yes,” determine the extent of project-related farmland impacts by completing (and
submitting to the Natural Resources Conservation Service) the "Farmland Conversion Impact
Rating Form" (NRCS Form AD 1006). Coordinate with the state or local agricultural
authorities. Explain your response, and attach the Form AD 1006, if applicable.

(17) ENERGY SUPPLY AND NATURAL RESOURCES
What effect would the proposed project have on energy or other natural resource
consumption? Would demand exceed supply? Explain. Letters from local public utilities and
suppliers regarding their abilities to provide energy and resources needed for large projects
may be necessary.

The proposed project would require all general aviation/corporate aircraft that currently
use Runway 15-33 to taxi from the general aviation area to either end of Runway 5-23,
which is a greater distance and will consume more fuel.

(18) LIGHT EMISSIONS
Would the proposed project have the potential for airport-related lighting impacts on nearby
residents? Explain, and, if necessary, provide a map depicting the location of residences in the
airport vicinity in relation to the proposed lighting system.

The proposed project does not have the potential for airport-related lighting impacts on
nearby residents.
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(19) SOLID WASTE
Would the proposed project generate solid waste? Yes No_ X
If “yes,” are local disposal facilities capable of handling the additional volumes of waste
resulting from the project? Explain.

NOTE: A sanitary landfill is incompatible with airport operations if the landfill is located within 10,000 feet of a
runway serving turbo-powered aircraft, or 5,000 feet of a runway serving piston-powered aircraft. Refer to FAA
Advisory Circular 150/5200.33 " Hazardous Wildlife Attractants on or Near Airports,” and FAA Order 5200.5B,
"Guidance Concerning Sanitary Landfills on or Near Airports.”

(20) CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS
Would construction of the proposed project: 1) increase ambient noise levels due to equipment
operation; 2) degrade local air quality due to dust, equipment exhausts and burning debris; 3)
deteriorate water quality when erosion and pollutant runoff occur; 4) or disrupt off-site and
local traffic patterns? Explain.

1) _Ambient Noise Levels — Equipment operation associated with movement and grading
of fill material and paving operations associated with the construction of the new portion
of the access taxiway, as well the operation of equipment used to remove existing runway
markings will temporarily raise ambient noise levels.

2)_Air Quality — Some dust and heavy equipment exhaust will temporarily decrease air
guality in the project area.

3)_Water Quality — An Erosion and Sediment Pollution Control (E & S) Plan will be
developed and approved before the onset of any earthwork. This should minimize any
degradation to water quality due to pollutants and erosion.

4) Traffic Patterns — Off-site and local traffic patterns will not be impacted by the
proposed project.

(21) OTHER CONSIDERATIONS
(a) Is the proposed project likely to be highly controversial on environmental grounds?
Explain.

No

(b) Is the proposed project likely to be inconsistent with any federal, state or local law or
administrative determination relating to the environment? Explain.

No
(c) Is the proposed project reasonably consistent with plans, goals, policies, or controls that

have been adopted for the area in which the airport is located? Explain
Yes
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(22) HAZARDOUS SITES/MATERIALS
Would the proposed project require the use of land that may contain hazardous substances or
may be contaminated? Explain your response and describe how such land was evaluated for
hazardous substance contamination. Early consultation with appropriate expertise agencies
(e.g., US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), EPA-certified state and local governments)
is recommended.

The proposed project involves the closure of an existing runway, the conversion of a part
of that runway to a taxiway, as well as several other projects related to the purpose and
need. An evaluation of a database search of available environmental records conducted
from federal and state files for previous Yeager projects reveals that there are no
hazardous material sources located within the project area.

(23) PERMITS
List all required permits for the proposed project. Indicate whether any difficulties are
anticipated in obtaining the required permits.

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)

NOTE: Even though the airport sponsor has/shall obtain one or more permits from the appropriate federal,
state, and/or local agencies for the proposed project, initiation of such project shall NOT be approved until FAA
has issued its environmental determination.

(24) ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
Would the proposed project impact minority and/or low-income populations? Consider human
health, social, economic, and environmental issues in your evaluation. Explain.

The_proposed project will not impact minority and/or low income populations.

(25) CUMULATIVE IMPACTS
When considered together with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
development projects on or off the airport, federal or non-federal, would the proposed project
produce a cumulative effect on any of the environmental impact categories above? You should
consider projects that are connected, cumulative and similar (common timing and geography).
Provide a list of such projects considered. For purposes of this Evaluation Form, generally use
3 years for past projects and 5 years for future foreseeable projects.

Previous and on-going projects to be considered include: the Runway 23 Runway Safety
Area; the relocation of Taxiway A at the Runway 23 end; the construction and demolition
of WVANG facilities; the rehabilitation of the Terminal Apron; the construction of the
rental car parking garage. Future projects include those projects listed in the proposed
development action presented above.

MITIGATION
(a) Describe those mitigation measures to be taken to avoid creation of significant impacts
to a particular resource as a result of the proposed project, and include a discussion of
any impacts that cannot be mitigated, or that cannot be mitigated below the significant
impact thresholds described in Order 1050.1E..
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(b) Provide a description of the resources that are in or adjacent to the project area that
must be avoided during construction. Note: The mitigation measures should be
incorporated into the project’s design documents.

(1) & (3), b. - As depicted on Exhibit 3, the residential properties that are now within
the DNL 65 dB contour are already incompatible land uses within the Runway 5-23
Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) and will be acquired in accordance with the Yeager
Airport’s RPZ Control Plan. This Plan, which is on-going, has provisions for
acquiring properties within the RPZ as they become available, assuming funding is
also available.

(20) - Construction impacts will be controlled and limited by requiring the
contractor(s) to comply with mitigation measures provided for in FAA Advisory
Circular 150/5370-10 (current version) Standards for Specifying Construction of
Airports and 150/53205 (current version) Surface Drainage Design.

PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
Describe what efforts would be made to involve the public with this proposed project.
Discuss the appropriateness of holding public meetings and/or public hearings, making
the draft document available for public comment, or the preparation of a public
involvement plan, etc.

The runway closure / conversion to taxiway project was included as a part of the
recent development of an Airport Master Plan and ALP. As a part of that effort,
there was a significant public involvement program, to include a public workshop
held on May 9, 2009, that was properly advertised. Because of the potential
sensitivities associated with the closing of a runway, special invitations were sent to
each of the identified based aircraft owner/operators. Written comments from those
in attendance were encouraged. Of the approximately 130 invitations sent out, 3
pilots showed up at the workshop. There was also an active Citizens Advisory
Committee throughout the project. A copy of the final public participation meeting
and public workshop sign-in sheets and advertisement may be found at Exhibit 9.

Further, it is anticipated that a draft version of this Environmental document will be
made available for public review for a two-week period.

PREPARER CERTIFICATION
I certify that the information I have provided above is, to the best of my knowledge, correct.

Signature Date

Ronald L. Deck, Senior Project Manager
Name, Title

L. Robert Kimball & Associates, Inc.

Affiliation

Final 3/22/99 Form C
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C
AIRPORT SPONSOR CERTIFICATION
| certify that the information | have provided above is, to the best of my knowledge, correct. 1 also
recognize and agree that no construction activity, including but not limited to site preparation,
demolition, or land disturbance, shall proceed for the above proposed project(s) until FAA issues a
final environmental decision for the proposed project(s), and until compliance with all other

applicable FAA approval actions (e.g., ALP approval, airspace approval, grant approval) has
occurred.

Signature Date

Name, Title

Affiliation

Final 3/22/99 Form C
14
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Note: This page to be completed by FAA only

FAA DECISION:
Having reviewed the above information, certified by the responsible airport official, it is the FAA

decision that the proposed project(s) of development warrants environmental processing as
indicated below.

D The proposed development action has been found to qualify for a Short
Environmental Assessment.

D The proposed development action exhibits conditions that require the preparation of
a detailed Environmental Assessment (EA).

D The following additional documentation is necessary for FAA to perform a complete
environmental evaluation of the proposed project:

*Action Reviewed/Recommended by:

(FAA Environmental Specialist) Date

*Approved:

(FAA Approving Official) Date

* The above FAA approval only signifies that the proposed development action(s), as described by the information
provided in this Evaluation Form, initially appears to qualify for the indicated environmental processing action. This
may be subject to change after more detailed information is made known to the FAA by further analysis, or though
additional federal, state, local or public input, etc.

Final 3/22/99 Form C
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L. Robert Kimball & Associates

328 Innovation Blvd., Suite 222
State College, PA 16803

phone (814) 472-7700

fax (814) 472-7712

email RonDeck@Irkimball.com
web site  www.Irkimball.com

PROJECT NAME:

Environmental
Assessment for the
Closure of Runway

15-33

Yeager Airport -- 5 Year Project Listing (2009 - 2013)
Drawing Mil. Or
Number Project Year |Airport
Close Runway 15-33 (4,750' x 150'); Convert
Portions to Taxiways C (3,924' x 50-75');
Construct Access Taxiway 170" x 50'; Rehabilitate
and Widen Taxiway B (1,400' x 35"); Add Taxiway
1 Edge and Shoulder Markings 2009 | Airport
2 Demolish Mobility Storage Building 2009 | Military
Construct Maintenance Hangar Complex (53,600
3 |SF) 2009 | Military
4 Construct Communications Conduit (1,500 LF) 2009 | Military
5 Construct Fuel Cell Hangar Complex (70,600 SF) | 2009 | Military
Construct Access Road, Parking Facilities, and
Fencing for T-Hangar (34,000 SF / 40 Spaces /
6 600 LF) 2010 | Airport
Construct T-Hangar Taxilanes and Apron
7 Expansion (108,000 SF) 2010 | Airport
8 Construct AST Motor Pool (8,000 Gal.) 2010 | Military
Construct ASE Equipment Shop (12,000 SF) &
Security Forces Complex (located off Airport
9 Property) 2010 | Military
10  [Construct Perimeter Security Fence (4,000 LF) 2010 | Military
11  [Construct 14 Unit T -Hangar (360" x 58') 2011 | Airport
Construct Access Road, Parking Facilities, and
Fencing for Unit Hangars (59,000 SF / 26 Spaces /
12 |800 LF) 2011 | Airport
Construct Additional Aircraft Pavements (15,000
13 |SF) 2011 | Military
14  |Add/Alter Base Operations Facility (23,971 SF) 2011 | Military
15  [Construct 100,000 Gallon POL Facility 2011 | Military
16  [Construct Unit Hangar Apron (22,000 SF) 2012 | Airport
17 |Demolish Building 121/111 2012 | Military
18  |Demolish Building 107 2012 | Military
19 [Construct Small Arms Range 2012 | Military
20 [Construct LOX Shelter 2012 | Military
Construct Two Unit Hangars (2 - 100" x 75'
21 |Hangars) 2013 | Airport
Construct Apron Expansion for 12 Aircraft (7,000
22 |SY) 2013 | Military
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