CO MMONWYEAX LTH Of VIRGINIA Comment PS0002

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

14685 Avion Parkway
PHILIP A. SHUCET ' THOMAS F. FARLEY
COMMISSIONER Chantilly, VA 20151 DISTRICT ADMINISTRATCR
(703} 383-VDOT (8368)

October 14, 2003

Mr. Frank Smigelski

Federal Aviation Administration
Washington Airports District Office
23723 Air Freight Lane, Suite 210

Dulles, Virgi_nia 20166

Dear Mr. Smigelski:

Enclosed is my comment sheet from the recent public workshop on the Dulles Airport New Runways

EIS. I remain concerned that the effects of the proposed new runways on the surface transportation ’1_?7:,
system are not being considered in the EIS. There was no one on the consultant team present at the _. ‘
Tecent workshop who could speak to transportation issues and nothing in the material presented that

discussed surface transportation.

The Fall, 2003, edition of the “Study Notes” brochure states that public comments received at the June,
2002, public meetings are being considered by your consultant. Specifically, the Study Notes states
that “many of you expressed concerns regarding the effects on surface transportation” (page 2) so the
concern has at least been recognized. However, nowhere in the materials presented at last week’s
public workshop do I see any indication that these effects are being evaluated despite a significant
growth in aircraft operations (approximately 23% growth between 1998 and 2010 - only 12 years - per
Chart 5 of the workshop briefing charts). The “Level 27 screening criteria {Chart 17) do not include
consideration of the impacts to the local transportation system (transit or highway networks). Nor are
such impacts included in the “Affected Environment” elements cited on Chart 18.

In summary, most of the concerns I expressed in my July 8, 2002, letter to you (copy enclosed) still do
not appear to have been addressed by your consultant. The workshop graphics show that Dulles will
continue to have only one public entrance {(my initial question), but the impacts of increased airport
operations on local highways and transit remain un-answered.

%j{éﬂa il

Chief, Planning Section

Enclosures

TRANSPORTATION FOR THE 21ST CENTURY



Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review

October 7 & 8,2003 ﬁ.ﬁ

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today's workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box beforé you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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E-mail:

Comments must be postmarked by October 24, 2003



' COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

14685 Avion Parkway
PHILIP A, SHUCET : THOMAS F. FARLEY
COMMISSIONER Chantilly, VA 20151 DISTRICT ADMINISTRATOR
(703) 383-VDOT (8368)

July 8, 2002

Mr. Frank Smigelski

Federal Aviation Administration
Washington Airports District Office
23723 Air Freight Lane, Suite 210
Dulles, Virginia 20166

Dear Mr. Smigelski:

I attended the agency scoping meeting for the Dulles Airport EIS to learn about
the impacts of the project on the local transportation network. Unfortunately, there was
no one from the study team on hand to address the specifics of the “surface
transportation” element of the EIS. Therefore, I'm sending you my concerns.

1. Will the present passenger / public access point (Route 28 and the Dulles Airport
Access Road) remain the only access point or will an additional public access point
be constructed? "

2. What is the increase in daily passengers (arrivals and departures, not transfers)
that is expected to result from the proposed airport improvements? What year is
this increase. expected to occur? What will be the increased parking demand?

3. An increase in passengers will likely increase traffic on Route 28 and other roads
that provide access to Dulles. Will the traffic impacts be analyzed? If so, what
roads will be included in the analysis?

4. What is the expected increase in daily truck traffic entering / leaving the airport to

handle the expected increase in air cargo shipments?

What portion of the increased passenger traffic will be assumed to use public

transit to arrive at / depart from the airport?

wn

I'd appreciate hearing how the above concerns will be addressed. If your consultant
team has a need for traffic data, please have a team member contact me.

Sincerely,

e/. cDonald, P.E.

Chief, ?lanning Section

TRANSPORTATION FOR THE 21ST CENTURY



Comment PN00O}

Sam Wong To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA
<samwong.aca.com@r cc:

elayl.faa.gov> Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition
10/11/2003 07:45 AM

Name:Sam Wong
Ops Supervisor
Atlantic Coast Airlines
Email: samwong.aca.com .
Comments: I am in full support of the additional runways at Washington Dulles
Airport.
I believe it will improve and expedite air travel efficienly in the long
run.
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FEDERAL AVIATICN ADPMINISTRATION

* * * * %

PRELIMINARY
PURPOSE & NEED AND ALTERNATIVES
PUBLIC MEETING
DULLES AIRPCRT NEW RUNWAYS
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

FPUBLIC SPEAKERS

{(Comments Given Directly to Court Reporter)

Farmwell Station Middle School
44281 Gloucester Way
Ashburn, Virginia

Tuesday, QOctober 7th, 2003
5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m.
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Comment PP0002

PROCEETDTINGS

MS. BURKE: Sharon R. Burke, 43966 Kitts Hiil
Terrace, Ashburn, Virginia 20147. | I object to the north
south runway because it’s going to put more noise over my
house in Ashburn Villagej}; ['";~\15"b

And I have been here eleven years with the
understanding that this was -- the status quo would
remain. rind, let’s see, oh, I really don’t see why they
can’t add two east west runways since that’s more
industrial out in around there and less impact on schcols
and regular people:} i»fq

And I do think it’s unfair to change the
rules. That’s all. Thank you. The last three flights
that our family has taken, we have had to go to Baltimore.
And this airport does not do me any good. And I only
lives five miles or four miles away. And I don’t know

why .

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LtEONASC DRIVE
Fa:rrFax, VIRGINIA 22030
17031 S91-3136
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Comment PP0003

MS. FERGUSON: Lynn Ferguson, 4350 Sandburg

Square, Ashburn, Virginia 20147. (&y comments are that in

the past three months the plane traffic has picked up in |
my area. From eight o’clock to eleven o'clock at night atg
least thirty to forty plan;s will come by a night.

And I can hear all of them. Some of them come
so cicose to the house that they rattle the windows. I
have been woken up at two, three, four o’clock in the
morning by planes. And I can’t get back to sieep because
they are so low and it shocks you awake.

I have fallen asleep for naps and been woken
up by a plane. So I think it’s so excessive -- thirty to
forty planes a night. It used to stop at ten. Now, it’'s
stopping at eleven. Sometimes it goes on till eleven-
thirty.

I would like the traffic off of that area. I

sit in a triangle. That’'s it} 3-371
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TERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
A116 LEQNARD DR VE
FriR=ax. VIRGINIA 22030
(703 591-2136
HwWw RUCIGERANDGREEN.CQOM



-

=

18

14

20

Comment PP0004

MS. DENNY: It's Adele Denny. &And it is 20855:
Killawog Terrace in Ashburn. At this point there are .
numercus planes that come over my house. And it -- I’'m
already able to see windows and signs -- you know, sign
names of the planes real ciear.
Z:} don’t think I could handle any more and,

sure as heck, not any coming in any lower. It would

really, I think, affect quality of life in the area. 3 -4

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
Fa RFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
17031 591-31386
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Comment PP0005

MS. SCHWARTZ: Since I arrived here -- I'm
Helen Schwartz. I’'m staying with my daughter. Since I
arrived here I have seen so many airplanes flying over the
house and the height that I can see all the windcws on the

large airplanes.

And it seems like it’s flying towards -- into
the house or away from the house. I don’t know how
exactly to describe it -- and not only one at the time,

but I have seen two, three at the time flying like in
formation.

Are they landing or -- I have nc idea what
they are doing. But the[égise is very loud. And it’'s
very disturbing. And I don’t think they should fly that

low over any housei] 3~323

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED YVERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LzoNarD D=WE
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Comment PP0006

MS. HALSTEAD: Mine is really short actually. |
Thig isn’t enough known yet to make a major comment. I'm |
Julie Halstead. And -- address? 20994 Fernridge Way,
Ashburn, Virginia 20147.

My family and I live in Ashburn Farm, an area
that it seems will be directly affected by increased air
traffic and noise created by a new north south runway. (1
am concerned about the increased noise polluticn and the
addition of air pollution to an area which already has a

severe ozone problemi] 1~ f

Can you put a P.S8.? Additicnally, I am

[;oncerned about the late night -- say, two in the
morning -- flights, mostly of the older cargo planes that
%3 A

actually wake me up and rattle the house] I’'d like to

know if those would continue or increase. Does that sound

-

good?

* k * * %

(Whereupon, at approximately 8:00 o’clock

p.m., the Public Meeting was concluded.)

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
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CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC

I, Gail H. Zehner, the Certified Verbatim
Reporter who reported the foregoing proceedings, do hereby
certify that they are true and correct to the best cf my
knowledge and ability; and that I have no interest in said
proceedingg, financial or otherwise, nor through
relationship with any of the parties in interest or their
counsel.

IN WITNESS WHERECF, I have hereunto set my

hand this 10th day of October, 2003.

(oo t] ok

A = S
GAIL H. ZEHNER _
Notary Public in and for the
State of Virginia at Large.

J

My commission expires:
October 31, 2005

RUDIGER & GREEN REPCRTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LECHhARD DRIVE
FairFax, VIRGINIA 22030
17031 521-3136
WWW AUGISERANOGREEN . COM




FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

* * * * *

PRELIMINARY
PURPOSE & NEED AND ALTERNATIVES
PUBLIC MEETING
DULLES AIRPORT NEW RUNWAYS
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

PUBLIC SPEAKERS

{Comments Given Directly to Court Reporter)

Westfield High Schocl
4700 Stonecroft Boulevard
Chantilly, Virginia

Wednesday, Octocber 8th, 2003
5:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m.
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{ieffrev@rarnes.net)
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& Transportation;
Sully District Transportation Advisory
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Chantilly, Virginia 20151

(Pleasant Valley Subdivision)
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FPECOCCEEDINGES Comment PP0O007

G

MS. EILEEN McFARLAND: My name is Eileen
McFarland; 11$23 Richland Lane. I presently live in Qak
Hiil. Actually I'm & person of few words, but I just
wanted to say[g appreciated the study and the efforts that
went into all the environmental issues here. I had no
idea that this preceded building like this, so it made me
aware of it.:l 23~ 23

Actually I'm moving to Scuth Riding, so T1'll
be in South Riding.

And just to say thank you.

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
{7031 591-3136
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Comment PP0008

I

MR. JIM DOHERTY: My name is Jim Doherty;
25809 Planting Field Drive, South Riding, Virginia. I
have one comment, and the comment is that[i think a runway
that's three football fields‘away from Route 50 1is tco

damn close and dumb:] :ZA/ZH

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
1703} 591-3136
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Comment PP0009

191

MS. BETTY DOHERTY: My name is Betty Dcherty;
25809 Planting Field Drive, South Riding, Virginia.

I just wanted to tell you that it's wvery well
organized and a nice presentation, and the pecple were
very knowledgeable and very friendly, and gave me good
information about websites.

The main concern,ighey didn't have an update
on the noise;]‘%;il, I guess they will have it eventually,
and I don't know when that will be. But I am very
interested in what the noise and what the new patterns
will be for takeoffs and landings.

Thank you.

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
{7031 591-3136
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Comment PP0010

MR. VICTOR THORNTCN: My name 1s Victor
Thornton; 14021 Eagle Chase Circle, Chantilly, Virginia
20151.

Zﬁ? reason for coming tonight is to attempt to
get someone to listen to reason about publishing noise
abatement procedures at Dulles Airpert. It i1s the only
major international a rport in the country that does not
have published noise abatement procedures;j .3’3[1

These are approach flights from Washington
National, from Chicagec O'Hare, Baltimore International,
LAX. They all have operational procedures that deal with
noise. Dulles has nothing published.

We have attempted in the last twenty-four
mcnths or so to get Dulles to accept procedures that were
written by pilots. These are the procedures. 1I'm golng
to attach those to my written comments that I leave here
tonight.

My reguest is pretty simple: [Ehat we incur
voluntary compliance with a written noise abatement
procedure to be published by the FAA and to have those
procedures implemented from the hours of 10:00 o'clock at

3
night to 7:00 o'clock in the morning. | It's that simple.

P.S. The FAA wants to turn this over to

[SA]

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPGRTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
1703} 591-3136
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political people and make it a political issue.
Politicians don't fly or guide airlines, but if
go that route we will.

That's it.

we have to

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEQNARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
(7031 581-3136
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Comment PP0011

X

MR. MITCH CCRRIEL: My name is Mitch Corriel;
25928 Poland Road, Chantilly, Virginia 20152.

As it stands today, I find that the aircrafc
traffic, the nocise levels in‘my hcome are untenable and
outrageous as it stands.

I live in the South Riding neighborhcocod and I
tind that tir= traffic begins at 6:30 a.m. and is loud
encugh as it stands today to wake me from my sleep. It
persists from £:30 in the morning until 10:00 in the
afternoon, and then resumes once again between 5:00 p.m.
in the afternoccn and 8:00 p.m. in the afternoon, causing
me to not even be able to enjoy my backyard.

I find in the evenings that I have to return
to the inside portion of my home and close all the doors
and windows to get away from the noise. I cannot imagine
what life would be like if an additional two runways were
built at Dulles Airport.

Zf; strongly and most vehemently vote for the No
Action Build Plan. | /“/O

Thank you.

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
1703) 591-3136
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Comment PP0012

MR. STEPHEN VANDIVERE: My name 1s Stephen
Vandivere; 13825 Baywcod Court, Centreville, Virginia
20120.

Z:;s I was observipg, a large part of the
existing area is grass, and we were talking about the
influence on birds. When the grass is mowed, the birds
come and harvest the seeds.

It suddenly occurred to me to wonder if the
use of other ground covers such as mondc grass or adjuga
have been considered:] fﬁﬂq

In addition,[} wondered i1f the grass gets
watered and whether there might be another kind of ground
cover that would both not need watering, not need mowing,
and not attract the birds, which presumably would save
money.//{ &;l“ A

The other comment I have is a guestion which I
expect I'l]l see answered at the next stage, and that is

ziépw much will the consumption of potabkle water increase as

a consequence of the build option that is selected.

That's all.j 97-/6

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
1703) 591-3135
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Comment PP0013

MR. JEFFREY M. PARNES: My name is Jeff
Parnes. I live in Chantilly Highlands, which is due east
of the east-west runway as it currently is configured.

I'm all in favo; of making sure that Dulles
Airport operates in a safer envircnment, and I understand
that having these additional runways will enable them to
rul in a safer environment.

[ﬁy concern was for my neighborhoocd that there
be no adverse impact in overflights and noise] 2 =

In looking at the presentation tonight, I
notice that very few planes, either (a) take off to the
east or land from the east, although I do know for a fact
that that does happen since I have seen that and I can
wave to the planes as they fly over my house.

I have been told that most flights will be
taking off to the west; and until the forty-five knot
condition exists will be landing north or scuth and not
affecting our neighborhood.

In that case the impact to the Chantilly
Highlands neighborhood seems to be insignificant and we're
glad of it.

Thank you.

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
{703) 591-3136
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Comment PP0014

MS. MICHELLE POLSKI: My name igs Michelie
Polski; 15212 Phillip Lee Road, Chantilly, Virginia.

This is the flight plan. See how it comes
right over this Subdivision?‘ Well, that's us right there
(indicating). It goes right over the house. Ih rhe
existing departure f£light tracks on Page 21,{%1ight Plan
19CD2, as it leaves Dulles Airport il comes right over our
house.

It's not used all that cften, but there are
times in the middle of the night. There are times when it
has just cleared the trees, and it rattles the house, it
rattles the windows, and this flight plan should be
stoppedj - on

Any of the other existing cnes on either side,
they're fine, but the one that comes right over Pleasant

Valley Subdivision should be stopped.

Thank you for your time.

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
17031 591-3136
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(Whereupon, at approximately 8:00 ofclock

the Public Meeting was concluded.)

3

[
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CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC

I, Roberta F. Kerns, the Certified Verbatim
Reporter who reported the foregeing proceedings, do hereby
certify that they are true apd correct to the hest of my
knowledge and ability; and that I have no interest in said
proceedings, financial or otherwise, nor through
relationship with any of th-» parties in interest or their
counsel.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my

hand this 12th day of October, 2003.
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ROBERTA F. KERNS

Certified Verbatim Reporter
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review

QOctober 7 & 8, 2003 /!/]\"\.

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Comment PP0015

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, piease fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.

o
Name: //m ZOO{LQY

Organization/neighborhood:

Mailing Address: "/0727 (ool URH&-—; C;ﬂ_ .
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Comments must be postmarked by October 24, 2003



Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review

October 7 &8, 2003 ﬁl“\.

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Comment PP0016

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Dulles International Airport (IAD)
Proposed Noise Abatement Procedures

Notes:
* Dulles is the only major airport in the U.S. without any published noise abatement procedures

* Runway IR is the most noise sensitive runway for arrivals due to the communities along
Walney Road (need to check this with map)

* Runway IR is the only Cat I/IIl runway, meaning that when the weather is less than ' mile
visibility this runway is the only one available

* Currently, controllers allow pilots to choose any runway late at night when the traffic is light.
* 1 put the 2200 - 0600 statement in there because that’s what I typically see at most airports and
I believe we would have the best chance to get this done only going for those times. If you want
to try to get these procedures for all times, then v.e will have a tougher battle

Between the hours of 2200 to 0600:
1. If winds allow, a South operation using Runways 19L, 19R, and 12 for arrivals
and Runways 191 and 19R for departures should be used. ’

- can use up to a 5 knot tailwind component ~ (/;. 3¢ . e ypteres

2, For departures using Runway 19L., turns on course should be initiated no later
than 2 miles (2 DME) from the departure end of the runway.

3. If winds require a North operation, Runway 1L should be used to the maximum
extent possible for arrivals.

4. If traffic conditions require the use of both 1L and 1R, consideration should be
given to the type of aircraft when assigning runways for arrival. The aircraft types
with the lowest noise signature should be assigned to 1R.

/a6 St

5. Cat II/11 operations will be conducted to Runway 1R since this is the only Cat *
II/IIT runway available.

6. Runway 12 is the least noise sensitive runway and should be used for arrivals as
much as possible.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting

Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review Comment PP0017
October 7 & 8, 2003 ﬁ'“\.

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today's workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review Comment PP0018

October 7 & 8, 2003 ﬁ'“\.

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review Comment PP0019

October 7 & 8, 2003 ﬁi\"\.
]

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review Comment PP0020

October 7 &8, 2003 ﬁl“\.

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box beforé you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review Comment PP0021

October 7 & 8, 2003 ﬁ'“\.

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mait or fax this form to the FAA,
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting

Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review Comment PP0022
October 7 &8, 2003 ﬁlﬁ

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review Comment PP0023

October 7 & 8, 2003 ,-rllﬁ
™

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also maii or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review

October 7 & 8, 2003 ﬁ'ﬁ

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Comment PP0024

Thank you for your participation in today's workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box beforé you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA,
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review Comment PP0025

October 7 & 8, 2003 ﬁ'“\.
]

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box beforé you leave. You may alse mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review — Comment PP0026
October 7 & 8,2003 ,-1\\.

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today's workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review

October 7 & 8, 2003 rr/lﬂ
i

Dulles Airport New Runways -
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box beforé you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review

October 7 & 8, 2003 ﬁlﬁ

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Comment PP0G2S

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may aiso mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comments must be postmarked by October 24, 2003



Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting Comment PP0029

Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review I
October 7 & 8,2003 I~ |\—\.

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today's workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by matl, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.

Name: ‘ Kﬂ \f[:“\ { ( LL ﬂ N

Organization/neighborhood:

Mailing Address:

City: State: Zip:
E-mail:
2 ?‘q /7 : - ! - I3
) e N AN YA T C Tias L1 ST I e !
Comments: airs LF A s DU AT d T LU O Ll
Ie .

/ ’ "‘ . e _Ir—\ ! . . L4 T * P s [
OGO A it STYeT jlaenes SO
. i . U._ i .\ i ; T N '/" . i )y
M AT ey s ,‘-J,{'ﬁf;rff7 (e (frudraedi- wd
- \ . a——

;/-fj trr IL"i ! "i:, Ff\..' L‘)_r'} "‘;L}/] ‘ J(?’.,,Vi‘/l 'L"E{— Li’ _\ /

-y

v

o FOLD

Comments must be postmarked by October 24,2003



Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting Comment PP0030
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review

October 7 &8, 2003 ﬁl“x

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today's workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may alse mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comments must be postmarked by October 24,2003



Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review

October 7 &8, 2003 ﬁ'ﬂ
et —

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area betow and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.

Comment PP0031

Joe, . ) FoLL
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public’Meeting Comment PP0032

Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review —
October 7 & 8, 2003 ,./|\-\.

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet
FAA Public Meeting

Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review
October 7 & 8, 2003
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i P
Dulles A[rport New Runways Comment PP0033

Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment PP0034

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental impact Statement

B, rhank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the

)\ area below and place it in the Comment Box bafdre you leave, You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
55end in by ma-please fold where noted, adhere with-mpe and add a stamp: To-fax, mark it to the attention-of
Frank Smigelski apd'send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet Comment PP0035

FAA Public Meeting

Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review I
October 7 & 8,2003 f/'\\.

- - 4 ~nn7 I;
LJv- 0 T

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement -———

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and piace it in the Comment Box before'you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.

Organization/neighborhood: “\3\\ o= v\ \‘- \ \ \‘-‘v‘&—t-
Mailing Address: o & T D0 Yevoei W\ Plo—
City: '3Y <~V b~ Stater \3 =~ Zip: =2\

E-mail: ?b\) Ch \_{__i y Q\ v e N < o~ \_Q,\ \\)\\\(/\ Lo “

Comments:
!hfét I \)‘:‘» ‘\i“"“{k— -\{"\."J S e L [ sﬂ,\r-v; ' o\ Ve :\\,\\ Vi
= A

—‘\\\'L C."x\vﬁ\”ﬂr-«"'\ 1S net Uvo—colah \‘bchﬁ_‘ v !l‘¥ AR AS A il

=

AN

o e

SN A vy oW Ao kedlls K\ ‘\O':; b*—‘b‘f)\f; L enea—
.l Vol ad 'k\“&{* ’\\ﬂ\c—‘\k‘ ey A le woane = Ve e A L.\B\f\.'\\;\

FOLD ‘ % ‘I\D \ t."\\ C_‘(q . FOLD

,’l\‘\‘_\)&‘.‘ L DWEEL nw "3'\‘ o= W Y (&:\.-\ VY, O -V o \- D ey e
DC“‘\\'\‘F\: ol O cdlan o e vvee b WO s oo N ey
‘\.-l-:_‘.‘;\—'v_:\ '\\»u“\- ’\’\«-L wa - A\ Vet }o NS O -JY’C Qﬂ}‘n’wﬂ; t)
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Comment Sheet ‘ Comment PP0036

FAA Public Meeting

Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review ey
October 7 & 8,2003 P/l\'\-

i
Dulles Airport New Runways =
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box beforé you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review Comment PP0037

October 7 & 8, 2003 ﬁlﬂ

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today's workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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3~ EIive near school #25 on vour Section 4(f) Resources map. [ am
not there at around 6am on weekdays, but on weekend the roar

up pen to be installed and used;:l

FOLD

e~ 39L_Also while T am on the subject of noise, the airport should ha

[] WOl d Vd AT acparttires., D P CDCTWEC

I know that the above has nothing to do with the proposed

~ 7 rtunways. Istrongly feet that Dulles should stay with the original——

and I feel the likelihood of an accident with three runways all lined
up in the same direction would increase substantially.

Comments must be postmarked by October 24,2003
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Comment Sheet omment PP0038

FAA Public Meeting

Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review ey T -
October 7 & 8, 2003 ,-/|\-\. -~ 0CT 23 0

!
by T e

Dulles Airport New Runways =~
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today's workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370, Piease print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comment PP0039

[ have lived in Herndon, and Centreville area last 35 years and enjoy the
convenience of flying out of Dulles International airport.

U Y-/
But with this plan of Dulles New Runwaysjilave a few concerns on
increase in noise, air pollution.] Also chances of air traffic accident with
three runways all lined up in the same direction.
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Comment PP0040
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Comment PP0041

October 21, 2003

Mr. Frank Smigelski, Environmental Specialist
Federal Aviation Administration

Washington Airports District Office

23723 Air Freight Lane

Suite 210

Dulles, VA 20166

RE: Dulies Airport New Runways EIS Mailing List
Greetings,

| recently attended one of the public meetings on the EIS and provided my name and address for the
mailing list. Unfortunately, my name and address were incorrectly read when transferred to the mailing
list. '

Here is the incorrect name and address for me (as it is currently in the mailing list):

Mr. Tom Kand

2631 William Short Circle
#3021

Hemndon, VA 20171

My correct name and address is:
Mr. Tom Land
2631 William Short Circle

#204
Hermdon, VA 20171-4467

Please make the appropriate corrections in your mailing list.

Smcerely, r‘_‘?/
\

(..)’

Thomas Land
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Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting
Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review Comment PP0042

October 7 & 8,2003 ﬁlﬁ

e —

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you far your participation in today* workshop. Please provide your cornments about this study in the
area helow and place itin the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA,
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
[Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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Comments must be bostmé_rked by Octaber 24,2003
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Comment PP0043

Scoping Comments on the Proposed Runway Expansion at Dulles

Dear Mr. Smugelski:

Please accept my comments on the proposed action and consider these comments when prepaning the
Draft EIS.

1. The EIS must not be limited to an analysis of expanding Dulles only. NEPA requires all reasonable
alternatives to be analyzed. The purpose and need cannot be so narrowly crafted to exclude National
and BWT airports. This is disingenuous and legally inadequate. As you state, the purpose and need 1s
“to accommodate the projected future demand for air transpor*ation in the region” (my emphasis
added). As such, the entire region’s capabilities must be considered and reasonable regional
alternatives must be developed to meet the projected future demand for air transportation in the region.
Consequently, National and BWTI airports, which are well within the regional area, must be analyzed as
reasonable alternatives in this EIS, and alternatives at these airports to accommodate the region’s
projected future demand must be developed and analyzed . As such, the following alternatives must be
analyzed: (1) increasing flights into/out of National only; (2) increasing flights into/out of BWI only; (3)
increasing flight into an alternative of both National and BWI; (4) expanding BWI runways to
accommodate projected future demand; (5) scheduling flight armnivals and departures at all of the
regional airports to more efficiently utilize the existing regional airport capabilities to accommodate
projected future demand (for example, the majority of the time, the runways at the three airports are
idle; the fact is, airlines schedule flights to come and go within narrow windows. The EIS must evaluate
an alternative that would spread out arrivals and departures to utilize the existing capabilities to meet the
purpose and need. This is different from the No Action Alternative, which should be focused on
aintaining the existing capabilities to meet the future demand without any major changes).

ﬁ. The Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority (Airports Authority) has illegally segmented this

project, which is a violation of NEPA. For example, your own web site states that you are “currently
undertaking a capital improvement program, called d2, to provide new facilities and replace and
upgrade existing aircraft, passenger, and support facilities at Washington Dulles International Airport.
Several separate studies look at the potential environmental impacts of three major proposed project
groups: 1) a new concourse, a new airport passenger train system, and associated projects that will
replace the existing Concourse C/D complex and the mobile lounge shuttles; 2) a replacement,
modernized airport traffic control tower; 3) and two new runways and associated projects.” By not
including all 3 of these projects in one EIS, you have failed to disclose all of the environmental impacts
of your capitol improvement program. The EIS must include all impacts from the d2 program and must
ot illegally segment the major parts of the program.

3. There are many schools within the study area. The potential increased noise impacts must be
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addressed in detail. Long-term exposure of children, specifically, to noise pollution must be analyzed.
Noise measurements must be taken at each school and neighborhood within the study area to
determine the baseline noise concentrations and to predict future concentrations. The EIS must
compare existing and future noise concentrations to EPA guidelines and any state/local noise
regulations.

4. The potential impacts of accidents must be modeled and analyzed. Flight paths should be presented
for all alternatives. An east-west runway at Dulles has the potential to change flight patterns in and
around neighborhoods in Fairfax and Loudon counties that must be presented. Statistics bear the fact
that the majority of aircraft accidents occur during take-offs and landings. The increased probabilities,
consequences, and risks of aircraft crashes must be analyzed based on the changed flight patterns that
would result from new runways. Such analysis must be detailed enough such that decisionmakers and
local citizens can balance the increased risks of the additional runways. The analysis must specifically
address the increased risk to school children at schools within the study area. Alternative runway
configurations and flight patterns must be included to mitigate any potential impacts to schools and
neighborhoods. The fact that only one east-west runway alternative 1s proposed is troubling. The EIS
must analyze other east-west runway configurations or discuss why other such configurations are
unreasonable.

5. The potential impacts of terrorist events must be analyzed] Such events are reasonably foreseeable,
as evidenced by the tragic events of September 11, 2001.

The impacts on local transportation must be assessed. Expanding the regional airport capabilities to
handle projected future demand will cause indirect impacts on the region’s transportatton system that
cannot be excluded from analysis. For example, if operations are projected to increase to almost
569,000 by the year 2010 (which represents a 53% increase over the 372,000 operations in 2002),
then it would be expected that the impacts of Dulles operation on local transportation impacts would
likely increase by more than 50%. The environmental impacts of such increases must be analyzed.
Modeling of such transportation impacts must be presented, along with the increased impacts of noise
and air pollution from such increases in local transportation. The EIS must anatyze the potential impacts
to the local road networks ability to support a 50% or more increase in Dulles traffic. Such analysis
must not be limited to the Dulles Toll Road. Many local roadways such as Route 28 and Centerville
Road will be impacted by a 50% or more increase in Dulles traffic. The EIS must assess such impacts
in detail, including an analysis of peak hourly traffic and Level of Sewﬁ Additionally, the EIS must

'\ analyze the impacts of such increased local transportation for the other regional alternatives at National
and BWL

?‘_ ; 7. Transportation of hazardous cargo out of the airports and jet fuel into the airports will undoubtedly

13-73

increase as a result of the expansion. The EIS must assess such impacts.

8. Impacts to biological resources must be assessed, including any increased impacts to migratory
birds caused by the expansion.



/V . Wastes will increase from any expansion. The EIS must disclose waste quantities and impacts from
h / waste management.

16. Cumulative impacts must include an assessment of the region’s entire air transportation system.
Cumulative impacts of local transportation, poliution, and noise must be included in this cumulative

assessment.

Thanks for the opportunity to comment on the proposed scope of this EIS. I will closely follow the
development of this project. Please add me to your mailing list.
A e
Ml =5
' Jay Rose .
13619 Old Chatwood Place
Cuantilly, VA 20151
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Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today's workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before'you leave. You may also maii or fax this form to the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.
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FROM : Scott Mamn and Rssocidtes FRX NO. © 7835209759 Oct. 24 2083 12:81PM P1

Comment PP0046

FAX

To: Mr. Frank Smigelski, FAA  703-661-1370
From: Lezlie Mann (homeowner) 703-502-0791

October 24, 2003

Dear Mr. Smigelski,

My name is Lezlie Mann and | am 2 homeowner in the Walney Qaks neighborhood in
Chantilly, Virginia. I am writing to express my concem over the plan to increase airplane
traffic at Dulles Airport. While I support capitalism and business growth, it bothers me
that the airport can continue to grow without noise abatement procedures in place. (None
that appear to be published for public access and record.)

3-3Y Ewould like to request that stricter noise restrictions be included in the plan as
Dulles Airport expandsﬂ

Thank you in advance for taking into consideration the opinions and concerns of local
homeowners and consumers who support Dulles Airport and related busmesses.

Sincerely,
Lezlie Mann
4509 Gaston Street

Chantilly, VA 20151
703-502-0791



Aircraft noise study for proposed new North-South runway at Dulles Airport and the Pleasant Valley

community
STE S
By: I
Dr. John C. Mars OCT 2 1 2003
4346 Cub Run Rd. _ -
Chantilly VA, 20151 @L_——:_—: Comment PP0047

A proposéd new North-South runway at Dulles Airport would be 3.24 miles directly North of the Pleasant
1\1“{ Valley community (See Map). This study estimates what nbise levels would be in the Pleasant Valiey
community by recording maximum sound levels (dB) and flyover times at sites that are 3.24 miles from
]J existing runways. Sites 1, 2 and 3, line up with existing runways, which are the same as the proposed
North-South runway and Pleasant Valley community. Site 4 is 3.24 miles from the West end of the
He present Northeast trending runway, however, the site does not line up with the runway (See Map). Sites
quﬁ were located using a glebal positioning satellite system. Flyover times and maximum sound levels were
recorded using a watch and sound level meter. Observations also included whether the aircraft was landing
or taking off (See Data Sheets). Data was recorded during the late afternoon on Thursday (10/02/2003)
and Friday (10/03/2003) between 4:30 PM and 7:01 PM in order to simulate times when most people are
at home. In addition, sound levels were recorded at a home in order to determine the minimum aircraft
Li]_f)ise level that can be heard inside the home and noise levels that were classified as very noticeable.

Site 1 is located to the South of the Airport (See Map). A total of 23 flyovers were recorded during the
one-hour period of time {See Data Sheets). All of the flyovers were landings. The average maximum
sound level was 72.3 dB. Site 2 is located to the North of the airport. There were 9 landings recorded in a
20-minute interval of time with an average maximum sound level of 72.6 dB (See Data Sheets). Site 3
recorded 2 takeoffs in 5 minutes, however, most of the aircraft were turning to the North thus, a fourth site
was established in order to record sound levels of aircraft taking off and passing directly overhead. Site 4
/ recorded 9 takeoffs in a 30-minute period of time with an average sound level of 67.6 dB.

Observations of aircraft noise at home indicated that aircraft noise was noticeable at approximately 66 dB
and is very noticeable at sound levels greater that 72 dB. Very noticeable aircraft noise in the home is
defined in this study as sound loud enough to cause slight vibration in the house, to make it difficult to
carry on conversation, or listen to radio or TV. The-duration of noise inside the home lasted from 5 to 40

seconds.

—— s, —

At site 1, 22 out of 23 flyovers during a one-hour period exceeded 66 dB and 12 flyovers exceeded 72 dB.
At site 2, during 20 minutes, all 9 landing flyovers exceeded 66 dB and 4 flyovers exceeded 72 dB. At site
4, during a 30-minute time period, 5 takeoffs exceeded 66 dB and 3 takeoffs exceeded 72 dB.
Observations also indicated that in all but 2 landings. aircraft passed directly over test sites and at much
lower altitudes than aircraft that were taking off.

Statistical averages of data from sites 1, 2, and 4 suggest that at least 22 flyovers an hour would take place

! during the late afternoon and early evening hours (1 flyover every 2.68 minutes on average) at Pleasant
Valley if the new proposed runway has as much air traffic as existing runways. At least 19 flyovers per
hour would be noticed (>66dB) and of the 19 flyovers, 9 would be very noticeable (>72dB). Thus, on the
basis of data from sites 1, 2, and 4, and assuming that the new runway would have the same amount of air

| traffic as present runways, on average, every 6 to 7 minutes from 4:30 PM to 7:00 PM an aircraft would fly

over the Pleasant Valley community exceeding 72 dB.

R — -
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SITE1 CONDITIONS: CLEAR, WINDS 10-15 MPH  10-02-2003
LOCATION: LAT 38.89274 LONG -77.46(49 ELV 250'

TAKEOFF
TIME (PM} dB LEVEL  /LANDING
1 4:39 78  LANDING
2 4:49 70  LANDING
3 4:54 72  LANDING
4 4:55 74  LANDING
5 5:02 74  LANDING
6 5:04 71 LANDING
7 5:06 75 LANDING
8 5:07 69  LANDING
g 5:08 69  LANDING
10 5:10 65  LANDING
11 5:11 67  LANDING
12 5:12 73  LANDING
13 5:14 73 LANDING
14 5:20 67 LANDING
16 5:22 73  LANDING
16 5:24 81 LANDING
17 5:27 72 LANDING
18 5:29 89  LANDING
19 5:31 73 LANDING
20 5:33 69  LANDING
21 5:35 77  LANDING
22 5:36 77  LANDING
23 5:38 75  LANDING
AVERAGE 72.30435

SITE2 CONDITIONS: CLEAR, WINDS 5-10 MPH  10-03-2003
LOCATION: LAT 39.01765 LONG -77.45815 ELV 313

TAKEOFF

TIME (PM) dB LEVEL  LANDING

1 5:14 77 LANDING
2 5:16 77 LANDING
3 5:18 73 LANDING
4 5:19 68 LANDING
5 5:21 72 LANDING
6 5:23 67 LANDING
7 5:25 72 LANDING
8 5:29 76 LANDING
9 5:35 71 LANDING

AVERAGE 72.55556



SITE3 CONDITIONS: CLEAR, WINDS 5-10 MPH  10-03-2003
LOCATION: LAT 38.96755 LONG -77.54881

TAKEOFF

TIME (PM) dB LEVEL  /LANDING
1 6:14 89 TAKEOFF NOT OVERHEAD
2 6:19 65 TAKEOFF NOT OVERHEAD

AIRCRAFT PASSING TO NORTH OF SITE 3, MOVED TO SITE 4
WHERE AIRCRAFT WERE PASSING DIRECTLY CVERHEAD
AT THE SAME DISTANCE FRCM RUNWAY AS SITES 1,2, AND 3

SITE4 CONDITIONS: CLEAR, WINDS 5-10 MPH  10-03-2003
LOCATION: LAT 38.97932 LOW'G -77.52878

TAKEOFF
TIME {PM) dB LEVEL /LANDING
1 6:31 72  TAKEOFF
2 6:33 63 TAKEOFF
3 6:35 51 TAKEOFF
4 6:36 78 TAKEOFF
5 6:38 61 TAKEOFF NOT OVERHEAD
6 6:43 78 TAKEOFF
7 6:48 79 TAKEOFF
8 6:52 68 TAKEOFF
9 7:01 58 TAKEOFF

AVERAGE 67.55556
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Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review Comment PP0048
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Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Fiease provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box befdre you leave. You may also mail or fax this form te the FAA.
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and zdd a stamp. To fax, mark it te the attention of
Frank Smigeiski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.

neme: Dr.John C. Mars i
Organization/neighbothood:  Pleasant Valley Community o

Gy Chantilly statee VA zp 20191
joncmars@cox.net

Comments: | have conducted a study in order to determine what the noise impact would be on the

during evening hours (4:00-7:00 PM) the community will experience 19 flyovers per.

hour and at least 9 flyovers will exceed 72dB ( type A weighting). Thenoisestudy

suggests that this would severely |mpact the Pleasant Valley Community. The levelof

ERD noise impact is based on aircraft noise observations in.my home andfromanoise
metrics chart (Public Workshop Report, Qctober 7-8, 2003, page 22) Theonly Build
______ Altemative plan that does not severely impact the Pleasant Valley Community is ...
Build Alternative 6 in the Public Workshop Report. .~
&nﬂ [ ither.Build Aternative 6 should be implemented or financial compensation MUST. .. _____
be awarded to families in the Pleasant Valley Community for loss of property values
______.,____ﬁ.‘.*,___du&.tg,_antidpaimgtandincmasesjnaircraftnojsa.A__cop_y_of,.this.comment will be

e S€0OL 10 OUr representative in.congress._

Comments must be posumarked by October 24,2003



Comment PP0049

ars e - tgr Ada_m R. Swanbf_:ry
Lo 3552 Armfield Farm Dnve
J Chantilly, VA 20151

October 23, 2003

Mr. Frank Smigelski,

FAA,

Washington Airports District Office,
23723 Air Freight Lane, Suite 210,
Dulles, Virginia 20166

I am responding to a recent article in the Chantilly Times concerning the proposed
construction of two new runways at Washington Dulles International Airport. 1 found the
article to be quite uninformative as it gave no graphical representation of runway
locations and no description of the types of aircraft that would use these ranways or their
intended flight paths. T hoped that visit to the referenced website would clarify these
issues; however, the information provided on the website, while more detailed than that
found in the article, was inadequate to determine the impact the new runways would have
on my neighborhood.

My house is located in the Armfield Farm subdivision and is directly in line with the
proposed 12R/30L runway. Currently there are daily flights of small propeller-driven
planes that pass directly over my house. At the time I purchased the house in 1992, 1
judged the level of noise produced by these planes to be tolerable. Several times a year
the normal flight patterns of the large jet planes change due to weather conditions. When
these jets fly over the neighborhood they cause the houses to shake and the air to stink of
jet fuel. My children are awoken from their sleep and oral communication is impossible
for nearly a minute. To suffer these disturbances on a regular basis is unthinkable and
unacceptable.

3\_9\55 am against the construction and even the investigation of a new East/West runwa_\g The
MWAA plan, while short on details, has the potential to force intolerable conditions on a
large number of people. Moreover, the projected increase in passenger traffic used as the
justification of the new runways in laughable. It doesn’t account for future acts of airline
terrorism and the increased security delays that will only get longer, nor does it
adequately account for the effect of video communications as a replacement for business
travel. This is a plan in search of a justification - the tail that wags the dog.

Sincerely,

- {
‘*"’I"“"‘ . E : ’ T

~)
.

Adam R. Swanbery



Comment PP0050

Ken & Jeanine Schwartz
5666 Thomdyke Ct
Centreville, VA 20120

Frank Smmgelski

FAA

Washington Airports District Office
23723 Air Freight Lane, Suite 210
Dulles, VA 21066

October 22, 2003
Dear Mr. Smigelski,

Please consider this letter an official comment to the Alternatives for the Proposed Dulles
Expansion. As a member of the Dulles Corridor community and President of the Stone
Pond Home Owners Association, I thank you for the invitation to comment on these
plans.

/ -10 @y wife and I are strongly opposed to this overall expanston and we highly recommend
the No-Action Alternative as opposed to choices 1-5.] This opposition is for many
reasons, some of which you actually provide in your own literature.

e According to the Centreville Times on October 16, 2003, “airport operations -
takeoffs and landings - peaked in 1998-99 and declined until 2002.” Although the
article states that operations are now on the rise, Dulles has yet to reach its
previous peak from 1998-9. Therefore, there is a chance that operations will level
out or even decline again, thus making expansion unnecessary.

e Per your own explanation, if this expansion is not done, passengers can eventually
expect “excessive delays, defined as a delay of four or five minutes.” In our
opinion, a four or five minute delay is not significant enough to anger your
passengers or your surrounding community and to incur the wrath of innumerable
and eventual lawsuits.

e There are 2 other major airports in the DC Metro Area that can handle the over
flow. National is not surrounded by as many residential areas as Dulles and BWI
has more runways than either National or Dulles. Adding to their capacity should
be considered before expanding the Dulles airport.

M- | @e also hope there is a serious study into what this will do to our area in terms of noise
pollution and property value_g This is a major concem for everyone and I think it
deserves serious consideration. Judging by the comments at the recent town hall
meeting, I believe there is ample evidence of this concern from the community at large.



[
Not everything about your plan is unacceptable however. E’V e do support expanding the
parking opportunities, renovating the terminal, constructing a new tower and getting rid
of those outdated mobile lounges’] As your neighbors, we feel these are worthy goals and
we will support your efforts in this area.

However, we cannot and will not support the addition of any major runways through the

Dulles Corridor. It is not safe for our families, good for our property values or needed by
the community in general. I urge you to consider the voices of the surrounding residents
before you make your final decision.

Once again, we appreciate the opportunity to respond to these comments and look
forward to being involved in the process going forward. If you have any questions,
please do not hesitate to ask.

Thank you very much for your time.

Regards,

L:)Z g’%t AT

Ken & Jeanine Schwartz
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October 24, 2003

Srdney O Dewberry

Myroﬂ I Erkaiellan

Mr. Frank Smigelski
Environmental Specialist

Federal Aviation Administration
Washington Airports District Office
23723 Air Freight Lane, Suite 210

; Dulles, VA 20166

T T i
Lt Gen Wifham H. Fitch |
S e i

1

Andrew 5. Garrert

T Dear Mr. Smigelski:

A e The Washington Airports Task Force (WATF) appreciates the opportunity to
Tery "____f'“d comment on the environmental and related information presented during the
mjfﬂ'ﬂ;ﬂ;fﬂ A Linwood Hoston. . Federal Aviation Administration’s (FAA) public workshop on October 7-8,

S ; 2003, on new runways for Washington Dulles International Airport.

Cnarles S Ma:far}ane

- aCanarmer ol &, 3t

The Washington Airports Task Force is a non-profit, 501(c)(3) Virginia
Corporation that works to promote the expansion and enhancement of aviation
services for Virginia and the National Capital region. As such, its views
represent consumer, civic, and economic interests in a region whose tourism
and high-tech emplovment.is closely tied to the proficiency of its scheduled air
service.

The following comments are offered for the Federal Aviation Administration’s
consideration.

I-S |1. Environmental Impact: The workshop revealed no environmental
impediments to the construction of the proposed new runways.

e l,3 2. Economic Need: Employment in the National Capital region 1s indelibly
”"j’;j’” prnkacs linked to the availability of air service. Washingtonians typically buy two
Tromes £ Pl and one-half times as much air travel as the national average.

Frag neny
=2 Frarze Grouc
Todd'

- Corpatas
Chartes B. Warker
weg Lrz “man 3mp OFO

T2 Gecrge ¢25"1g|"|' CETE l,

44701 Propeler Court. Sure 15D = Dutes VA 201465
OFFCE {7031 572-8714  FAX {703 572-8418  S-Mad wari@wash ngtona rports.com



Mr. Frank Smigelski
October 24, 2003
Page 2

The major emplovers in the National Capital region are high tech industries, tourism and the
federal government. The region’s private sector has at least a 50% higher demand for air
transportation than industries in other sectors.' For these reasons, any restrictions on the
region’s air transportation, and particularly restrictions due to a lack of runway capacity. will
have a harmful, long-term effect on the region’s employment and its economyv. and the ability
of the nation’s citizens to visit their Capital.

E.j Washington Dulles Serves the Nation’s Capital: Washington's Dulles and National Airports
are unique as they serve the nation as well as the local region. National cannot accommodate
’J’}) new runways. The expansion capacity at Washington Dulles represents a substantial portion,
if not the totality of the runway expansion capability for the Nation’s Capital. Consequently,
these new ‘unways need to be moved through the NEPA process and constructed in a timely

mannger.

4. Runway Separation: The FAA has an excellent record of good, long-range planning with
respect to Washington Dulles — a record that began with the conception of the airport in the
late 1950°s, was sustained through the FAA’s operation of the airport, and has since been
maintained by the Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority (MWAA).

The two counties bordering Washington Dulles — Loudoun and Fairfax — have exercised
considerable care over the decades to complement the FAA’s work with compatible land
uses around Washington Dulles. The counties’ efforts largely have been successful, and as a
result, Washington Dulles is considered an asset to the neighborhood by 87% of the people
living closest to it.” The counties have based their land use planning upon noise contours
developed by the FAA’s Part 150 process. The modeling for that process was in turn based
upon runway separation and other criteria defined by the agency.

Assumptions made conceming the many variables used in the FAA model to project these
contours, and indeed the model itself, havé changed since these planning contours were
developed. While the assumptions and methodology used in the Part 150 process can easily
be changed, the land uses cannot. Housing and industrial uses have developed in many areas
around Dulies. To a very large extent, these uses were based upon data defined by the FAA
process. Eis vital for future harmony that the lateral separation selected for the new runways
as well as the operational purpose and flight tracks defined for the airport’s runways, produce
a pattern of operation that is compatible with the land uses developed as a result of FAA’s

earlier guidance./‘] /., 5

The WATF further notes that proposed runways 1'W and 19W will be the shortest of the
airports runways. The other longer runways clearly would be more suitable for the operation
of very large four-engine aircraft, which in turn would limit the exposure of flight operations
to the immediate north and west of proposed 19W,

! The temporary closure of National Airport following the 9/11 attacks demonstrated this linkage. Ten thousand
people were put out of work and another 80,000 jobs were threatened in the short term.
“ DMC survey, which can be supplied upon request.



Mr. Frank Smigelski
October 24, 2003
Page 3

In practical terms, common sense suggests that 5,000-ft. lateral separation for runways 1'W-
19W is unacceptable as it is the shortest of the options proposed, would have the most
potential to take future operations outside the planning contours, would be the most costly

due to land acquisition requirements, and would appear to generate conflicts with the flight
patterns associated with runway 30 Right. j For these reasons. the WATF considers option 5

to be unacceptable, as are the no-build alternative, the off site alternatives. and build
alternatives 5 and 6. This organization further recommends that you re-check your negative
conclusions concerning simultaneous operations regarding build alternatives 1 and _2] -2L

Integrity: The major reason excellent relations exist between the Metropolitan Washington
Airports Authority and its neighboring jurisdictions at Washington Dulles is the integrity
developed by the Airports Authority through its consistent, open, factual and cooperative
actions with local communities. As a result:
a) the Airports Authority and the jurisdictions have worked together to achieve the
current high standard of compatibie land use around Washington Dulles.
b) Washington Dulles is one of the few major airports in this world that is not only at
peace with its neighbors, but also is actively supported by those neighbors.

This amicable situation is based on good public policy exercised with integrity and is of
enormous value to the aviation community as a whole.

The FAA should be careful to take no actions during this environmental process that could
lead to an undermining of the trust that exists between the airport’s neighbors and the airport.
CIn particular, option 4 (5,000-ft. lateral separation) should be dropped unless advocated with
the full support of Loudoun County.J 2-26

Time Scale and Traffic Growth: The forecast presented by the FAA at the workshop projects
Dulles flight operations returning to the 1999 level at the end of 2007. Forecasting methods
based on national norms have historically understated significantly the growth potential of
Washington Dulles International Airport and its environs.

At this time, the nation’s air transportation industry is in a state of major change. The effects
of that change can be expected to lead to a significant growth in flight operations at
Washington Dulles in the near term.

Washington Dulles is the gateway to one of the nation’s major air service markets, and one
which to date has been little stimulated by low fare air service. The WATF expects that will
change in the near term, resulting in a substantially increased volume of flight operations as
an increasing volume of low-fare service stimulates the market. Historically, a 50%
reduction in fare leads to a 50% increase in travel volume and a similarly substantial increase
in flight operations.



Mr. Frank Smigelski
October 24. 2003
Page 4

, 5 Consequently, the WATF believes that Dulles will return to 1999 operational levels before the
- of 2005.

In 1999, Washington Dulles International Airport was experiencing significant delays during
peak periods due to a lack of capacity provided by the combination of existing runway and air
traffic control capabilities. The new Potomac Consolidated TRACON should expand the
capacity of the existing Dulles runways. Even so, the capacity gained from improved ATC
likely will be insufficient to meet traffic needs at Washington Dulles much beyond 2005. [fhe
first new runway is not expected to become operational until 2008 under the current EIS work
schedule. Therefore, the WATF strongly recommends that the current EIS work schedule be
accelerated to meet the following time scale:

e Issue of draft EIS — February 2004,
Public hearing — March 2004;
Issue of final EIS — June 2004,
Record of Decision — August 2004. } —-)2 ?»

Construction of a new runway is projected to take 18 to 24 months. A Record of Decision by
/=T August 2004 would enable a new runway to be in operation prior to the summer peak of 2006.

As the environmental work to date has uncovered no environmental difficulties. experience with
other Environmental Impact Studies suggests that the shorter time scale proposed is eminently
feasible. We appreciate the work being undertaken by the FAA to create our new runways — you
just need to do it faster.

Sincerely,

1

Leo Schefer




Comment PP0052

Dan and Ana Stapleton To: Frank Smigelski’/AWA/FAA@FAA
<danandana@earthlink ce:
_.net> Subject: Dulles New Runways EIS

10/26/2003 11:01 PM
Please respond to
"danandana@earthlink.n
et”

v

I am a J41 Captain with Atlantic Ceoast Airlines and I live in South Riding,
about three miles West of Chantilly. As a resident, I'm not too concerned
about noise from arriving traffic, although lower (than departuers), will
have the engines at a lower power setting. I figure they'll be only a
thousand feet or so closer than the arriving traffic for 1L, which don't
make much noise today.

:9?‘4/_[j;y concern as an airline pileot is that Dulles Tower and Approach control
don't use the existing runways efficientliﬂ LaGuardia has only two
runways, which cross, and they are constantly being used. Newark has a
similar situation. Two parallel runways (the third, crossing runway
doesn't get that much use, at least the times I have been there) are also
in constant use. At EWR, they depart, for example, 4L and land 4R, and
there are no gaps. Arriving traffic is kept tight, you have to go the
assigned speed and get off the runway as soon as possible or you will mess
up the operation. Departing traffic is sequenced so that there is very
little "position and hold" time.

Meanwhile at Dulles, on the arrivals, especially from the North, we are
vectored around, slowed down, told to descend, they don't seem to have
control of the situation. Departing, they sometimes use the runup block to
hold airplanes, we sit in position and hold for "spacing." For example: a
regional jet just took off before me, possibly over the same fix, but I fly
a turboprop - what are we waiting for? The weather's good all over the
East coast. This happened last Thursday morning Oct 23rd at about 8:50am.

?*,( ew runways are fine, but it's a waste to spend Millions of tax dollars
A hen we have wasted capacity on the existing runways.

Dan Stapleton

26155 Nimbleton Sgquare
South Riding, VA 20152
703-327-0835



Comment PP0053

_ Mizamp4@aol.com To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA
Y cc:
@ 10/24/2003 01:41 PM Subject: Dulles Airport Traffic

Dear Mr. Smigeiski:

Thank you for this opportunity to voice our apinion about the current air traffic and possibly increased air
traffic in our Walney Oaks neighborhood.

Presently, our neighborhood is profoundly impacted by a large amount of air traffic that flies directly over
our house. The planes fly very low and are very loud. Clearly, we understood when purchasing our home
in 1998 that some air traffic would be a factor. Unfortunately, we feel that the traffic has increased and that
noise restrictions must be provided] ANY kind of Dulles expansion would be detrimental to our

neighborhood. R &~ /

Air traffic over our neighhorhood is supposed to be restricted by certain times and flight paths. These
restrictions are clearly abused on a weekly basis. At least once a week, we are awoken fo the sounds of
LOUD aircraft noise coming over our house anywhere from 3:30-5:30 a.m. During HOA meetings in our
community, pitots from our own neighborhood have explained to us that this is not necessary. Apparently,
there are pl of other flight paths available that would not directly affect a neighborhood in the
community. {We find it completely unacceptable that planes are presently flying over our house at

such absurd hours of the mornin@ 3 - /é

We feel that the issues at hand are in desparate need of being addressed. An expansion to Dulles Airport
of any kind would only make this situation worse. In addition, the inevitable increase of noise and air
poliution would certainly affect our of daily lives and the value of our homes. E&Qe are requesting that
stricter noise restructions be put in place NOW and maost certainly should be included in any plan for a

Dulles expansiorD 3-3 7

Thank you for taking the tirne to listen to our concemns. Please let us know if there is anything we can do to
assist in speeding this process along.

Sincerely,

Lori and Mario Zampiello
14061 Eagle Chase Circle
Chantilly, VA 20151



Comment PP0054

"Abby Maginn™ To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA
<aemaginn@hotmail.c Ge:
om> Subject: Noise abatement at Dulles

10/24/2003 03:39 PM

Dear Mr. Smigelski,

As a resident of Chantilly I was alarmed to learn
of tHe newly proposed runway for Dulles to be located in Chantilly. Air
traffic noise has become unbearable in our neighborhood. The planes fly so
close to the roof that we can practically reach up and catch a flight. We
are frequently awakened by the noise from these jets as it is. An increase
in air traffic noise would have an intolerably
negative impact on the gquality of cur lives. Alsc, a great many of the very
0ld trees in the wocoded areas and Fairfax County parkland near our home have
died off in the last five years . I believe this is related to the dumping
of hazardous materials from thase aircraft.tbulles needs a noise abatemeii]ja_‘gé/
program just like every other najor U.S. airporil I fully intend to work
with all the concerned residents of Chantilly to protect the quality of our
lives and our environment.

Sincerely,

Abby E. Maginn

14060 Eagle Chase Circle
Chantilly, Va.

See when your friends are online with MSN Messenger 6.0. Download it now
FREE! http://msnmessenger-download.com



Comment PP0055

"FERGUSON, Lynn" To: Frank SmigelskilAWA/FAAQFAA

<laf@nei.org> cc:
Subject: | need your responsel!
10/31/2003 01:14 PM

Dear <?xml:namespace prefix = st1 ns = "urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:smarttags”
/><"?xml:namespace prefix = st2 ns = "urn:schemas:contacts”™ />Mr. Smigelski,<?xml:namespace prefix = o
ns = "urn:schemas-microsofi-com:office:office” />

¢

This is my second attempt on this request, the first attemp} was through the web-site, and | did not get an

answer {l live in Farmwell Hunt in Ashburn, a small neighborhood that has 4 tight paths over it. Some - 6
nights, about 60 planes can fly directly over or by my house. My neighbors and | find the noise intolerable o) ’7/
the quality of our life has diminished. Some nights | am jolted out of my sleep at 2-3 in the morning.

1 am aware of the new runways being planned at Dulles. | have also been told that if there are enough
requests from a cgrtain area, that something may be done to diminish the nocise in the next step of the
runway processéy questions are:

1. Who is the person responsible for receiving the requests to analyze our neighborhood?
2. in what format should these requests take?

3. What is the deadline? 23 ~2 5

My neighbors and | want to make sure we are heard. ‘

Thank you,

Lynn Ferguson
43850 Sandburg Sq.
Ashburn Va

20147

202-739-8032



Comment PP0056

> laf@nei.org To: Frank Smigelskil/AWA/FAA@FAA
- :
Q 102012003 05:16 PM g pioet. DULLES EIS

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
{laf@nei.org} on Monday, October 20, 2003 at 16:16:13

email: laf@nei.org

Comments: Dear Mr. Smigelski, :
My neighborhcod, Farmwell Hunt, has tremendous noise from departing planes.
Some nights, between 8-11pm about 50-60 planes will fly over my area, some
even rattle the windows. At times, I have been woken in the middle of the
night because of the droning of planes.
£4~/ [:ﬁany of my neighbors are also finding the quality of their home life to be
poor because of the excessive traffic.]I know that you will be putting in new
runways that could possibly severely cut down on the flights over Farmwell
Hunt. I would like for you to hear from all concerned in my neighborhoed, ;Z:g
would this be an issue you would analyze? Please let me know who we can write ’725‘
and e-mail to.

Thank you,

Lynn Ferguson
43850 Sandburg Sqg.
Ashburn, VA 20147

Action: Submit



Comment PP0057

COCHRAN378@aol.co To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/F AA@FAA
m cc:

Subject: Proposed Runway Expansion at Dulles
10/21/2003 09:06 AM

Dear Mr. Smigelski,

| wouid like to voice my concerns regarding the proposed runway expansion at Dulles Airport. | live in the

Chantilly area and am quite concerned about additional air traffic over my community. H is already very

noisy during the day, and nightime is no different. Many times my family has been woken up by airplane

noise in the middie of the night. }1 would like to see stricter noise restrictions placed upon the airport. Itis

my understanding that Dulles Airport is the only major airport in the US that does not have significant

noise abatement restrictions. That seems ridiculous for such a large airport like Dulles handling a.large 3 ’3 L/
number of flights daily. Especially the large international airlines coming in. These planes are very large

and very noisy.

Thank you for taking time to read my concerns. | hope that my concerns as well as others in the
community are considered before moving forward on the expansion.

Regards,

Kim Cochran

Walney Oaks Community
14035 Rose Lodge Place
Chantilly, VA 20151



Comment PP005S8

"Mark R. Braden” To: "J.T. Griffin" <jtgrifin@mail. house.gov>
<mbraden@cox.net> cc: "Coyle, Michael" <Michael.Coyle@fairfaxcounty.gov>, Frank
Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA

10717/2003 08:39 AM Subject: Dulles Airport Noise

Dear J.T.,

Further to our discussion regarding the airport noise from Dulles, there was a meeting held at Westfields
High School on October 8th. As The Chantilly Times newspaper reported on the front page, "...most of
those present at the meeting October 8 at Westfield High School were concerned about the noise™. The
Walney Oaks neighborhood where | live had a representative present, as did several other neighborhoods
in the area.

As | stated in our earlier conversation, Dulles is the only major airport in the United States that does not

have any published noise abatement procedures. With the planned expansion at Dulles and the number

of flights expected to double over the next few years, now is time to take the communities that exist -3 ‘-/
around Dulles into consideration and enact reasonable noise abatement procedure. . :

There are several neighborhoods along the Walney Road area that are forming or have already formed
comimittees to lobby for stricter noise abatement for Dulles airport. This represents a major quality of life
issue for these citizens. Suppoert and/or suggestions from Congressman Wolf's office in this matter would
be greatly appreciated! :

Sincerely,

Mark R. Braden
Walney Oaks HOA
4516 Gaston Street
Chantilly, VA 20151
mbraden@cox.net




Comment PP0059

Don_Chiang@lcc.com To: Frank Smigelskif AWA/FAA@FAA
V) cc: rebecca.chiang@ericssan.com
@ 10/22/2003 11:15 PM Subject: Air Traffic Noise and Dulles Runway Expansion

Dear Mr. Smigelski:

As a resident of Fairfax county, I am writing you to let you know my
concerns over the lack of any regulation on the Dulles airport traffic
noise. My home is located underneath one of the flight path and thus jet
noise is one of the nuisance we have learned to cope since moved to our
house in 2000. '

In light of the upcoming plan to expand the Dulles runways, I urge you tévq

take extra steps to regulate the noise level, as well limiting the amount | - 3 e/
of takeoffs and landings during specific hours in the day (such as the j -
Washington Reagon Airport, where they do impose restrictions). Sometimes

it is very difficult to get a good night's rest when a 747 jet roars

overheac at 12 midnight!!!

I understand the need to expand the airport - it is a growth engine for the
area economy, and I am a regular user of the airport. However, I do not
believe such growth should be done at the expense of those who live under
the shadow of flight paths who must put up with increase noise levels at
ALL HOURS of each day. I think it is possible to ensure growth, and at the
same time limit the noise level so it is possible to have some guiet time
(such as 10 pm - S5AM).

I am excited to see Dulles grow. Please implement a smart solution that
would place a some restrictions on noise level.

Thank you.

Kuo Chiang

Rebecca Chiang

14040 Eagle Chase Circle
Chantilly, VA 20151

(H) 703-803-6088

email: don_chiang@lcc.com



Comment PP0060

"Waseem Haider" To: Frank Smigelski’AWA/FAA@FAA

<whaider{@nationwide- cc:

loan.com> Subject: Walney Oaks

10/23/2003 09:38 AM
Sir,
We know there has been some development on Dulles Airport. We are already 3
quite sick of the noise from the planes. My house is right in the way they 1 5"3

land. Please do the need full that the landing could be from different Sid?;J
Thanks .

Waseem Haider
Vice President

Nationwide Financial Corp.
9302 0l1ld Keene Mill RA.
Suite D

Burke, Virgimia 22015

703-569-3500
703-569-8333 fax

www.nationwide-loan.com



Comment PP0061

TTRRoth@aol.com To: Frank SmigelskilfAWAIFAA@FAA
3« cc:
@ 10/23/2003 01:30 PM Subject; Runway expansion at IAD
Dear Mr. S$migelski,

I am writing you concerning the proposed runway expansions at Washington

Dulles International Airport {(IAD). I am a resident of Walney Oaks
subdivision in Chantilly, Virginia. I am also a DC-10 pilet with a major air
cargo

freight company with a great deal of experience flying into major airports

throughout the country at night. I believe that any talk of expansion at IAD

should fji
also include an assessment of the noise impact to the surrounding communities 3/
and the development of appropriate noise abatement procedures to lessen or

eliminate this impact.

In my many years of flying large jet aircraft, I have become used to the
various noise abatement procedures at all of the major airports throughcout the
country. These procedures range from specific routes and altitudes to avoid
noise sensitive areas to simply using preferred runways during nighttime
operations. These procedures are common and easily complied with and cause no
undo
hardship on the flying operations. We as pilots are used to these
restrictions and comply with them on a routine basis. But I am always
surprised when I
fly into IAD and see that there are no published noise abatement procedures
for this airport (I am referring to the Jeppesen arrival and approach charts
that all commercial pilots use).

I know that IAD was here before many of the communities affected by the
noise were built, but it is a fact that with the explosive growth in this
region, more and more communities will be affected by the noise. Most of the
airports in this country have adopted a "good neighbor" approach even though
they :
were there first. I see no reascn why IAD can't develop its own noise
abatement procedures as well. For example, I believe from personal
observations when
flying into IAD that our community, which lies approximately 3.5 miles
directly south of Runway 1R/19L on the extended runway centerline, is the
community
most affected by the noise. It also appears that the least noise sensitive
runway for arrivals i1s runway 12, followed by arrivals on 19R or 19L.
Therefore,

I propose the following ncise abatement procedures: {during nighttime
operations, say 2200-0700)

1. When possible, a south flow should be the preferred direction.
Departures should be on 19L/19R, and arrivals on 12 or 19L/19R. (I have flown
many
times into IAD when the winds were light or calm and they were landing to the
north.)

2. When a north flow is required due to winds/weather, arrivals should
be to 1L.

3. When departing 19L, a right turn to a heading of 210 degrees no later
than 3 miles south of the field.

With the additional proposed runways, further procedures to lessen the
noise impact should be explored. For example, if an additional North/South
runway is built to the west of the current runways, consideration should be
given



to making it a Category II/III runway. Currently, only runway 1R is so
equipped.

Washington Dulles is a great place to operate into and out of. The
controllers are always professional and extremely competent and the facilities
are
second to none. I don't believe developing noise abatement strategies will
adversely affect the operations at IAD, and the surrounding communities will
benefit with increased property values and, most importantly, more restful
nights. Thank you for considering these noise abatement proposals.

Sincerely,

Ted Rothschild

14020 Eagle Chase Circle
Chantilly, Virginia 20151
{703)818-0760



Comment PP0062

Evajo@aol.com To: Frank Smigelski’AWA/FAA@FAA
3 ¢ cc:
Q 10/23/2003 09:30 PM Subject: Runway Expansion at Dulles Airport/Concerned Homeowner
Mr. Smigelski,

I would like to voice my opinion over the runway expansion planned at Washington Dulles International

Airport. | currently reside in the Wainey Oaks Subdivision and I'm very concerned with the noise in my
neighborhood increasing as airplane traffic doubles at Dulles. | understand that Dulies Airport is the only Y
major airport in the U.S. with no published noise abatement procedures. | am reguesting that the FAA 3-3
include stricter noise restrictions in the plan as Dulles Airport expands.

Thank you.

Eva Tedeschi

Walney Oaks Subdivision
14030 Rose Lodge Place
Chantilly, VA 20151



Comment PP0063

Soman Atta To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA
<abonguiabb@yahoo.c cc: vatsoman@yahoo.com
om> Subject: Concern about increase Airplane Traffic at Dulles Airport

10/23/2003 10:17 PM

Dear Mr. Frank Smigelski:

Tt is with great concern that we have just learned of the project to double airplane traffic at
Dulles airport, VA. As home owners at the Walney Community (Chantilly), we are very much
worried about the increase noise that is currently at a high level. We would like to voice our
concern right now and have the opportunity to draw the attention of the FAA that such an
increased level of noise will NOT be acceptable. It will deteriorate quite drastically our standﬂ Q\L\-—\
of living in the Walney Community.

We very much hope and count on your help and understanding.
Sincerely Yours

Kouassi and Victorine SOMAN
14096 Eagle Chase Circle
Chantilly, VA 20151 USA

Do you Yahoo!?
The New Yahoo! Shopping - with improved product search




Comment PP0064

"The Grady's" To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA

<bkjm@cox.net> cc:
Subject: Against Dulles Airport Expansion
10/23/2003 10:52 PM

Dear Mr. Smigelski:

Thank you for this opportunity to voice our opinion about the current air traffic and possibly increased air
traffic’in our Walney Oaks neighborhood.

Presently, our neighborhood is profoundly impacted by a large amount of air traffic that flies directly over
our house. The planes fly very low and are very loud. Clearty, we understood when purchasing our home
in 1998 that some air traffic would be a factor. Unfortunately, we feel that the traffic has increased and that
noise restrictions must be provided&NY kind of Dulles expansion would be detrimental to our 2 7/_ /
neighborhood.

Air traffic over our neighborhood is supposed to be restricted by certain times and flight patt.s. These
restrictions are clearly abused on a weekly basis. At least once a week, we are awoken to the sounds of
LOUD aircraft noise coming over our house anywhere from 3:30-5:30 a.m. During HOA meetings in our
community, pilois from our own neighborhood have explained to us that this is not necessary. Apparentiy,
there are plenty of other flight paths available that would not directly affect a neighborhood in the

community. We find it completely unacceptable that planes are presently flying over our house at such

absurd hours of the moming! 3’/*6

We feel that the issues at hand are in desparate need of being addressed. An expansion {0 Dulles Airport

of any kind would only make this situation worse. In addition, the inevitable increase of noise and air

pollution would certainly affect our of daily lives and the value of our homes. We are requesting that 2-3¢,
stricter noise restructions be put in place NOW and most certainly should be included in any plan fora | 2~ /
Dulles expansion.

Thank you for taking the time to listen to our concerns. Please let us know if there is anything we can do to
assist in speeding this process along.

Sincerely,
Catherine and Brian Grady

4510 Gaston St. .
Chantilly, VA 20151



Comment PP0065

Rob Mozeleski To: Frank Smigelskii AWA/FAA@FAA
<robmozhoo@yahoo.c cc:
om> Subject: Dulles Airport Noise Abatement

10/24/2003 07:55 AM

Mr. Smigelski,

My wife and I are five year residents of the Walney
Caks community in Chantilly, VA. I am writing today
to ask that you consider the effects of noise from
aircraft landing and taking off at Dulles Airport on
our community. While we certainly understood that our
neighborhood would be affected by aircraft noise when
we moved in, we now understand that there may be some
options for mitigating some ¢f this nuisance. The
frequency and timing of aircraft traffic has become
significantly .rorse and I fear that expansion will
exacerbate the problem further. A noise abatement
plan for Dulles must be implemented. This should ;51{5L{
inciude altermate flight paths (which I understand
available) and restrictions on the hours planes can
land and take off. My understanding from other
neighborhood residents, who are alsc pilots, is that
Dulles is one of the few major airports in the country
without a noise abatement plan. While Dulles was
criginally built on "farmland", the rapid development
in the Dulles area now makes such a plan a necessity.
I ask you to consider these issues seriously.

Thanks you, and please feel free to contact me if vyou
wish to discuss these issues.

Sincerely,

Rob and Laura Mozeleski
4508 Gaston S5t
Chantilly, VA 20151
703-378-9466

Do you Yahoo!?
The New Yahoo! Shopping - with improved product search
http://shopping.yahoo.com



Comment PP0066

"Patel Smita” To: Frank Smigelski’/AWA/FAA@FAA
<patel_smita@bah.co cc:
m> Subject: Increased airptane traffic at Dulles Airport

10/24/2003 10:22 AM

Mr. Smigelski,

I am,a homeowner on Walney Road in the Chantilly, VA area. I am very
concerned about the FAR plans for increasing airplane traffic at bulles
Alrport and in particular the increased aircraft noise over our

community resulting from the expansion. I would like to request that) ., . L%
Stricter noise restrictions be included in your plans for the Dulles j ’i3
Airport expansion.

Thank vyou.

Smita & Viral Modi
14094 Eagle Chase Circle
Chantilly, VA 20151

[

patel smita.vcf



Comment PP0067

Carlos Csicsmann To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA
<Cartos_Csicsmann@ ce:
compuserve.com> Subject: Impose Noise Restrictions for Dulles Airport

10/24/2003 10:45 AM

Mr. Smigelski,

I am, a resident of Walney Caks approximately 5 miles from Dulles Airport.
Since the inception of our Neighborhood in 1996 we have been experiencing
an increasing amount of air traffic. I was the first President of our Home
Owners Association and held the position for 3 years, currently I am the
chairman of our Architectural Review Board and President of the Walney Qaks
Civic Association. Each month I receive emails, phone calls and personal
visits from neighbors asking what can be done with the air traffic noise.
Several neighbors (former pilots as well as current pilots) have formed a
team to research and investigate what can be done about this increasingly
noisy situation. Many are shocked to hear that Dulles Airport is the ONLY
major airport in the United States not following a noise prohibition
mandate by the FAA. Whether oversite or politics this is unacceptable and
needs to be rectified. Western portion of Fairfax County is the fastest
growing section of the c¢ounty with the highest median income and soon to
have the largest number of schools per square mile.

I am working with other Home Owner Assoclaticns to join this effort to
contact you, our District Supervisor, our Govenor, our House of
Representative and our Senator to formerly request that noise restrictions
be placed on Dulles Airport.

This matter is of the utmost importance and has reached critical mass for
many residents. Our standard of living and most importantly our children
our being impacted by the lack of concern Dulles Airport and the FAA has
shown to date.

Please work with us t¢ resolve this matter.
Sincerely,

Carlos Csicsmann
Walney Road HOA, Chairman ARB
Walny Oaks Civic Association, President

7-34



Comment PP0068

. Lmann5263@aol.com To: Frank Smigelski’/ AWA/FAA@FAA
&1 ce:
& 10/24/2003 12:54 PM Subject: Runway expansion at Dulles Airport

October 24, 2003
Dear Mr. Smigelski,

My ndme is Lezlie Mann and | am a homeowner in the Walney Oaks neighborhood in Chantilly, Virginia. |
am writing to express my concern over the plan to increase airplane traffic at Dulles Airport. While |
support capitalism and business growth, it bothers me that the airport can continue to grow without noise
abatement procedures in place. (None that appear to be published for public access and record.)

I would like to request that stricter noise restrictions be included in the plan as Dulies Airport expanda 5 ’6 L(

Thank you in advance for taking into consideration the opinions and concerns of local homeowners and
consumers who support Dulles Airport and related businesse~.

Sincerely,

Lezlie Mann
4509 Gaston Street
Chantilly, VA 20151
703-502-0791




Comment PP0069

Theresa W Steffen To: Frank SmigeiskilAWA/FAA@FAA
<tsteffen@us.ibm.com cc: ericandtheresa@worldnet.att.net
> Subject: Increased Airport Traffic at Dulles Airport

10/24/2003 01:41 PM

v

Mr. Frank Smigelski, FAA
Washington Airports District Office
23723 Air Freight Lane, Suite 210
Dulles, VA 20166

Mr Smigelski,

We are residents of the Walney Oaks Community in Chantilly, VA. We have
extensive plane traffic from Dulles airport flying over cur neighborhood.
We understand that the Washington Airport Authority is planning to add at
least two additional runways to Dulles. We have also been made aware by a
pilot that lives in our neighborhood that pilots landing on the two
existing north-south runways are often given an opticn as to which runway
they would prefer to land on even though one approach takes the planes over
parkland, Rt 28, and office buildings and the other approach takes the
planes over private homes.

We are opposed to the addition of new runways until a noise abatement study

has been completed. There is no reason that planes should approach or

takeoff over private homes, especially at night, when there is an altermnate

route that is available that would avoid the private homes. We are often

awaken at 4:00 am by planes landing directly over our home. There need to -
be stricter noise restrictions in place that require air traffic b,mjb(
controllers to land planes in the route that causes the ieast noise to

private residences. '

Sincerely,

Eric and Theresa Steffen

Walney ©Oaks Sub-Division

14032 Rose Lodge Place

Chantilly, VA 20151 .
703-817-0444



Comment PP0070

"Anita Phares” To: Frank Smigelski’/AWA/FAA@FAA
<anitaphares@mail.co cc:
m> Subject; Shhhhh

10/24/2003 07:29 PM

Dear Mr. Smigelski:

Thank you for this opportunity to voice my opinion about the current air
traffic and the possible increased air traffic from Dulles airport in the
Walney Oaks neighborhood. "

Air traffic over our neighborhood is supposed to be restricted by certain

times and flight paths, but there have been numerous times when we hear 'i]‘S_,hb
aircraft during hours of 3:30-5:30 a.m. {(we have a baby and are often up

anyway to hear the planes). During HOA meetings in our community, pilots from

our own neighborhood have explained to us that this is not necessary, and that
Dulles is the only airport in the country w/o nocise restrictions.

I am requesting your attention to the matter of noise especially as it will be
increasing with addtional runways planned for the Dulles airport. There ‘ijq
should bhe stricter noise restrictions being put in place at this current tlmr-.:___JJ

Thank you for taking the time to listen to my concerns. I know that you'll be
considering many factors when anticipating this expansion and I want you to
know how important it would be to me and my fellow neighbors to keep things
more resonably gquiet in Walney Caks.

Sincerely,

Anita Phares
4517 Gaston St.
Chantilly, VA 20151

Sign-up for your own personalized E-mail at Mail.com
http://www.mail.com/?sr=signup

CareerBuilder.com has over 400,000 jobs. Be smarter about your job search
http://corp.mail.com/careers



Comment PP00O71

"Rao's" To: Frank Smigeiski/AWA/FAA@FAA

<rrao3@cox.net> ce:
Subject: Airplane Noise levels at Walney Oaks
10/24/2003 11:23 PM

Mr. Smigelski,
| am concermed about the expansion plans at Dulles Airport and how it could affect the noise levels in my

Walney Oaks community.

_Please ensure that stricter noise restrictions are included in the plan as Dulles Airport expands] Ele 3 c‘/
Thank you.

Regards,

Rajesh Rao

4530 Gaston Street
Chantilly, VA 20151



Comment PP0G72

PRESTIEngineering@y To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA
ahoo.com cc:

Subject: DULLES EIS
10/25/2003 02:22 PM

Below is the result of your feedback form. It was submitted by
(PRESTIEngineering@yahoo.com) on Saturday, Octcber 25, 2003 at 13:22:47

email: PRESTIEngineering@yahoo.com

Comments: Mr. Smigelski and others interested in the fair assessment of the
Dulles airport runways EIS.

If we did not learn anything else from the 11th of September it is that the
Washington region should add a 3rd airpert for commercial purposes cutside of
the core INSTEAD of adding unnecessary capacity at Dulles. Today, we know for
sure that National airport will not be available in a terror or national
incident leaving only 3WI and Dulles. The thought that an event at either
airport will not close down the entire airport is ridiculous. Dulles does no
need additional runways, the growth is overestimated and any available 2L71;
taxpayer resources should be targeted at a new facility. Since BWI and Dulles
cover certain environs with convenience and proximity, it is my opinion a new
airport should be considered South and East of the beltway in Maryland. I
don't make this suggestion lightly as I recognize several folks in that region
may be opposed to such a public infrastructure project but the needs of the
region to have REDUNDANT and GEOGRAPHICALLY DIVERSE options during unplanned
events necessitate the wisest planning in building airport facilities.
Building MORE runways at Dulles is a bad idea. It does nothing to enhance
capacity in the event Dulles is shut down. Additionally the environmental
impact to the surrounding communities by adding more runways to Dulles should
not be taken lightly. These communities already bear the overwhelming burden
of such a large regional air transportation facility.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

I attended the runways EIS forums but work has precluded my adding my comments
until now.

R/

Phil Lo Presti

Ashburn, VA

Action: Submit



Comment PP0073

Pat Dayman To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/F AA@FAA
<Pat.Dayman@atlantic cc:
coast.com> Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition

10/10/2003 05:51 PM

Name:Pat Dayman

J41 check Airman, Atlantic Coast Airlines

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: Pat.Dayman®atlanticcoast.com

Comments: Though more runways at Dulles would increase the potential to
increase the volume, the poor guality of the ATC system would not be able to
accept the volume. As it is the runways are under used compared to a high
volume airport like JFK.

Money might be better spent training the controllers to do their jobs

effeciently. I look forward to the day that there is no 20 mile intrail
spacing when it is clear skies with no wind, or the day I don't h1ave to carry
holding fuel on a clear day, just in case Dulles puts me in a hold again, as
the low volume of the arrivals has the controllers taxed.

291/

If Dulles was controlled by JFK controllers for a 60 day trial, I think you
would find that the volume of traffic would be greatly increased withou
breaking ground.

Pat Dayman

J 41 Check Airman
Atlantic Coast Airlines



Comment PP0074

"Dennis R. Tusing” To: Frank Smigeiski’AWA/F AA@FAA

<afvet@adelphia.net> cc:
Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition
10/10/2003 05:58 PM

Name:Dennis R. Tusing
TAD CRJ Capt.

Atlantiec Coast Airlines
Email: afvet®@adelphia.net —
Comments: Dulles controllers have the reputation of being the absolute worst
in the country. Believe me when you fly into other airports out in the Midwest
or West or even the south...... it shows. Dulles is bad...... very bad. If
having more runways help...which I think they would...please bring them on

quickly.

While we are waiting for the runways...hopefully....might I suggest you send
ALL of the Dulles controllers out to ORD for some TDY for a few weeks to see
how the re:l pros do it. That by itself would prcbably do wonders. VJ

Thanks for asking for our input.

L9



Comment PPOO7S

John Barrett To: Frank SmigelskilfAWA/FAA@FAA
<jdbarrett33@hotmaii. ce:
com> Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition

10/10/2003 08:41 PM

Name:John Barrett

Flight Officer

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: jdbarrett33@hotmail.com

Comments: How can Atlantic Coast or any other carrier expect to operate 375

flights per day from IAD? Is there a way that IAD controllers can lock at ORD
controllers to see if there is a way to make the flow in and out of IAD faster Jj'—ll
and more efficent?



Comment PP0076

"William E. Moryto”™ To: Frank SmigelskiiAWA/FAA@FAA
<wmoryto@yahoo.com cc:
> Subject: Response to |IAD Runway Addition

10/10/2003 11:03 PM

Name:William E. Moryto

Captain

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: wmoryto@yahoo.com

Comments: Before any additional runways are added two things must come first: \30"ﬂ/
1. Repair Rwy 12/30. Tt is in extremely poor condition and is a SAFETY RISK!!

If a high speed {or any speed) abort/emergency landing must be executed, the

poor surface pavement conditions could have significant negative effects on

that manuever and the safety of the passengers aboard that aircraft.

2. Train the IAD controllers at ORD, LGA, JFK, EWR or BOS. They micromanage
the ground and air traffic to the point of absurdity. For example: They tell ¥i7ﬂd/
us to "enter at Alpha and hold short of Alpha 5 contact Ramp Tower on 119.12"
Two things can be eliminated in this one scenerio and SHORTEN ATC
communications which are MUCH TOO verbose at IAD.

Al. They give the frequency NOT NECESSARY, its published and we know it in
our sleep) for entry onto their respective ramps. Other major airports deo NOT
need to give the freq, pilots do plan ahead.

B2. Just Instruct aircaft to go to a spot and there ycu must contact ramp
tower for entry.

This can be done. Many airports; CVG, BOS, EWR, LGA, JFK, ORD use this simple
procedure and they eliminate much of the micromanagement and stress of the
controllers.

Just trying to provide useful suggestions.

Best Regards,
Bill Moryto



Comment PPO077

Steven Gombold To: Frank SmigelskilAWA/FAA@FAA
<steve.gombold@attgl cc:
obal.net> Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition

10/17/2003 05:05 PM

Name:Steven Gombold

J41 FO

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: steve.gombold®@attglobal.net

Comments: Usually adding runways at any airport is a gocod thing. However at
IAD, I believe a more important issue are the controllers. I know Dulles cam
be busy at times, but I firmly believe that if we replaced some of our 7_”
controliers, coperations in and out of IAD will flow a lot more smooth. I know
ORD and JFK have many more runways than IAD has, but they also have some of
the best controllers in the world. There is no doubt in my mind that if we
brought in more efficient controllers, the amount of arrivals and departures
would increase significantly. You can't be efficient when you have 20 miles
seperation inteo Dulles on a VFR day.



Comment PPO078

Ed Zimmerman To: Frank Smigelski’/AWA/FAA@FAA

<gdznaz@yahoo.com> cc:
Subject: Response to |AD Runway Addition
10/18/2003 09:50 AM

Name:Ed Zimmerman

ACA CRJ Capt

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Emaii: edznaz@yahoo.com .
Comments: More runways would be nice, but the real problem is the atc at IAD.
I flew for the company for 5 years based ocut of IAD and still go thru there
regularly as an ORD pilot, and the story is still the same. Too many
restrictions, slow downs and overcontrolling on the ground. I suggest you ;Lq‘W\
have a hard lock at the ORD system and find why they work so well. I cannot
say enough nice things about their methods and the results they produce.
Geographically, they have the same kind of challenges with close airports, yet
they get the job done. For example, if I exit a runway at IAD, I must speak
to ground bhefore moving, even though I know full well how they will want me to
head, or at least the start of it. At ORD, there are also typical routes, and
they expect us to keep moving and get a word in when we can, and work it out
like adults when it comes teo conflicts. We are all careful professionals, and
we shold be treated as such. If this works at the nations busiest airport, it
should work at Dulles.

Good luck, my companies profitability rests partially on your sucess,

Z



Comment PP0079

John Roberts To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAAQ@FAA

<wadjr@arrl.net> ~ce
Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition
10/18/2003 04:36 PM

Name :John Rcberts

CRJ Captain

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: wa4jr@arrl.net

Comments: More runways will not help the situation at IAD. The present
runways are under-utilized because ground control seems te have an on-going
problem efficiently moving aircraft to their departure runways, and then
Potomac Approach often places excessive "in trail" restrictions on departures.

New runways at IAD must accompany a fundamental change in the way ATC handles
aircraft on the ground and in the air. If FAA would like to bring "Chicago é)ﬁ—f’
Style" ATC services to IAD, then the new runways could be a good thing. Go i
ORD and listen to the ground, tower and approach frequencies for a while, and

my point will be crystal clear!



Comment PP0080

David Mullins To: Frank SmigelskilAWA/FAA@FAA
<dt_mullins@yahoo.co cc:
m> Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition

10/20/2003 11:06 PM

Name:David Mullins

Pilot

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: dt_mullins@yahoo.com

Comments: To be honest, an additional runway 30 would be very beneficial for
departing aircraft using one for ncrtherly departures and one for southerly
departures. This would allow the north-scouth runways to be used for arrivals,
or visa-versa.

In the high winds of winter, some sort of approch to 30 that would allow the
continued cperations to the north-south runways would be good.

The bigger issue is that of current and future runaway utilization. It :eems

to the pilot group that ATC at KIAD shcould easily be able to handle twice the

amount of traffic it currently does. When we operate out of airports like

KLGA, KERW, KBOS, KDTW and KORD it is truly amazing what the controllers do 3 ’\\
day after day good weather and bad. We really appreciate what they can do and | =
have the greatest respect for them. These airports have as many limitations

as KIAD does, if not more. At KIAD we see far too many ground stops, enroute
slowdowns, large enroute spacing and 5 to 10nm gaps on final. The traffic just

moves to slowly in and out.

More runways will eventually be need, but it would be much cheaper and faster
to get ATC to get on par with the other airports.

Respectfully submitted.



Comment PP00S1

George Bisagno To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA

<Rjcaptain@msn.com> cG:
Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition
10/16/2003 09:21 AM

Name:George Bisagno

Captain

Atlantic Coast ARirlines

Email: Rjcaptain@msn.com

Comments: For a years now I have been wondering why there haven't been any new
runwaye added at Washington Dulles International Airport (IAD). IAD is the
only International airport with major delays on clear days. The other day we
departed Portland,ME (PWM) only to told not to exceed 250 knots for seguencing
to IAD, and this was after we sat on the ground for 20 mins. waiting for our
wheels up time. The weather was clear! Before we were handed off to Potomac
approach I asked the New York center controller what the in trail sequencing
was, he said 15 miles. I asked the Potomac controller why they needed 15 miles
in trail, and he said they needed that to integrate the downwind arrivals into
the final.

I also noticed that Potomac controllers don't tighten the spacing like most
airports {(3-5 miles)}, the closest I have seen is 5 miles and usually it's
about 7-8 miles. A lot of this may have to do with the amount of airspace
restrictions within the area, but if adding runways to IAD can increase the 2
arrival rate then this needs to be done ASAP. — o
Washington Dulles has the potential to be a great "Gateway" airport to the
people of the United States and the rest of the World.

Thank you,
Captain George Bisagno
Atlantic Coast Airlines



Comment PP0O082

Eric Du Pont To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA

<lovejets@aol.com> cc:
Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition
10/15/2003 04.58 PM

Name:Eric Du Pont

Captain

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: lovejets@acl.com

Comments: As an airline pilot I am for anything that promotes flying and
safety. I certainly would welcome more runways at IAD. One concermn I wish to
address however is the lack of efficiency of the IAD ATCS. Along with more 4
runways and preferably before more runways appear 1 would welcome a revampin df?",
of the IAD ATCS to try and alleviate the ever growing delays. 30 mile
downwinds and 90 degree vectors off course along with speed reductions to 250
knots 300 NM away from IAD have become the norm regardless of whether the
weather is clear blue skies or sclid IMC. I understand the "problem" of having
IAD, BWI and DCA so close together, but if ORD and LGA to mentiorn only two can
make it happen, why does IAD seem to be so far behind in efficiency?

Finally, while I may not offer a solution to the IAD ATC problem but rather }‘éL;L_
bring the problem to attention, I completely support the concept of more
runways in IAD.



Comment PP0083

"A. Scott Koester" To: Frank Smigelskif/AWA/FAA@FAA

<a.s.koester@att.net> cc:
Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition
10/26/2003 08:20 PM

Name:A. Scott Keoester

Captain

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: a.s.koester®@att.net

Comments: Washington National is maxed out, Baltimore is fine but toc far for

the residents of Northern Virginia. Dulles ‘needs more runways and more level 5 /_zil
controllers. The runways would help the movements, but without better

controllers would be a waste of money. It dosn't take 4 ground contreollers to lq—”
work traffic at that size airport, they do it better and faster in ORD with 2.

The approach controllers are just as operatonally challanged, ask any center
controller about them from here to the Mississippi what they think. If it is

deemed to be a matter of apinion then ask anybody ocutside of Patomic Approach,

the opinion will be unanimous.



Comment PP0OS4

Paul Coovert To: Frank SmigelskilAWA/FAA@FAA
<paulcoovert@aol.com cc:
> Subject: Response to |AD Runway Addition

10/23/2003 06:02 PM

Name:Paul Coovert

Simulator Imnstructor

Atlantic Ccast Airlines

Email: paulcoovert@acl.com

Comments: Before commentting on more runways plan at IAD, how about some back

ground information. What is the driving requirement (s)for additional runways. ;13’“?
What is the FAA's position. What will be the pros and cons of such an

undertaking both in cost, environment impact, and financial outlay and return?

Thanks... Paul Coovert



Comment PPOO8S

"T.J" To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA
<juno.com@relayi.faa. cc:
gov> Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition

10/23/2003 12:00 AM

Name:T. J.
Supervisor
Atlamtic Coast Airlines

Email: junc.com ‘
Comments: I would oppose two additional runways at IAD b/c of noise levelsjs _kL{
that would increase due to the addition.



Comment PP0086

Don Kahrs To: Frank SmigelskilfAWA/FAA@FAA
<Donald.Kahrs@atlanti cc:
ccoast.com> Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition

10/22/2003 03:01 PM

Name:Don Kahrs

Team Leader

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: Donald.Kahrs@atlanticcoast.com .

Comments: This would be detrimental to the good of the community. Not only

would it cause undo delay to IAD, it would create unnecessary traffic delays. /—/C)
If you look at the air traffic at TAD there is very rarely a Ground delay

program. In addition it would destroy the environment. There is also a qualigg ,ZLAif
ow cost housing shortage in Loudon and Fairfax counties. The use of the lan

tc house people would be of much better use. How is the cost of the so called
improvements to be handled? Increase nf parking fees, and local, state and

federal taxes? The only way that additional runways would be needed at IAD

were if DCA was to close.



Comment PP0087

Glenn Dombos To: Frank Smigelskil AWA/FAA@FAA
<glenn.dombos@atlant cc:
iccoast.com> Subject; Response to IAD Runway Addition

10/16/2003 04:14 PM

Name :Glenn Dombos

AMT

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: glenn.dombos@atlanticcoast.com

Comments: The traffic volume in the IAD area is bad encugh, with the addition
of more runways this will only increase the traffic volume and there is no
plan to do anything to help the situation. In addition, you will be taking
away the habitat from the wildlife of which there is scarcely enough to
support them now, just look at all the dead animals on the roadways. Nothin /ta’ig
has been done in the past or will be done in the future tc relocate the
wildlife. I am against the building of any future runways at IAP:] J-10

2 F-A



Comment PPOOSS

Vikki Redden To: Frank Smigeiski/AWA/FAA@FAA
<Vikki.Redden@atlanti cc:
ccoast.com> Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition

10/19/2003 09:56 PM

Name :Vikki Redden

CS Supervisor

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: Vikki.Redden@atlanticcoast.com . 2
Comments: I am concerned on how this will effect the traffic into the-t] ;Z"QL
Washington area and how it will effect the home owners in that area as wel{?;pfh/



Comment PP0089

Todd Whitaker To: Frank SmigelskilAWA/FAA@FAA
<Todd.Whitaker@Atlan ccr
ticCoast.com> Subject: Response to |AD Runway Addition

10/18/2003 01:29 PM

Name : Todd Whitaker

AMT

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: Todd.wWhitaker@AtlanticCoast.com
Comments: STOP!t!11!

Think about what your doing? More runways = more people. More people =
more JJ-} D_
traffic. More traffic = Increased road rage. More time sitting in traffic =
Less time with your kids. More wildlife restrained to a smaller habitat. \3 ,’2)
This area doesn't need more development. I feel we would be doing more ha
by adding additional runways at Dulles International Airport. Ther fore, I
vote "NO!rri ji""o
Thank you for taking my vote in consideration.



Comment PP0090)

James Schuler To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA
<jimschuler@hotmail.c CG:
om> Subject: Response to tAD Runway Addition

10/17/2003 07:32 PM

Name:James Schuler

328Jet Captain

Atlantic Coast Airlines

Email: Jjimschuler@hotmail.com .

Comments: While not privy to the ATC boundary system, personal experience has 2
shown insufficient facilities during high traffic and weathered conditions. /- 21

In addition to the airborne congestion, ground saturation tends to be reached
early on with the current alley/spot configuration.

Your time is appreciated to allow this forum.

Sincerely,
James Schuler
328Jet Captain



Comment PP0g91

Norman Flaten To: Frank Smigelski/ AWA/FAA@FAA
<Norman_Flaten@acai cC:
corp.com> Subject: Response to IAD Runway Addition

10/17/2003 07:22 PM

Name : Norman Flaten

Lead A/C Inspector, ACA ORD

Atlamtic Coast Airlines

Email: Norman Flaten®acaicorp.com .

Comments: I would investigate a little more if I were you. Just look at ORD
and its surrounding area in relation to Mayor Daley. Not putting the man down
but all sides have to be considered. Not only that, How long has IAD been
under construction? I remember landing there back in 1987 and there was
construction going on then. Finish a couple of projects first before
considering this. Safety and Security is another consideration that has to be _Bcjr,2
taken into account also.



Comment PP0Q9Y2

Daniel Schon To: Frank Smigelski/AWA/FAA@FAA
<dschon@sc.rr.com> cc:

Subject: Response to |AD Runway Addition
10/11/2003 06:32 PM

Name:Daniel Schon
Captain Dornier 328, ACA
Atlantic Coast Airlines
Email: dschon@sc.rr.com

—
Comments: Dulles needs another crosswind runway to handle its normal capaciﬂ/,il
in wx ops. )



Clofy

C

Cordell
Crumley

October 31, 2003

Mr. Frank Smigelski

Federal Aviation Administration
Washington Airports District Office
23723 Air Freight Lane, suite 210
Dulles, VA 20166

Dear Frank:

Please find enclosed the transcripts from the October Citizen Meetings. We
hope you find them helpful. They are the originals. We are also sending a copy to
Al Nagy for his files.

As a reminder, if you receive other comments from the public, if you will share
them with us, we will be sure they are added to our mailing database.

Please call if you have questions. Our number is: 757-460-4183.

Sincerely,

Enclosure

Cc: Al Nagy. URS /



— ?
Dulles International Airport (IAD)
Proposed Noise Abatement Procedures

Notes:

* Dulles is the only major airport in the U.S. without any published noise abatement procedures
* Runway IR is the most noise sensitive runway for arrivals due to the communities along
Walney Road (need to check this with map)

* Runway 1R is the only Cat I/IIl runway, mezaning that when the weather is less than 2 mile
visibility this runway is the only one available

* Currently, controllers allow pilots to choose any runway late at night when the traffic is light.
* I put the 2200 - 0600 statement in there because that’s what [ typically see at most airports and
I believe we would have the best chance to get this done only going for those times. If you want
to try to get these procedures for all times, then we will have a tougher battle

Between the hours of 2200 to 0600:

1. If winds allow, a South operation using Runways 19L, 19R, and 12 for arrivals
and Runways 19L and 19R for departures should be used.

. . /
- can use up to a 5 knot tailwind component ¢/, 30 /ﬁ- doparter®s .

2. For departures using Runway 19L, turns on course should be initiated no later
than 2 miles (2 DME) from the departure end of the runway.

3. If winds require a North operation, Runway 1L should be used to the maximum
extent possible for arrivals.

4. If traffic conditions require the use of both 1L and IR, consideration should be
given to the type of aircraft when assigning runways for arrival. The aircraft types
with the lowest noise signature should be assigned to 1R.

= Stase
5. %at II/IIT operations will be conducted to Runway 1R since this is the only Cat
[I/IIl runway available.

6. Runway 12 is the least noise sensitive runway and should be used for arrivals as
much as possible.



Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting; |
- Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review:

October7 &8,2003 /!/' I“\.
) L]

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in taday'’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA,
To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of
Frank Smigelski and send it to 703-661-1370. Please print your comments clearly and concisely.

foLo ‘ , I
Name: 7)(\«(/ ‘ot }T{Mﬁé -
Organization/neighborhood:
Mailing Address: 25487 Ple K ;-;Jg Ar
City: 57 /(?,._/L(/Zi\j’ State: L/ﬁi Zip: 205

E-mail:

o

Comments: o (&,{ yp/e;u\,u,:,j < "—'W(;— // % a(c_
ﬁ h s lv_k' :, . i/\/:.}{;“‘/‘-""—’;' / —

~

/Y

Comments must be postmarked by October 24,2003



Comment Sheet

FAA Public Meeting:

Purpose:& Need/Alternatives Review
October 7 & 8,2003- ﬁlﬁ

Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today's workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
area below and place it in the Comment Box before you leave. You may also mail or fax this form to the FAA.
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Purpose & Need/Alternatives Review iy
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Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank you for your participation in today’s workshop. Please provide your comments about this study in the
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MS. BURKE: Sharon R. Burke, 43966 Kitts Hiil
Terrace, Ashburn, Virginia 20147. I object to the north
south runway because it’s goling to put more noise over my
house in Ashburn Village. |

And I have been here eleven years with the
understanding that this was -- the status guo would
remain. And, let’s see, oh, I really don’t see why they
can’t add two east west runways since that’s more
industrial out in around there and less impact on .schools
and regular people.

And I do think it’s unfair to change the
rules. That’s all. Thank you. The last three flights
that our family has taken{ we have had to go to Baltimore.
And this airport does not do me any good. And I only

lives five miles or four miles away. And I don’t know

why .

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
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MS. FERGUSON: Lynn Ferguson, 4350 Sandburg

Sguare, Ashburn, Virginia 20147. My comments are that in

the past three months the plane traffic has picked up in

my area. From eight o’clock to eleven o'clock at night at
least thirty to forty planés will come by a night,

2And I can hear all of them. Some of them come
so close to the house that they rattle the windows. I
have been woken up at two, three, four o’clock in the
morning by planes. 2And I can’'t get back to sleep because
they are so low and it shocks you awake.

I have fallen asleep for naps and been woken
up by a plane. So I think it’s so excessive -- thirty to
forty planes a night. It used to stop at ten. Now, it’s
stopping at eleven. Sometimes it goes on till eleven-

thirty.

I would like the traffic off of that area. I

sit in a triangle. That’'s it.
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FarRTax, VIRGINIA 22030
17031 591-3136
WWH RUDIGERANDGREEN COM




w

13

14

15

16

18

19

20

8]
—

(8
&)

N
W

MS. DENNY: It’'s Adele Denny. And it is 20855
Killawog Terrace in Ashburn. At this point there are
numerous planes that come over my house. 2&4And it -- I'm
already able to see windows and signs -- you know, sign
names of the planes real clear.

I don’t think I could handle any more and,
sure as heck, not any coming in any lower. It would

really, I think, affect quality of life in the area.

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
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MS. SCHWARTZ: Since I arrived here -- I'm
Helen Schwartz. I’'m staying with my daughter. Since I
arrived here 1 have seen so many airplanes flying over the
house and the height that I can see all the windows on the

large airplanes.

And it seems like it’s flying towards -- into
the house or away from the house. I don’t know how
exactly to describe it -- and not only one at the time,

but I have seen two, three at the time flying like in
formation.

Are they landing or -- 1 have no idea what
they are doing. But the noise is very loud. And it’s

very disturbing. And I don’t think they should fly that

low over any house.

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS.
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MS. HALSTEAD: Mine is really short actually.
This isn’'t enough known yet to make a major comment. I'm
Julie Halstead. And -- address? 20954 Fernridge Way,
Ashburn, Virginia 20147.

My family and I live in Ashburn Farm, an area
that it seems will be directly affected by increased air
traffic and noise created by a new north south runway. I
am concerned about the increased noise pollution and the
addition of air pollution to an area which already has a
severe ozone problem.

Can you put a P.S.? Additionally, I am
concerned about the late night -- say, two in the
morning -- flights, mostly of the older cargo planes that
actually wake me up and rattle the house. I'd like to

know if those would continue or increasge. Does that sound

good?

* k% * % *

(Whereupon, at approximately 8:00 oclock

p.m., the Public Meeting was concluded.)
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CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC

I, Gail H. Zehner, the Certified Verbatim
Reporter who reported the foregoing proceedings, do hereby
certify that they are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and abkility; and that I have no interest in said
proceedings, financial or otherwise, nor through
relationship with any of the parties in interest or their
counsel.

IN WITNESS WHERECF, I have hereunto set my

hand this 10th day of October, 2003.

'Ci;%V{g& i\ :;;igéngg;iﬂh
GAIL H. ZEHNER

Notary Public in and for the
Sij-e of Virginia at Large.
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\
My commission expires:
October 31, 2005
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11923 Richland Lane
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Chantilly, Virginia 20151
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MITCH CORRIEL 8
25928 Poland Road
Chantilly, Virginia 20152
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13825 Baywood Court

Centreville, Virginia 20120

(Cabells Mill Community Association)

JEFFREY M. PARNES - 10
3153 Ramesses Court
Cak Hill, Virginia 20171
(leffrev@parnes.net)
(Chantilly Highlands Civic Affairs;
Sully District Council Land Use
& Transportation;
Sully District Transportation Advisory
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MICHELLE POLSKI 11
15212 Phillip Lee Road

Chantilly, Virginia 20151

(Pleasant Valley Subdivision)
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MS. EILEEN McFARLAND: My name is Eileen
McFarland; 11923 Richland Lane. I presently live in Oak
Hill. Actually I'm a person of few wdrds, but I just
wanted to say I appreciated the study and the efforts that
went into all the environmental issues here. I had no
idea that this preceded building like this, so it made me
aware of it.

Actually I'm moving to South Riding, sc I'll
be in South Riding.

And just to say thank you.

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
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MR. JIM DOHERTY: My name is Jim Doherty;
25809 Planting Field Drive, Scuth Riding, Virginia. I
have one comment, and the comment is that I think a runway
that's three football fields away from Route 50 ig too

damn close and dumb.
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M3. BETTY DOHERTY: My name i1is Betty Docherty;
25809 Planting Field Drive, South Riding, Virginia.

I just wanted to tell vyou that it's very well
organized and a nice presentation, and the people were
very knowledgeable and very friendly, and gave me good
information about websites.

The main concern, they didn't have an update
on the noise. Well, I guess they will have it eventually,
and I don't know when that will be. But I am very
interested in what the nocise and what the new patterns
will be for takeoffs and landings.

Thank you.
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MR. VICTOR THORNTON: My name is Victor
Thornton; 14021 Eagle Chase Circle, Chantilly, Virginia
20151.

My reason for ccoming tonight is to attempt to
get someone to listen to reason about publishing noise
abatement procedures at Dulles Airport. It is the only
major international airpert in the country that does not
have published noise abatement procedures.

These are approach flights from Washington
National, from Chicago O'Hare, Baltimore International,
LAX. They all have operational procedures that deal with
noige. Dulles has nothing published.

We have attempted in the last twenty-four
months or so to get Dulles to accept procedures that were
written by pilots. These are the procedures. I'm going
to attach those to my written comments that I leave here
tonight.

My request is pretty simple: that we incur
voluntary compliance with a written noise abatement
procedure to be published by the FAA and to have those
procedures implemented from the hours of 10:00 o'clock at
night to 7:00 o'clock in the morning. It's that simple.

P.S5. The FAA wants to turn this over to

(o)}
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political people and make it a political issue.
Politicians don't fly or guide airlines, but if we have to
go that routs we will.

That's it.
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MR. MITCH CORRIEL: My name is Mitch Corriel;
25928 Pcland Road, Chantilly, Virginia 20152,

As it stands today, I f£ind that the aircraft
traffic, the noise levels in‘my home are untenable and
outrageous as 1t stands.

I live in the South Riding neighborhood and I
find that the traffic begins at 6:30 a.m. and is loud
enough as it stands today to wake me from my sleep. It
persists from 6:30 in the morning until 10:00 in the
afternoon, and then resumes once again between 5:00 p.m.
in the afternoon and 8:00 p.m. in the afternoon, causing
me to not even be able to enjoy my backyard.

I find in the evenings that I have to return
to the inside portion of my home and close all the doors
and windows to get away from the noise. I cannot imagine
what life would be like if an additional two runways were
built at Dulles Airport.

I strongly and most vehemently vote for the No
Action Build Plan.

Thank you.
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CERTIFIED VEABATIM REPORTERS
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MR. STEPHEN VANDIVERE: My name is Stephen
Vandivere; 13825 Baywood Court, Centreville, Virginia
20120.

As I was observing, a large part of the
exlisting area is grass, and we were talking asbout the
influence on birds. When the grass is mowed, the birds
come and harvest the seeds.

It suddenly occurred to me to wonder if the
use of other ground coversgs such as mondo grass or adjuga
have been considered.

In addition, I wondered 1f the grass gets
watered and whether there might be another kind <of ground
cover that would both not need watering, not need mowing,
and not attract the birds, which presumably would save
money .

The other comment I have is a question which I
expect I'l]l see answered at the next stage, and that is
how much will the consumption of potable water increase as
a consequence of the build option that is selected.

That's all.
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MR. JEFFREY M. PARNES: My name is Jeif
Parnes. I 1live in Chantilly Highlands, which is due east
of the east-west runway as it currently is configured.

I'm all in favor of making sure that Dulles
Airport cperates in a safer énvironment, and I understand
that having these additional runways will enable them to
run in a safer environment.

My concern was for my neighborhood that there
be no adverse impact in overflights and noise.

In locking at the presentation tonight, I
notice that very few planes, either (a) take off to the
east or land from the east, although I do know for a fact
that that does happen since I have sgeen that and I can
wave to the planes as they fly over my house.

I have been told that most flights will be
taking off to the west, and until the forty-five knot
condition exists will be landing north or south and not
affecting our neighbecrhood.

In that case the impact to the Chantilly
Highlands neighborhood seems to be insignificant and we're
glad of it.

Thank you.
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MS. MICHELLE POLSKI: My name is Michelle
Polski; 15212 Phillip Lee Road, Chantilly, Virginia.

This is the flight plan. See how it comes
right over this subdivision? Well, that's us right there
(indicating). It goes right‘over the house. 1In the
existing departure flight tracks on Page 21, Flight Plan
19CD2, as it leaves Dulles Airport it comes right over our
house.

It's not used all that often, but there are
times in the middle of the night. There are times when it
has just cleared the trees, and it rattles the house, it
rattles the windows, and this flight plan should be
stopped.

Any of the other existing ones on either side,
they're fine, but the one that comes right over Pleasant
Valley Subdivision should be stopped.

Thank you for your time.
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* *® * * %

(Whereupon, at approximately 8:00 o'clock

the Public Meeting was concluded.}
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dBA contenr. While one graphae presented at the mecting sugeests thut an assumed
ierease i the nuiher of mightiime operations may be responsible tan assumption we
guestion bolow i detmls wre necded regarding operational assumptions that have been
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umpacts” shoukd not be limited o arcas jnade the wdentified noise contours: at least
some vonstderation should be given 1o quanaiving the extent of noise level ncreases of
IENE 3 dBA or preater for cach of the butld sltematives when compared with the No
Action altermative, even for nofse fevels as low as for fower than) DNL 45 dBA.L

We hwd provioushy commented that there s a need o f’:fC{W*‘ii‘ze lmmii'{-dct"umd arcas of
ervironmental sensitivity i the discusston of natural resouree issues. While this
mformatian was pot presented at the Apsl 21 meeting, a project consultant assured us
that the County's regulatory and polioy defimtons (e Resource Protection Arcas,
Nowdplams, and Eoviroemental Qeality Corrsdhrsy would be mrxa:dcrcd i the THALS.
We continue W offer eur gssistance o and other project stalf and consultants in
defining these arcas of interest




Me, Brad Meliaity
Page 3

» A map wenttving "Notse Sensitve Receptor Locations with Yeor 2010 DINL 60 JdBA
Novse Contour m the mecting handet? package is confusing in that it identifics
existing residential areas south et the Arportin Fairfax County 1o the “land use™
vatle porrzation hut not by the Urestdential siructure” or “subdiviciion™ svinbuals,
Chmfication 1s necded.

As noted carbier, other comments made o cur provious correspendence remain vahid . Hyvou
Fave any guestions about our commients, please contact Noel Kaplan ot 7033241210,

Pk vou for holding the recent pebhe workshep amd tor affording us with the opportumty w
presvide these commuoents,

Sineerely,

kY
!
i
F o

i i
i 4
; £ S

H

\J:u:}{'s; I, J/uuk/f

Disgctor {
1 i

JZNHEK

CL

Bourd of Supervisors
Fairfax Cowny Adrpors Advisony Commitlee
Anihony H Grthin, County Executive
Rubert AL Stlyer, Deputy County Bxecutive
Georpe Nichelz, Principal Bevironmerte! Plunner, Metropelitan Washington Council of Governments
Noecl [ Kaplan, Bavirenment and Developinent Review Branch, Department of Planning
and Zoning
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April 2720044

Mr, Brad Mehafty

Foderal Aviation Administration
Washinglon Airports Hstrict Office
PO,

2373 A Freight Lane, Suite 210
Dubles. VA 20166

Drear Mr. Mehally:

Thie Dystles Cerridor Ruil Association (DCORAG han revicved the o} dions presenicd al the Federai Avialion
Adsninistration {FAAYs workshap Aprit 217 and recomnends build option 3. DCRA further recommends that the
departurg procedures used to caleulate the noise.contours For option 3 be modificd to reflect the procedures used
earlier 40 develop the contours that form the basis for county fand nse plans developed in the early 1990°s,

Fairfax and Loudoun counties, which border Washington Dulles International Airport, have consistently supported
the aviation commumity by zoning contpatible kind uses based upon the FAA's noise projections. Today, the areas
surrounding Buslles cither have been orare abour to be developed. Bis unreasonable for the aviation community to
change depariure ussumpiions so that they undermine focal planting to avoid serious noise problems in
aeighborheods sround Washington Dulles.

DCRA supports oplion 3 becavse:

& ltis superior to option < with respect (o neighborhood noise; and

o 11t has much lower costs in tenns ol Jand acquisition and other envirosmental impacts, We note thae these
Impacts arc in any case minor and should be casily miligated.

“Nao build” is nota valid option. as it would deprive the National Capital region of approximarely 40% of #s planned
airport capacity. The eiimination ot airport capachy plasned since 1985 would make no sense,

For the last lwe decades the region has evolved around the planning projections tor Washington Dulles, Surface
transpostacian, for example, & evolving o maich the growth of the Dulles region and Dulles Afrport. This includes
@ 13- mile extension of the Metrorail system From the Qranze ne at Falls Chureh 1o Dulles Alrport and o
Loudonns County,

DURA I3 a non-profitorgadzation formed 1o advocate rail in the Dutles carridor. advise public ofticials on transit-
related tmsues, and bt community support for the project. Rail was selected as the Locatly Preferred Aliernarive
in Deeember 2003, We expeot the desiun of the tirst phase to Wichla Avenue 1o be underway shorly. Rind is

vssential to serve e internstions! idrport of The Nutional Capital and its planned expaision.

Tleank vou for this opportunity 1o vonment.

Sincerely,

7
o, //‘/
. 9%
i Patricia Nicoson

President
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Washington Airports Task Force

v WashinponaIrnerls oo

h May 7, 2004

Mr. Brad Mehafly

Federal Aviation Admintstration
Washington Airports District Office
23723 Air Freight Lane, Suite 210
Dulles, VA 20166

Dear Mr. Mehalty:

The Washington Airports Task Force (WATF) supports Build Option 3 for the
proposed runway expansion al Washington Dulles International Alrport,
Further, we strongly recommend that;
a} the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) take a poal of December 31°
this year for a Record of Decision;
by the operational assumptions used to calculate the noisc contours be
amended to conform with the existing planning contours upon which land
uses have been developed.
¢} significant change to the noise contours should be made only if:
# there is major potential benelit 1o the eeonomic health of the National
Capital region, and
> the changes are made in conjunction with Loudoun and Fairfax
Counties.

In support of these requirements, the WATE notes:
1. Prior to the closure of the crosswind runway for repairs, the airport’s
runways were operating at capacity around 4:00 p.m.

P

A O0% increase in daily. flight operations is reliably expected over the next
four to six months.

2

3. No serious environmental concerns exist, and the WATE believes those
concerns that have been deternined can be readily mitigated, and indeed,
some of the mitigation already is in-hiand,

4. A particularly important point - neighboring jurisdictions have diligently
worked Tor well over a decade 10 ensure compatible land uses around
Washington Dulles as the area devetops, The execllent relations that exist
between Washington Dulles and its neighbors is a function of good long
range planning bused upon noise contours provided by the FAAs owir past

I RN BV KON
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Mr. Brad Mchafty
May 7. 2004
Pape 2

process, and upon trust between the aviation side and local jurisdictions. Therefore, any
arbitrary action by the aviation side that would adversely affect existing residentiol uses
without the agreement of the jurisdictions und stakeholders concerned would jeopardize
the current excellent relations, which are so valuable to aviation and neighborhood
interests alike,

N

Asurvey of residents living closest to Washington Palles, conducted for the WATF
between April 5-9 this vear. showed that:

» 904 ol neghboring residents congider the airport to be an asscl. Among the other
[ (1%, Lhree of four had a favorable opinion of the atrport.

> Nearly 90% were aware of the airport’s presence prior 1o selecting their home.

»  70% generally have a favorable opinion of the new runways, and no widespread
evidenece of negative attitudes toward the airport or its Capital Improvement
Program was lound.

The survey’s findings are attached. and the complete document can be provided on
request.

These results parallel the results of a similar survey conducted in November 2000, show
that the land vse policies of neighboring jurisdictions are working, and they undeiline the
enormous value, in social as well as aviation terms, of the current harmony that exists
berween the airport and its neighbors.

6. Discussion with pilots regularly operating from Washington Dulles and with air traffic
experts strongly suggests that the draft noise contours presented April 20" and 2% are
incorrect. We behieve the appropriate revisions should bring the contours inte
approximate alignment with the contours upon which the neighboring land uses bave
developed.

7. No public policy or technical reasons have been advanced to support a 5,000-f1, runway
separation. Indeed, there are community, cost, and operational negatives associated with
this separation. The United States 1s one of the most technologically advanced nations in

the world and it is inconceivable to this orpanization that the FAA could not provide
accurate radar cquipment to assist flights serving the Nation®s Capital.

Thank you lor this opportunity to comment,
Sincercly,

2 ./“‘”} . _,\
/U:" o (\*‘%L.[ %C_,»\
"

Leo Scheler



Washington Dulles International Airport
Neighbors Study

April 5-9, 2004
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Washington Dulles International Airport
Neighbors Study

Conducted for the Washington Airports Task Force
April 2004

METHODOLOGY

The survey was conducted April 5-9, 2004. A total of 500 residents of neighborhoods
and cornmunities adjacent to Washington Dulles International Airport were surveyed in
an arca bordered by the Potomac River on the North, I-66 on the South, the Fairfax
County Parkway/Centreville Koad on the East and Belmont Road/Goose Creek on the

West.

The main survey consisted of 400 completed interviews. An additional over-sampling of
100 completed interviews was conducted in the Ashburn and South Riding communities.

The sample was scientifically selected from a universe of all telephone households in
selected zip codes surrounding the airport. All respondents were selected on an nth

name, random basis.

The survey instrument was prepared by DCM Research in consultation with The
Washington Airports Task Force.

The results were keved, verified and tabulated using an ABtab statistical analysis
program,

The confidence factor in a survey of this size 1s projectable to a universe or pepulation to
within plus/minus 5 percentage points in 95 out of 100 cases.

It should be noted that a survey of this nature is simply a measure of opinions held by
respondents at the time it was conducted. It is not a prediction, nor should findings be

projected into the future.



THE SAMPLE
Of those interviewed:

91% own their homes.

]
’ More than half (54%) have lived in their homes five years or less.
. 519% have family incomes of $75,000 or more.
. 48% are under 45 years of age.
. Nearly ninc in ten (89%) say they arc registered fo vote.
. 91% travel by air, of which nearly 80% took at least one flight in the past'year
and 30% made six or more trips.
» 82% say they use Dulles for all or most of their flights.
OVERVIEW

The results of this 2004 survey mirror those of the 2000 study and other previous polls in
demonstrating that residents of communities and neighborhoods surrounding Washington
Dulles International Atrport broadly use the Airport and view it as an asset. This is, no
doubt, due in no small part to the efforts of the Washington Airports Task Force and the
Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority as well as area governments that have
adopted and enforced land use policies to protect flight paths from residential

development.

It is difficult to find anything approaching significant negative numbers in the results.
One possible exception might be the lack of awareness of upcoming major improvements

at the airport.
Overall general and more specific findings include:
» Overall Use and Opinion of Dulles Airport
. Most of Dulles’ neighbors travel annually by air, use Dulles as their

primary airport, and have an overwhelmingly (94%) favorable opinion
of the airport in general, a finding identical to the 2000 survey.

. Positive opinions are based on the airport’s location and accessibility
(36%), good management/operations {12%), and the fact that it is less
congested/crowded than other airports.

° Only three respondents complained about the mobile lounges, only
two about parking conditions,



Dulles as a Neighborhood Asset

Nine of ten respondents agree that Duilles is a neighborhood asset.

Three percent aren’t sure.,
These findings are up a bit from the 2000 survey in which 87% agreed

the airport was a neighborhood asset.

Concurrence that Dulles is a good neighbor is found in every regson
and demographic group surveyed.

Airport Choice Factor

Sixty-one percent choose their airport on the basis of closeness to their
home/work (36%) and overall convenience (25%). Thirty percent say

amrfare.

In 2000, 70% cited closeness/convenience and 22% airfare.

Awarehess of Dulles in Home Selection

Nearly nine of ten respondents say they were aware of Dulles’
proximity when selecting their home, and three of four say they are

aware of aircraft noise today.

In 2000, 93% said they were aware of Dulles’ proximity and 76% said
they are aware of noise at the time.

Take-off/Landing Noise Impacts

Of those who are aware of aircraft noise, 92% say it is acceptable, and
nearly eight of ten say the noise level is less (58%) or about (20%)
what they expected. One in six residents say noise jevels have greater
impact than they anticipated.

L)
In 2000, only 87% considered noise levels acceptable. Nineteen
percent said impacts were greater than expected; 72% about what was
expected. The “lesser impact” option was not offered in 2000, (Note:
Some of the difference here might be attributable to the fact that a
2004 sample includes several additional neighborhoods to the east and

southeast.)



Noise Levei Changes

»

In terms of noise levels changes over the past year, 78% say levels are
about the same and 9% believe levels arc less. Only 8% say levels

have increased.

In 2000, 74% said levels were similar to the previous year, while 17%
said they were greater and 5% said levels were less.

Awareness of Planned Major improvements

»

Fewer than half of respondents {44%) have heard about any major
improvements planned for Dulles. However, when read a deseription
of those upgrades, 93% expressed a favorable opinion.

In 2000, three of four respondents had heard of plans to improve
Dutlles, and 90% had a favorable opinion of the list read to them.

In terms of specific imprevements, current plans to replace the mobile
lounges (86%) and improve road access (82%) elicit the most
favorable response. Only 21% of those surveyed have used the new
covered daily parking garages. However, among that group, 91% are
favorably impressed.

New Runways

L]

About 70% are generally favorable towards the new runways, although
the fact that most people are unaware of these plans creates a mischief
opportunity for runway opponents. {In 2000, 74% had a generally
positive view of new runways.)

Overail Report Card

Again, as with the 2000 survey, this study finds no evidence of
widespread negative attitudes towards Washington Dulles Airport, its
operations or proposed capital improvement program.



REGIONAL PROFILES

The sample universe was sub-divided into four geographic regions — north, south, east
and west. The number of completed interviews in each region was proportional to the
region’s population as a percentage of the entire geographic region surveyed.

. North — (Ashburn, Countryside, Loews Island, Sterling ) 48% of
sample universe

. 93% of those surveyed have a generally favorable opinion of Dulles.
89% view Dulles as an asset.

. 89% say they were aware of Dulles® proximity when choosing their
home. '

75% say they are aware of aircraft noise.

92% of those who hear air craft noise say current levels are acceptable.
Only 13% say takeoff/landing noise levels are higher than they
anticipated; 57% say levels are less.

. 10% say noise impact bas increased in the past year; 11% say it’s
declined.

. Only 47% have heard of major improvement plans, but when told what
they are, 94% have a favorable opinion.

. 75% have a generally favorable opinion of the new runways.

. South — (Centreville, Chantilly, South Riding) 38% of sample
universe

93% have a generally favorable opinion of Duiles

88% view Dulles as an asset.

84% say they were aware of Dulles’ proximity when choosing their
home.

78% say they are aware of aircraft noise.

92% of those aware of aircraft noise say current levels are acceptable.
Only 17% say takeoff/landing noise levels are higher than expected:
62% say they are less. ' '

. 5% say noise impact has increased in the past year; 7% say it has
decreased.

o Only 38% have heard of major improvement plans, but when read a
list, 93% have a favorable opinion.

] 62% have a generally positive reaction to the new runways; only 9%
negative,



East — (Copper Crossing, Chantilly Highlands, Franklin Farms—
west of Fairfax County Parkway, Highland Mews, McNair Farms, )

9% of sample universe

97% have a generally favorable opinion of Dulles.

889 view Dulles as an asset.

91% say they were aware of Dulles’ proximity when choosing their
horne.

65% say they are aware of aircraft noise.

95% who are aware of aircraft noise say it’s acceptable.

27% say takeofflanding noise impacts are greater than expected; 50%
say less. ‘

6% say noise impact has increased in the past year; 9% say it has
decreased.

50% have heard of major improvement plans, but 94% have a
favorable opinion when told what those projects are.

68% have a generally positive view of the new runways,

West — (Aldie, Arcola, Ashburn, Brambleton and other areas east
of Belmont Road and Goose Creek) 6% of sample universe

91% have a generally favorable opinion of Dulles.

88% view Dulles as an asset.

100% say they were aware of Dulles’ proximity when choosing their
home.

91% say they arc aware of aircraft noise.

90% who are aware of aircraft noise say it’s acceptable.

25% say takeoff/landing noise levels are greater than expected; 50%
say less.

14% say noise impact has increased in the past year; 14% say it has
declined.

59% have heard of major improvement plans, while 86% have a
favorable opinion when told what those improvements involve,
64% have a generaily positive view of the new runways; 19% are

negative.

6-



ASHBURN-SOUTH RIDING OVER-SAMPLE

This survey followed a recommendation made in 2000 te over-sample neighborhoods
to the south and west. In addition to the universal sample of 400, an additional 100
interviews were completed in the Ashbum and South Riding areas. Distributed
proportionally, it translates into 58 interviews in South Riding and 42 in Ashburn.

For the observations below, the Ashburn-South Riding interviews completed in zip
codes 20148 and 20152 in the 400 sample were combined with those in the over-,
sample for a total universe of 141 respondents.

Generally speaking, results found in the over-sample of Ashburn and South
Riding reflected those of the 400 sample universc. :

94% have a favorable opinion of Dulles, and 86% consider it an assct.

93% were aware of Dulles’ proximity when selecting their home, 90% are
aware of aircraft noise and, of those, 90% considers current levels acceptable.
Nearly half (47%) say that take-off/landing noise is less than expected, while
28% say it is greater,

14% say impact has increased in the past year; 10% feel it has declined,

Less than balf (47%) say they have heard of major improvement plans, but
94% say they have a favorable opinion of those described to them in the
survey.

64% have a generally positive view of the new mnways, and 16% a generally
negative view. Thirty percent have a very positive view vs. 10% very

negative.
. Ashburn (Zip 20148)—- 59 completed interviews

= 95% have a generally favorable opinion of Duiles.
= 88% consider Dulles an asset.

. South Riding (Zip 20152) — 82 completed Interviews

*  93% have a generally favorable opinion of Dulles.
= 85% consider Dulles an asset.



GENDER

Men and women share similar views in similar percentages regarding overall
positive view of Dulles and the belief that Dulles is an asset.

Women appear to be slightly more aware of aireraft noise. although 92% of
men and women view current levels acceptable.

Men (55%) are more likely to say they have heard of major improvement
plans than women (34%), but both are favorably impressed by specifics.. -

No significant overall difference exist regarding feelings towards new
runways

REGISTERED VOTERS — 89% of Sample

AGE

93% have favorable opinion of Dulles.
87% view Dulles as a community asset.
90% were aware of Dulles’ proximity when choosing their home.

77% say they are currently aware of aircraft noise, and of those, 92% say
current levels are acceptable.

60% say takeoff/landing noise is less than cxpected; 16% say greater.
9% say noise impacts are greater in the past year; 8% say less.

Only 46% have heard of major improvement plans, but 93% have a generally
favorable opinion when read the list of improvements,

68% have a generally positive opinion of the new runways; only 7% negative.

There are no dramatic differences on most questions within major age
categorics.

Seniors are somewhat more likely to say they weren’t aware of the airport’s
proximity when they chose their home, but less likely to hear aircraft noise



LENGTH OF RESIDENCE

No real differences exist in terms of generally favorable view of Dulles, the
airport as an asset, the acceptability or aireraf! noise or expectations of noise

versus actual levels.

Longer term residents are more likely to be aware of improvement plans, although
in no group does professed awareness exceed 50%.

With regards to new runways, negative levels are in single digits.

OTHER OBSERVATIONS

Among the 9% of the sample that does not consider Dulles to be an asset, 76%
have an overall favorable opinion of the airport.

93% of those who were not aware of Dulles’ proximity when purchasing their
home have an overall favorable opinion of the airport.

73% of the 4% who have an unfavorable opinion of Dulles consider the level of
aircraft noise to be acceptable. Fifty-five percent say takeofflanding noise is less
than they expected. Twenty percent of the unfavorables say noise impacts have
increased in the past year. Sixty-seven percent say impacts are about the same.

80% of those who have an unfavorable opinion of Dulles have a favorable
opinion of the proposed improvements, and 47% have 2 favorable opinion of the
new runways. Only 13% have an unfavorable opinion of the new runways.

85% of the 9% who don’t consider Duiles to be an asset considers aircraft noise
levels to be acceptable. Forty-eight percent of these individuals say take-
off/landings have less impact than expected while 41% say impact is greater.

In short, even among that small group with negative opinions of some aspects of
Dulles Airport, there are many positive opinions.

A
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Mr. Brad Mehaffy May 18, 2004
Federal Aviation Administration

Washington Alrports District Office

23723 Air Freight Lane, Suwite 210

Dulles, VA 20166

Dear Mr. Mchatty:

The Committee for Dulles strongly supports Dulles Airport Runways Build Option 3 for the
proposed runway expansion al Washingion Dulles International Airport, No significant
environmental concerns have been identified during the EIB process, and those minor
concerns that have been identified can be readily mitigated. In fact, mitigation efforts have
already begun to address these concerns, With the use of appropriate traffic control radar, the

proposed 4,300-foot separation between runways appears to fully meet FAA standards and
we recommend this.

In addition, there are very reliable indications that beginning in the summer of 2004 a very
rapid merease in flight operations will begin to build at Dulles, and operations will soon far
exceed all previous activity, It is very clear that the additional runways will be needed in the
very near fture, and that the authorizing Record of Decision necessary to allow construction
must be granted betore the end of 2004,

Nevertheless, we are greatly concerned that both the proposal for the greater (5,000 foot)
runway separation deemed necessary to assure safety in Build Option 4, and operational
changes being considered by FAA’s Potomac Consolidated TRACON, would bring about
severe changes to the projected noise contours that have long served as land use planning
suldance for adjacent Loudoun and Faiclax Countics.

These neighboring jurisdictions have worked diligently for nearly thirty years to ensure
compatible land uscs around Washington Dulles as the area continues its rapid development.
The excellent relations that have existed between Washington Dulles and its neighbors are a
function of good communications and goed long range planning based upon updated noise
cuntours provided by the FAA years ago. Large communities in the vicimty ol the airpont
were consciously located where they are to avoid aircraft operations impact based upon the
best information from FAA. A legacy of trust has been developed. The resulting pattern sets
a national standard for excellence in airport-community relations in the United Stales.

The Committee for Dulles urges the FAA to, before the public hearings in the fall of 2004
reanalyze the operational assumptions used to establish these proposed flight path changes to
be absolutely certam that effective flight operations must be altered in such a way as (o

Washinmelos Dalles Dternational Adrport -2 P00 Box 16033 Washingion, DO 3 20040 - Tini-803-6300

s SEERLRSOL 2 oot arborsseomeneeforduiles weg or Webh s ag

vy g iteeinrlulios arg



Mr. Brad Mchaffy
May |8, 2004
Page 2

redirect flights causing them to pass at low altitude directly over large residential
communitics in the vicimty of the airport.

[f overridingly important safety and other technical considerations make the proposed
TRACON flight path changes absolutely essential for the operational effectiveness ol Dulles
Airport, then 1t is compellingly incumbent upon senior FAA officials to meet formally with
senior county officials to fully explam the necessily of this action. This must be done in
addition to and beyond the context of the Draft EIS process.

Dulles International Airport is a vital and essential resource serving the Naton’s Capital and
millions of businesses and residents in the surrounding region. The safety and operational
etfectiveness of an expanded Dulles Airport are of very great importance. Nevertheless,
senfor FAA official have the responsibility te do evervthing possible o aveid compromising
the long-standing trust and cooperation between Dulles Airportand the adjacent
communities.

Sincerely, \
A — L

Mary Gayle Holden |
PPresident
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Karen Fletcher

16207 Philip Lee Road
Charntilty VA 20151

office phone: 240-497-6179

ng private fax number available

FAX SHEET

DATE: April 13, 2004

To: Brad Mehaffy

FAX NUMBER: 703-861-1370

SUBJECT Dulles New Runways E|S
NUMBER OF PAGES! COVER ONLY

I am unable to attend neither of the scheduled Public Information meetings on the new
proposed runways at Dulles Airport. However, | am happy for the opportunity to share
my comments via fax.

As you can tell from my street address, | live In the Pleasant Valley subdivision of
Chantilly, Today, the noise levels generated by air traffic over this neighborhood are
unacceptable to those of us who [jve there.  Air traffic seems to have increased
incrementally over the past few years f've lived in Pleasant Valley as far as continuing
later at night and beginning again eatlier in the moming, higher levels of noise, and
volume of airfraffic has increased. It's my understanding that very few formal
complaints have found theirway to the Dulles Noise Complaint Line, 1 hope that is not
the only source of information the FAA will utilize to help make determinations regarding
noise impac!s to surrounding neighborhoods.

Right now, Chantilly 2nd surrounding neighborhoods are experiencing a very high leve!
of real estate development where there was no population before, | would like fo see
the FAA install nojse monitoring equipment not only in Pleasant Valley but all newly
developed residential areas within 15 miles or whatever mileage radius from Dulles
Airport is determined to have a significant, audible impact on residential areas by
departing or approaching air traffic.

I would like to see hours of operation limited at Dulles Airport to reduce noise levels
between the hours of Spm and 7am every day of the week, at |east for runways that
grestly impact noise levels in residential areas. Currently air traffic can be heard at
high decibel levels as late as midnight and as early as 5 am on any given day of the
week,

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

Thank you for the apportunity to share my concerns with the study panel, Please
provide me an acknowledgement of receipt of this communication either by calling the
number referenced at the top of the page, or via mall at the address noted.

M/@m s 22 T



Yarren & Melanie Paris
15234 Losis Mill Dr.
Chantilly, VA 20151

22 Aprit 2004

Mr, Brad Mehaffy, FAA i A5 ‘
Washington Airports Distret Office o
2723 Air Fright Lane, Suite 210 5

Dutles, VA 20166 S P
Subject: Dulles New Runways E15
To Whom It May Conceri:

Thiz {etter is concerning the excessive noise levels from Imemational Arpart Dulles {IAD}. | wanted to
provide some feedback on this topic, as do many other concarned residents. :

i would fike to begin by expressing my appreciation for the effort of the local officials in supporting the
quality of life within lccal communities. | applaud any elforts towards the improvement of the wellness of
farilies that can benetit from a safe and serene envitonment,

Howewver, the igsue that b would like to voice is among many in the Pleasant Valley neighborhcod and
surrounding cormmunitias south of AD. First et mo begin with thal the acise from airplanes, traffic,
motorized equipment and daily activities already fill the daily buzz arpund our communities, To add mora
runways, can only mean that this will become more of a sericus 'blaring' problem. In tact, noise levels in
cammunities across the county has incressed by more than 10+ percent in recent years, with aviation
roise increasing at an even faster rate.

Atrport noise, or more accurately excassive noise from arriving and departing jets, from 1AD continues to
degrade the quality of life and the saiely in the Pleasant Valley area and nerghboring communities,  The
rctse we are currently experigncing will wake you from your sleep, prevent normal conversation in a
neighborng property, is senouslty intrusive to daily life, tranguifity, concentration and many more. Thease
decibel (DB)Y loveds are certainly above the 65 DB averages the FAA allows over a 24-hour period. With
the excessive aircrall in the air, a vital concern is towards the safety of Lthe residents below as traffic
increases in the sky above us. There now appears {0 be a'growing concern on this topic for the Pleasant
Valizy neighborhood and the surrounding communities.

'm not cedan whial (he sotution will be, but certainly creating additional runways that head towards the
Pleasan Valley neighbortood is not the answer. We've endured a great deal from the current runways
prd paih of fights. Officials need to take a jong hard fook at § thoy wore Tiving in these neighborhoods
would they be 50 quick to make such choices.

Pease lake time to understand and to listern 1o the woices of the community. We iook torward to working
with counly, state, federal and other officials in seeking a balanced appreach to address and remedy
these notse 1ssues with the residential, airport and business communities that are south of 1AL, and the
slan for expanding 1AD,

Sincorely, 7

o . I').f H
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Warren & Molane Paris



May 4 2004 o

Mr. Brad Mehaily

FAA

Washington Airports Bastiict Office
23723 Air Freight Lane

Suaite 2H)

Dulles, VA 20166

Dear Mr. Mchaffy,

I recerved a posteard about the expansion of Dulles Airport. My husband and 1 live in the
Brombleton Section of Loudoun County in i new neighborhood at the ntersection of
Ryvan Rowd & Belmont Ridge. We resbived when we moved in e there would be sonwe
are fraffic and for the most part we had been okay with o and are for expansion &

air noise thal we gre hearing around mudnight, 4w ie the moering, 6 am in the moraing.
We were ol The dassuinphion that commereiad mreratt did rot thy between whint T woukd
el “sleeping time”, the same time that Fexpect guiet e trom neighbors, 11 this iy
LONIE fo Inerease im we arg opposcd 1o any capansi.

We e also noticing ot mard Jow Tving Lerge tetliners Hyving directly over our house,
They seem to be only a few hundred feet sbove us mnd espeaially seem w be Hying these
routes on Thorsday and Sunduvs, This does concemn nie.

Please advise your thoughis,

Singerely, ,

2 e hien
Lindas & Tom Mockbee
22811 Vickery Park Drive
Brambleton, VA 20148
T03-342-5344

Imockbee @ vahoo.com
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Dulies Airport New Runways
_ , Environmental Impact Statement
Thank yau for your interest in zhe Washington Dulles International Airpert New Runiways Envi mnmmmf
impact Study, Please provide your comments about this study in the arez below and send it to the; Faderal

Aviation Almirdstration by mai or fax by May 7,2004. To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with
tape and aﬁd a:stamp. To fau miark it 1o the attertion of Mr, Brad Mehaffy and send it 1o 703-661-1370,
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Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Fhaesk o for vaun interast in the Washinogton Dulle< imteosagional Ao Rese By broionmentsd
brzippant Stuedy, Please prside voun sorsinents sbonl s stody i e arse below and send o 1o e Nedead
Syration Administiation by matl e fa by May 7, 2000, Tosenddin by mail, please ol whee noted, adlwie with

Lape arvd skl o stasrp T faxg ookt thee attension of X Brad Bebatly gndd send) L A05-66113/0,

Cynthia Shang

MNarme

ihgarezationdncighhorh od: Pleasant Valley Nelghborhood Connection

Mg Adsresy 15121 Elk Run Rd

oy Chantitly Gae: VA Zip 20151

- shang@wizard net Phone: 703-502-1098

Conmaits: is the web site ﬁdmirniwstratnr and new_sleu"cter editor for our community of approximately 550 homes

I am writing to you to voice our communities concerns regarding the proposed Alternatives 3 and 4 as detaiied

at the Aprll 21, 2004 workshop. As depicted In the arrival paths, our cormmunity will have a dedicated arrival

path DIRECTLY over olr community. Although we currently do not have a dedicated path, residents have often
bean awoken at.earty morning hours (1AM, 5:15AM, 6:30AM and this morning 5/6/04 at 4:20 AM) by low

fiying alreraft. Although quite a few of us have galled the hotiine to compiain, we do not have any assurance

that anything is being done. To dedicate an arrival path DIRECTLY over our neighberhood {please see attached)

will exacerbate an alresdy had situation. Since we realize that our complaints often fall on deaf ears, and that

the runways will be huiit regardiess of the fact that the Os level are outside the NAAQC level (Severe), we

repectfully request that the arrival paths (and any affected departure paths) be adjusted so that they do not

fly directly over our naighhnorhood Convercations ourside are often impossibla as is sieeping with open windows.

We fear thal the ability to live here will becomns unbearable with dedicated flight paths directly over head. As

before, we request that a Part 150 study be performed and that you adjust the flight paths so that there are

no dedlcated paths directly In Hne with our neighborheod. Thank You.
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Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thark you for your intorest in theWashizglon Dulles Internationsl Arport New Runtwadys Environmenta

. Imaoact Study. Please privide your comments about this stuny in the ares below and send it 1o the “eceral
Aviatior Administzation by mail or fax by May 7, 2064 To send in by mail, please foid where noted, adbere wits
tapa and add a starmp. To fax, mark it to the attention of Mr. Brad Mehafly and send it to 703-661-1370,

Comment Sheet
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Gre Weea Do Cosae VA zp 20170

F-mail: }CJ [’!fa\ -Laf f,.ff“né"/(lmc{l’f b g
)

Commerits: d/ i&i{ Lee AR




Further Commenis from an earlier letter on “Justification to Opposition to new
Dulles North-South runway” John Carlson 5/4/04

My concerns with the new runways plan lie mostly in the construction of the new North-
South runway. What I find particularly disturbing 1 any plan that involves acquisition of
new land. | believe it 1s unfair to arca homeowners who knew only of the current airpornt
boundaries at their time of their purchase (which is the case for me), and made the
deciston to invest based on the expectation that the airport boundaries would not move. |
attended the FAA public meeting in April, and spoke to many of the staff involved in the
Environmental Impact Study and found that the North-South runway is the preferred
ranway over a new East-West runway. “While T am sure there are technical
justifications from an air traffic control perspective, the simple tact is that the North
South runway is far more intrusive to homeowners than a new East-West rumway, -
and this cannot be ignored by the FAA and Dulles Airport planners.

Currently, the existing North-South runways 2ligh in a course where low-flying arcraft
arc predominantly over Route 28, the Dulles Greenway, and various Industgial parks,

The proposed North-South runway will bring low-flying air traftic much closer to several
high-density subdivisions. Thesc subdivisions include hundreds of townhouses and
single-family homes just west of the intersection of the Dulles Greenway and Loudoun
County Parkway. In addition, new subdivisions of high end luxury homes being buiit off
of Rt. 606, 0ld Ox Road, will be suddenly much closer to low-flying atrport traffic,
which was previously only a minor annoyance and detractor to home values.

i the airport expansion is inevitable, T would respectiully propose the following
modifications to the current runway construction plan:

1. Limit the expansion to only a new East-West runway, as proposed in the
“Build Alternative 6" as outlined in the environmental impact study. This
clearly has the least impact on the homeowners and taxpayers in the vicinity
of the airport.

2. If the construction of a new North-South runway is unavoidable, its use must
be limited to landing approaches from the North, and only as a last resort

during peak airport loads.

As a twenty-two vear, tax paying resident of Fairfax county, and soon to be resident of
Loudoun County, 1 respectfully ask for consideration of these requests,

John Carlson




(For reference, the following text is from my carlier submission)
Justification to Opposition to new Dulles North-South runway

+  Will significantly impact all residents of the very densely populated city of
Ashbumn in Loudoun County, which lies directly to the north of the proposed
North-South runway.

¢ The area directly to the North of the proposed runway is populated with several
dense subdivisions that were previously only mildly affected but will now be very
adversely affected.

o Visual and noise impacts will also adversely affect the new Toll Brothers
“Loudoun Valley Estates- The Overlook and The Preserve” developments along
Rt. 606, spanning over 260 acres just west of the airport. Many of these homes
are currently valued at close to one million dollars each. Reduction in these
property values not only impacts the residents, but also the county in the
collection of property taxes.

= The current asscssment has not completed the study of how many areas will
experience noise increases.

» In my opinion, there is not sufficient justification for the two new runways that
would negatively impact area residents. As outlined in the environmental
consequences section under “Direct and Indirect Jobs™ created, there 15 only an
increase of about 4 to 5% in the cases where the new runways arc built, versus no
new rumways bemng buill. Furthermore, the “Economic Contribution” only
increases by around 6% for the case where new runways are built versus no new
runways, and most likely does not account for the negative economic impacts of
reduced property values.

s Itis not fair to homeowners in the region who bought property with the
knowledge of where the airport property boundaries were at the time. Any
proposals that involve acquisition of new land should be eliminated as candidates.

» Areas to the North and South of the airport are already heavily traveled over,
while very little of Fairfax County lies under the designated flight paths. Addition
of these new runways will only increase this disparity.

+ Listimates of future flight needs for the airport are based on recent history in the
region during a penod of high growth in population and businesses that top the
national records, These estimates are likely too high as the growth of the region
has slowed,



Proposed Alternatives in order of most preferred to least preferred

No new runways constructed.

Construction of only the new Hast-West runway such as thal proposed in
“Build Alternative 67, Building only this runway would climinate the nced
for the airport to purchase new land. In addition, far fewer communities will
be affected, as the region west of the airport is far less dense than to the North.
Construction of “Build Alternative 1™, Buiilding only this runway would also
climinate the need for the airport to purchase new land, and create less impact
o communities in the North, Restrict flight paths from areas Northwest of the
airport, and use only in peak periods or in emergencics.

Construction of “Build Alternative 37, Restrict flight paths from areas
Northwest of the airport, and use only in emergencies,

Construction of “Build Alternative 4. Restrict flight paths from areas
Northwest of the airport, and use only in emergencies.
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Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thark you for your interest in the Washington Bulles Imernational Airport New Banways Friviianmental
tspact Study. Ploase provide your comments abowt this study in the area below and send it to the Federal
Avigtion Admvinistration by mail of fax by May 7, 2004, To send in by mail, plesse fold where noted. adhere with
tape and add a stamyp. To fax, mark it to the attention of M. Brad Mehafty and send it to 703-661-1370,

FoLse
Mame: Gesfl Shearer B
Organization/nefghborhood:  Sully Station
Mailing Address: 14408 Brookmere Dr.
Contreville ) o Stater VA Jpsoz0020
Enall guheareridcox.net | e i S
oposed runway expansion iﬁwygigﬁfifjgﬁngp this time and reproesents a
o Im 2001, the PAA's APO Terminal Forcast predicted o
20% pperations count, taken from
the MBAA wnhgiFa, shows a decling in operations bcgingfpg n 2000. tn Facrt, rhe
__operations have gone Lrom Ao .1Y9 ‘) “:lﬂw;l;('wg-' fo 53»':,’1»93” ﬂzwf’i?ﬁﬁ, _"LE‘", A ie_wu
_whiich represents a 30% declinet The srapbs that you display show an increase Y

in toral operations Tfrowm 2002 to 20073 when +dn fact the aperavions decreased at

the same Cime Loundon Ceunty grew by 30%. Apother lactor that vow have oot

addressed Is "gompeting ﬂiTH?ﬂGG” around Washington, DBC. Simply stated, ewven

re doternaticnal alrports. Also, your
graphs on "torecnsts” predict demsnd ot 377,653 operations by 2010 that's 707 in

3

: . A a e - : U sy e ' -
inoh years verses FaATs 208 in 10 vears. You need to sharve Che Lruth with the public.
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Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental [mpact Statement

Thank you for your interest in the Washingran Dulles international Airport New Runways Environmental
Impact Study. Please provide your comments aboui this study in the area below and send it to the Federal
Aviation Administration by mall or fax by May 7,2004. To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with
tape and add a stamp, To fax, mark it o the attention of Mr. Brad Mehaffy and send it to 703-661-1370.
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W . BCOTT MILLER
43401 CUB W RD
CRANTILGY WA 20351
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Dulles New Runways Comment Sheet

I wish to document my strong copposition To Design Alternatives 3 and 4
for pulles Alrport's prooosed New Runways. I oppose these alterpnartives
because che resulting northbound arrival flight tracks for either of
the proposed new north-sceuth runway locations crogs over & residential
ponulated area, namely toe 500+ homes in the Pleaszant Valley
suwikiivision ¢of Fairfax County VA.

It iz unacceptable that these runways would be located such that Their
aryival flight trmcks will intenticnally pass over a regidential
celghborhoed. Nene of the six alternatives thus far considered were
realistic. Clearly, given the key requirementc for simulteansous
ircependent cperations along with the lovarion of the known residential
zrean, any realistic altersnative would have proposed norti-south
runways furtber rto the west.

I Zurther wish to document my colicersl with the veracity of same of the
prelizinary results and ceonduct of the environmental study to date,

i. None af the cur-ent environmental conditions previowsly supplied
in the fall ol 2003 were availlable for copparisgcon.

2. Tha predicted year 2910 noise exposures for the "No Zuilar
sliernative show realistic departures flight tracks, many which
cross over the aforementioned wesidential neighborheood, (as is
sactly i fact the case]. The predicted year 2010 noise ewpaogure
for alteraatives 3 and 4., however, show 2ll departure L£light
tracks overlying each other and ¢onveniently not orossing over
Pleasant Valley subdivision. This clearly blases all the
resullact noise exposure resnelis.
rupways are relatively large corpared to the runway dimensions,
implviag that there is substantial ctilization of sald rumway,
when L3 fast it is kuown the sast wesk runway carries 2 small
mincricy of daily oporations. The 65 dBA DNL comtour for the
north svunh runways, on the other hand, ars depicted as small
relative to the runway dimensions, {(convenierntly) coming no where
rear residential neighborhocds.

4. The apr 2004 public workshop included more intuitive {(and very
wizleome) noise slavistics predicted in year 2010, nawely the
‘mamber of events above Isg: 79 dBAY and “he ‘nunber of ovenos
apove alghtiire SEL 90 43, ' Howeuver, o current {existing)
statistics of the same typs have yvet been made avaiisble.

5. Jone of the representatives at the Apr 2004 public workshops
could exglall what {17 any! post projoect verdfication existcs in
The nav renways prosess. For exaspls, would actual year 2030 2DND
Noise Contours be generated to verify that noise exposures were
in Fzer as low & promised? Or would effectcs on downstream
floodplains and wetlands be werified to be as optimistic as was
zonsluaded in the 200472005 FEIS?

6. Nore of the representatives at the hpr 2004 public workshonsz
could explain the review and approval process hetween Lhe MIAR
arvl neighoring jurisdictions like Fair-fax County in the aveas of
1o 38 exposurs plannirg and stermrater senagensnt Dlanning .

T, Segtr WL
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Dulles Airport New Runways
Environmental Impact Statement

Thank vou for your interest in the Washington Dulles international Airpart New Runways Environmensal
impact Study, Please provide your comiments about this study in the area below and send it to the Federal
Aviation Adminisiration by mat or fax by May 7, 2004. To send in hyzraaibwlease fold where noted, adhere with
tape and add a starnp. To fax, mark it to the attention off Mr. Brad Mehaffy pnd send it to 703-661-1370.
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Dulles Airport New Runways Environmental Impact Statement
Attachment to “Comment Sheet”

Attention: Mr, Brad Mchaffy (FAX: 703-661-1370)

Daoreen & Chuck Gumas

2100 Sugarloaf Ct.

Herndon, Virginia 20170-4008
703-437-5424

Our comments:

I

We find Alternatives 3 & 4 preferable to the No-Action alternative, principally due to the
potential arca-wide, adverse cconommc impacts that may arise from limited air-access to the
IADD service region.

We prefer Alternative 4 over Alternative 3, due to the larger separation in the runways, which
appears 10 offer a higher depree of safety under a wider range of weather conditions and with
lower reliance upon the most sophisticated air traffic monitoring equipment. The greater
margin of safety, when integrated over time, may make the difference between a “perfect record
of no-accidents” versus “one or maybe a few.” Meanwhile, the marginal difference in cost of
Alternative 4 over Alternative 3 15 suffictently small (~5%) that it appears to be the superior
long-term investment of public funds.

However, we are very concerned about noise impacts:

a. From the data displayed at the April 20-21 Public Workshop, both Alternatives 3 & 4 yield
horrid Lo 70 dBA contours (for daytime events) over the eastern Ashburn area. Residents
of that and similarly impacted areas have every justification in being revolted; future airport
operations will be continually criticized for the noise that is propelled into these residential
communities. (We presently reside outside of both the day/night contours, given today’s
traffic loads, and can testify to the dramatic, disturbing loudness of individual events!) We
request that the FAA require cvery conceivable noise reduction and safety measure 1o
minimize the neise and safety impacts to arga residents.

b. We presently experience on occasion, very loud persistent engme noise that appears to be
associated with engine testing.  These events occur at night (sometimes 1-3 AM)
approximately once a month and may persist for an hour or more cach.  We request that
noise from these events be monitored, reduced, and dirccted away from resudential areas.

Likewise, we are very concerned about Air Quality, particularly as air traffic increases:

a Residing east of the airpost, we are downwind, and can tesufy to the already disturbing
Dutldup of exbaust fumes and fuching vapors; these are particularly ewvident during
“inverted” and low-wind weather conditions, which occur regularly, and we are very
concerned about the effect of increased such emissions (of all types - including those from
service vehicles such as fueling teucks and testing stations). In particolar, cquipment should
be nstalled to recapture vapors that are released during fueling, and clectric-power should
be used for taximg/doiering aircrafl and other service vehicles.

b. Furthermore, we note from the charts that the existing VDEQ monitoring stations are NOT

positioned o caplure the effects of taxing and lowtering aircrafl on taxiways and runways,
whose exhaust fumes and fuchng vapors dift mostly eastward {rom the airport and less so
north or south. Momtonng stations MUST be located to better mamtor these pollutants.

¢ Lastly, the 2010 Future Al Quality chart indicates that “‘Construction-refated Emissions”
will be ABOVE the “Genesal Conformity Rule” This 1 ABSOLUTELY
UNACCEPTABLE, Construction related emissions MUST be controlled to remain within
the conformity rule(s)
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Thank yout for your interest in the Washingtan Dutles interational Airport New Runways Environmental
Impact Study, Please provide your commaents about this study in the area below and send it to the Federal
Aviation Administration by mail or fax by May 7, 2004, To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with
tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it 1o the attantion of We. Brad Mehaty and send it to 703-6561 1370
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Environmental Impact Statemen

Thank you for your interest in the Washington Dulles Internationat Airport New Runways Environmental
Impact Study. Please provide your comments about this study in the area below and send it to the Federal
Aviation Administration by mail or fax by May 7,2004. To send in by mail, please fold where noted, adhere with
tape and add a stamp. To fax, mark it to the attention of Mr, Brad Mehaffy and send it to 703-661-1370.
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PROCEEDINGS
MR. BUTOW: Okay, David Butow, 42442 Belmont

Glen Place, Ashburn, Virginia. My comment is build it.
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MR. HORVATH: My name is Stephen Horvath. I
live at 43939 Beaver Meadow Road. My only problem is that
Alternative 4, you do not glve a comprehensive detailed
map showing where my property is. I must know that. It
is close to your border I think.

You've expanded one_time. Now Alternative 4
calls for a different expansion. I must know in detail

where that fence line will be. Thank you very much.
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MR. KELLEHER: My concern is is that they

' have -- with the addition of a third runway the flight of

the aircraft taking off to the north flies over my home
and over two or three schools relatively, you know, in a
short period -- or the distance from the airport to these
schoolg is pretty close.

And the concern is, obviously, if there is an
igsue they could hit a school. And the concern would be
if there was a way to somehow when these things take off
ig to divert the aircraft around -- at a minimum at least
around the schools in the Ashburn area.

Also, I will say that it appears that the
Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority and, I guess,
if it’'s URS, at least in the.presentation it loocks like
they’ve done a very thorough job with the EIS. And the
people were very knowledgeable.

And it was actually very -- a learning
experience for me iﬁ coming in. They did a good job.

The contour drawings that they showed for
the -- I guess they call it the DNL 65 contour -- is
predicated on a planning year, I guess, of 2010 which
then, based on, I guess, capacity, they could go through

and develop these contours.

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
(703) 591-3136




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

One thing that would be interesting to see is

is that the contours that are demonstrated on that drawing

don’t represent Dulles in its full capacity for three

runways.

add more

would be
would be

capacity

At some point later in life they are going to
aircraft.

Those three runways will be at capacity. It
interesting tc see what the DNL 65 contour line
for the three runways when Dulles is at full

for those three runways. I think it would be

congiderably larger than what is shown currently on the

drawings.

That’'s it. I'm done.
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MR. MATTIMIRO: Sal Mattimiro, 43506 Golden
&eadow Circle, Ashburn, Virginia. I spent most of my time
tonight discussing noise levels over the Ashburn area. I
went through the existing condition noise contours from
the last meeting back iﬁ October.

I looked at all of the overlays for the two
remaining -- I guess there is three remaining choices --
gselections -- for runways. One is no runways. And two is
building both the east west and the north south runways,
so for a total of five -- going from three to five.

But they’ve eliminated all the 6ptions where
they only added one runway. I'm disgusted that they would
actually start eliminations and changes and reductions to
the process without having an open forum or a meeting -- a
town meeting to discuss this kind of -- these kind of
things in public, that they do everything where it’'s
spread across a room where you only get to talk to one or
two people at a time and nobody from your neighborhood.

It seems very well prepared to shove thisg down
our throat. The noise levels from the 2002 existing DNL
noise.contours do not in any way, shape, or form match the

2003 Flight Operations and Aircraft Noise Quarterly

Reports for Ashburn.
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They are consistently in the 60, 63s to 66s --
67, 688 on the DNL levels. A&And yvet the 2002 noise

contours show that nowhere in Ashburn does anything cross

the 65 DNL. I’'d like that contradiction explained.

I know where I live that we -- when in ‘92
when the study was done -- the future study -- the
modeling -- it was based on a completely different take

off and landing pattern where aircraft taking off to the
north off the west-most runway would be going up toward
the Potomac before turning west.

However, because of changes to Reagan National
airspace, they now have fo turn much sooner after leaving,
which puts them well below the Potomac as they are turning
west on the northbound departure which puts them a little
bit to the north of my home in Ashburn.

Noise levels are easily in the 60s. 1In
addition, if you put another runway to the west of that
with a north departure -- northbound departure -- that
alrcraft would have to curve also the west which would put
it over or to the south of my house, increasing the noise
level in my backyard and through my open windows -- which
is already near unacceptable, despite the Loudoun County

overlays which show that I would not be inside of the
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noige level -- a noise area that needed any type of

insulation or anything.

That’s just a couple of my comments. I don’t
want to keep going on and on. I'm very very very upset
that decisions are already being made without any type of
town meetings. I find this probably bordering on illegal.

I'm close to getting a lawyer. I might have
to do a town meeting on my‘own. Unless someone contacts
me sometime soon that i1s the action I’11 take. My phone
number is 703-858-7798.

* * k * *
(Whereupon, at approximately 8:21 o’clock

p.m., the Public Workshop was concluded.)
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PROCEEDTINGS
. MR. BELL: My name is Mike Bell. And I live
at 2001 Taylor Makenzye Court, Herndon. &And that’s VA
20171. And really I;ve just got three comments thét I
would like to make.

First of all is a very positive one. Over the
last five years there has been a tremendous improvement in
the nolise environment from where I live -- far less noise,
disturbance from ground running at night and far legs take:
off noise. So thank you very much for that. BAnd it is
appreciated.

But the two negative comments I wish to make
are these -- firstly, the enormous amount of pollution
which is caused by ground based vehicles at the airport,
in particular, diesel vehicles which are used on the
airport or which are supplying the airport in any form.

In particular, I am bound to say that it’s
very often possible to see the pollution with big clouds
of black smoke coming out of either a push back tractor or
a vehicle delivering people to parking lots.

And in those cases I’'m absolutely convinced
that the airport police should be empowered to stop that

vehicle and take it off the road.
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And I think if you make improvements like that
*you will gain a lot of friends -- not just who are users
of the airport, but people in the environment who might
otherwise wish to complain or object to some of the
development.

And I think this is a useful balancing action

that you can take, particularly if you get some publicity

for it. And it may also be possible thét you can require
that vehicles -- for example, those serving parking

lots -- should be electric wvehicles and totally pollution
free as regards their use on the airport itself.

And the last comment I want to make regards
the reprovision of trees when the developments take place.
You’ll have extensive reprovision for wetlands as provided
by law. But apparently the reprovision of trees is not
required by law.

But I do think this is something that you
might want to do voluntarily. But, again, getting useful
publicity about it and making a very positive contribution

to the environment and mitigating some of the negative

| publicity you are going to get in other areas.

So thank you very much for listening. 1It’s

appreciated. And I wish you well.
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MR. DHROV: QOkay. My name isg Rohit Dhrov. I
+live in Ashburn, Virginia. The Zip Code is 20148. And
the address -- street address -- is 43847 Tattinger
Texrrace.

This is a community of a few single family
homes and townhouses. I purchased the prbperty in
September of 2002, from Pulte. So it was a brand new
property. At the time the property survey was done. And
I was assured that the flights and such -- you know, I was
a little bit under -- in the flight path.

But it was not a terrible situation. I myself

drove to the property -- even stayed overnight in one of
the new model houses -- they usually don’t make those
exceptions but they allowed me to do that -- and got

comfortable that it was okay.

I've been living there since. And up until
now I‘ve had no complaints really. Occasionally there
will be a plane that flies by and makes some noise but
it’s really not too bad at all.

I also understand the 2010 alternative plan
being shown. It does show that with the increased traffic
if we do nothing at all, take no action, that things would

get really worse.
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However, looking at the decibel curves for
:both the Lmax and the SELs -- which is I guess the
exposure level of the noise -- I'm concerned that
Alternative 4 is certainly not going to work because
looking at‘the four contours of noise that were shown --
60 decibels going all the way, I think, to -- I don’'t know
-- 80 decibels or something -- or 90 decibels -- all four
of those are very close to each other.

And they are all four very close to my house.
I live in, you know, the -- right off of exit number 7 off
of the Dulles Greenway. And I feel that my community --
which is closest to that exit on the south side of Loudoun
County Parkway -- would be impacted by eithexr Alternative
3 or 4, egpecially owing to I believe the new runway
called zero one slash one nine -- the 01/19 runway in
Alternative 3 or 4.

Of course, 4 ig far worse so I'm not even
going to talk about that. But 03, which is the most
preferred alternative at this point is what I was told, is
still not good enough for where I'm living.

I would request that either the runway be
shorter or that runway be eliminated completely. I

believe that the only reason that runway 1s, in fact,
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being built, and the only reason that Alternatives 5 and 6
:-- which I'm assuming had only a four runway plan, not a
five runway plan -- is because you wish to have three
runway redundancies for the future.

But, you know, in the future, the planes may
be better. They may be able to fill more people -- seven
to eight hundred people per flight, instead of the two
hundred to three hundred people per flight right now.

I think that that may be going tooc far in
trying to build redundancies and inconveniencing a lot of
the new houses and the new communities that are already
being built.

And the people have put up close to half a
million dollars to purchase a lot of these houses which I
think is -- makes me feel very bad in terms of my
investment being impacted by this proposal.

Even though it’s down the road, I don’t think
I'1]l be able to sell my house if, in fact, this proposal
goes through at the appreciated price at which it is right
now. I certainly expect the price to be impacted by this
proposal.

Nobody wants to live near the red line being

shown in one of those curves. &nd all four of those lines
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-- the red line, the green line -- all of those contours

*-- were clumped so closely together that a plane could

easily fly over my house.

Or actually, it’s not so much flying over my
house, it’s the fact that they will fly by my house -- a
lot of them. And the more they do that the longer the
exposure time is which is what really matters.

And I am concerned. Even though the nighttime
picture looks better than the no action plan, I still feel
that we can do better here. We don’'t have to go with the
Alternative 3. Let’s not commit to it now. Let‘s look at
this further.

Let’s loock at Alternatives 5 and 6 that were
never presented which I believe were developed but are not
shown in any of the exhibits. I believe that they talk
about a four runway plan. They talk about the south
runway, the -- through the east west runway and did not
show the 01/1% runway.

And I would like to see what that runway looks
like. &lsco, I believe another self-imposed constraint
that the FAA and the Airport Authority have imposed upon
themselves in coming up with all these plans is the

assumption that we can not purchase more land west of the
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current airport property, which is an alternative that
‘needs to be locked at.

It may be somewhat costly. It may be somewhat
farther from the current concourse. But we can always
build a second concourse. The two can be connected. I --
you know, I understand that there may be a cost impact. T
think there may be some environmental impact study in
excess of what you would need to do were you to limit this
project within the airport property.

But I still think that it’s a worthwhile
exercise to go through and fully assess the impact and
fully inform ﬁhe public -- the people, the communities anad
the houses, the individuals whose investments and life
savings are involved here, especially for, you know,
younger buyers like myself.

So I would request you to please ghow
alternatives showing four runways as well in the next
public hearing and show us fully what the investment looks
like there, what the noise contours look like there. 2and
also perhaps, if you so wish, explore the possibility of
building a runway further west -- a north socuth runway
further west of the current airport property.

And here when I'm saying "west," I mean west
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of the current east west runways.

*say. Thank you very much.

That’s all I have to

10
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MR. JAESCHKE: My name is Chris Jaeschke, J-a-
*e-g-c-h-k-&. I live at 2634 Iron Forge Road in Herndon,

which is approximately two miles straight from the airport
eastern-most runway.

I have the impression that thisg process is
very thorough and comprehensive because I'm algo familiar
with the NEPA process, the National Environmental Policy
Act, and that all bases seem to be covered.  2And I'm

impressed with the consultants’ work.
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MR. KOVAL: My name is Cyril -- C-y-r-i-1 --

+aA., middle initial, Koval, K-0-V ag in Victor-a-1.
Address is 13629 0ld -- 0-1-d -- Chatwood -- C-h-a-t-w-o-
o-d -- Place, Chantilly -- C-h-a-n-t-i-double L-vy,
Virginia 20151.

My general comments are looking through these
plansg, I feel that it’s well thought of, well planned, and
everything is taken into consideration. So in my opinion
things should be positive for all inﬁolved.

And that’s my final comment.
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MS. WOLKEN: The only thing is that in terms
:0f the noise receptors, that Saint Veronica’s Church on
Centreville Road is not showing. It’s a new church that

is just in the process of being built.

13
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MR. ROBERTS: Okay. My name is Peter Roberts.
=1 live at 15247 Louis Mill Drive, Chantilly, Virginia
20151. A couple of comments.

The proposal is based on the continuing growth
of the airport. However, I think due to Security and
other things, that might be limited. And you might want
to take that into account.

The other thing too, I think the airport
should investigate a cleaner running ground support fleet
that’s more environmentally friendly. And I also think
they need to present the impacts from first building the
north south runway and then followed by the east west.

You know, what happens if they don’t build the

east west runway or if they delay?
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MS. STERRETT: Jeff and Suzie Sterrett,
+43339 -- that’s three threes -- Ritter Lane, South Riding,
Virginia 20152. Just a general quick overview and loock at
today’s presentation, my only concern is basically the
noise that may affect us where we live in South Riding at
this point.

I would say that we are concerned more over
the departures than the arrivals and how this will impact
us in a noise -- and not so much inside, but outside.

Like if we're sitting on the deck having a, you know,
dinner out on the deck in the summer, will the noise

affect us greatly?
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MS. WIEGAND: My name is Jane Wiegand at 13527
+0ld Dairy Road, Oak Hill, Virginia 20171. This was very
informative. I live right in the Franklin Farm
development area which is very close to the airport.

I just wasn’t sure which way the proposed
runways were going to run. So it looks like it’s pretty
much side by side with the existing runways. So I don’t
think there’s going to be as much of a change for my
neighborhood -- maybe a little bit more pollution.

But I don’'t really see too much of a major
change. I could be wrong. Maybe I didn’t interpret all

of the posters correctly.

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030
{703} 591-3136




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

17

MR. PARNES: I'm the ninth address listed,
+Jeffrey Parnes, 3153 Ramesses Court, Oak Hill, Virginia
20171. Three comments at this peint. Most of them are
comments on the presentation itself, not about the
contents of the presentation.

The first one is you ought to number the
slides so that when we refer to one we can say, "On slide
29 it shows following," rather than just on slide with a
name on it that we have to look up.

Now I'm going to tell you on slide that starts
of with "No arrivals from" -- all right, on the No Action
Arrival Departure slide you show no arrivals from the east
on the east west runway.

Since I live under that east west runway’s
approach, I know it’s used approximately ten times a year.
And we can wave to the planes as they come in. You show
no arrivals. That’s a problem that needs to be resolved.

On the floodplain impact area slide -- which
is one of the later ones -- there is a watershed boundary
shown between Broad and Cub Runs. And in the area between
the new concourse area and the current terminal the
watershed boundary line seems to follow the county lines

between Loudoun and Fairfax.
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And it seems unusual that a watershed boundary
= ghould follow exactly the county line. So that looks
gpurious that somebody fudged when the lines didn’t line
up where they should have. That needs to be re-examined.

Overall, as I indicated, in Chantilly
Highlands where I live, we are currently under the east
west runway approach. And the new southern-most east west
runway will be south of our community so there will be no
adverse impact in that respect.

I do note that the noise iscbars are showing
that they go further east than Route 28. The Dulles
discovery area which is currently commercial industrial
and may very well come in and ask for residential, is now
in an area that is -- has a noise impact that it didn‘t
before.

We, in the Sully District Council, will be
reviewing your presentation to us on the 3rd of May. And
we will use your charts to address or raise that concern
for those developments. Thank you.

% k * % %
{(Whereupon, at approximately 8:15 o’clock

p.m., the Public Workshop was concluded.)
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CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC

I, Gail H. Zehner, the Certified Verbatiﬁ
Reporter who reported the foregoing proceedings, do hereby
certify that they are true and correct to the best of my
knowledge and ability; and that I have no interest in said
proceedings, financial or otherwise, nor through
'relétionship with any of the parties in interest or their
counsel.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my

hand this 23rd day of April, 2004.

Op M 2 fe
GAYL H. ZEHNER, CVR

Notary Public in and for the
tate of Virginia at Large.

My commission expires:
October 31, 20065

RUDIGER & GREEN REPORTING SERVICE
CERTIFIED VERBATIM REPORTERS
4116 LEONARD DRIVE
FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22020
(703) 591-3136




	COVER

	TABLE OF CONTENTS
	LIST OF TABLES
	LIST OF FIGURES
	LIST OF APPENDICES
	LIST OF ACRONYMS
	SUMMARY
	CHAPTER 1.0 - INTRODUCTION 
	CHAPTER 2.0 - PURPOSE AND NEED 
	CHAPTER 3.0 - ALTERNATIVES
	CHAPTER 4.0 - AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT
	CHAPTER 5.0 - ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
	CHAPTER 6.0 - MITIGATION
	CHAPTER 7.0 - COORDINATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
	CHAPTER 8.0 - LIST OF PREPARERS, LIST OF PARTIES TO WHOM SENT
	CHAPTER 9.0 - REFERENCES
	CHAPTER 10.0 - GLOSSARY
	CHAPTER 11.0 - INDEX
	SUPPLEMENTAL TECHNICAL REFERENCES




