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INSTRUCTIONS 
 

THIS FORM IS FOR LIMITED USE ON SPECIFIC TYPES OF PROJECTS. AIRPORT 
SPONSORS MUST CONTACT YOUR LOCAL AIRPORTS DISTRICT OFFICE (ADO) 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION SPECIALIST (EPS) BEFORE COMPLETING THIS 
FORM.  
 
This form was prepared by FAA Eastern Region Airports Division and can only be used for 
proposed projects in this region.   
 
Introduction: This Short Environmental Assessment (EA), is based upon the guidance in Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) Orders 1050.1F – Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, 
and the Environmental Desk Reference for Airport Actions and 5050.4B – NEPA Implementing 
Instructions for Airport Actions. These orders incorporate the Council on Environmental Quality's 
(CEQ) regulations for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), as well as US 
Department of Transportation environmental regulations, and other applicable federal statutes and 
regulations designed to protect the Nation's natural, historic, cultural, and archeological resources. 
The information provided by sponsors, with potential assistance from consultants, through the use of 
this form enables the FAA ADO offices to evaluate compliance with NEPA and the applicable special 
purpose laws. 
 
Use: For situations in which this form may be considered, refer to the APPLICABILITY Section 
below.  The local ADO has the final determination in the applicability of this form to a proposed 
Federal Action. Proper completion of the Form will allow the FAA to determine whether the proposed 
airport development project can be processed with a short EA, or whether a more detailed EA or EIS 
must be prepared.  If you have any questions on whether use of this form is appropriate for your 
project, or what information to provide, we recommend that you contact the environmental 
specialist in your local ADO.  
 
This Form is to be used in conjunction with applicable Orders, laws, and guidance documents, and in 
consultation with the appropriate resource agencies. Sponsors and their consultants should review the 
requirements of special purpose laws (See 5050.4B, Table 1-1 for a summary of applicable laws). 
Sufficient documentation is necessary to enable the FAA to assure compliance with all applicable 
environmental requirements. Accordingly, any required consultations, findings or determinations by 
federal and state agencies, or tribal governments, are to be coordinated, and completed if necessary, 
prior to submitting this form to FAA for review. Coordination with Tribal governments must be 
conducted through the FAA.  We encourage sponsors to begin coordination with these entities as 
early as possible to provide for sufficient review time. Complete information will help FAA expedite 
its review. This Form meets the intent of a short EA while satisfying the regulatory requirements of 
NEPA for an EA. Use of this form acknowledges that all procedural requirements of NEPA or 
relevant special purpose laws still apply and that this form does not provide a means for circumvention 
of these requirements.   
 
Submittal: When using this form for an airport project requesting discretionary funding, the 
documentation must be submitted to the local ADO by April 30th of the fiscal year preceding 
the fiscal year in which funding will be requested.  When using this form for an airport project 
requesting entitlement funding, the documentation must be submitted to the local ADO by 
November 30th of the fiscal year in which the funding will be requested. 
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Availability:  An electronic version of this Short Form EA is available on-line at 
http://www.faa.gov/airports/eastern/environmental/media/C10.DOC. Other sources of 
environmental information including guidance and regulatory documents are available on-line at 
http://www.faa.gov/airports_airtraffic/airports/environmental. 
 
 

APPLICABILITY 
 
Local ADO EPSs make the final determinations for the applicability of this form.  If you have 
questions as to whether the use of this form is appropriate for your project, contact your local 
EPS BEFORE using this form. Airport sponsors can consider the use of this form if the proposed 
project meets either Criteria 1 or Criteria 2, 3, and 4 collectively as follows: 
  

1) It is normally categorically excluded (see paragraphs 5-6.1 through 5-6.6 in FAA Order 
1050.1F) but, in this instance, involves at least one, but no more than two, extraordinary 
circumstance(s) that may significantly impact the human environment (see paragraph 5-2 in 
1050.1F and the applicable resource chapter in the 1050.1F Desk reference). 
 
2) The action is one that is not specifically listed as categorically excluded or normally requires 
an EA at a minimum (see paragraph 506 in FAA Order 5050.4B). 

 
3) The proposed project and all connected actions must be comprised of Federal Airports 
Program actions, including: 

 
(a) Approval of a project on an Airport Layout Plan (ALP), 
(b) Approval of Airport Improvement Program (AIP) funding for airport 
development, 

 (c) Requests for conveyance of government land, 
 (d) Approval of release of airport land, or 
 (e) Approval of the use of Passenger Facility Charges (PFC). 

 
4) The proposed project is not expected to have impacts to more than two of the resource 
categories defined in the 1050.1F Desk Reference. 

 
This form cannot be used when any of the following circumstances apply: 
 

1) The proposed action, including all connected actions, requires coordination with or approval 
by an FAA Line of Business of Staff Office other than the Airports Division.  Examples 
include, but are not limited to, changes to runway thresholds, changes to flight procedures, 
changes to NAVAIDs, review by Regional Counsel, etc. 
 

2) The proposed action, including all connected actions, requires coordination with another 
Federal Agency outside of the FAA. 
 

3) The proposed action will likely result in the need to issue a Record of Decision. 
 

4) The proposed action requires a construction period exceeding 3 years. 

http://www.faa.gov/airports/eastern/environmental/media/C10.DOC
http://www.faa.gov/airports_airtraffic/airports/environmental
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5) The proposed action involves substantial public controversy on environmental grounds. 

 
6) The proposed project would have impacts to, or require mitigation to offset the impacts to 

more than two resources1 as defined in the 1050.1F Desk Reference. 
 

7) The proposed project would involve any of the following analyses or documentation: 
a. The development of a Section 4(f) Report for coordination with the Department of 

the Interior, 
b. The use of any Native American lands or areas of religious or cultural significance, 
c. The project emissions exceed any applicable de minimis thresholds for criteria 

pollutants under the National Ambient Air Quality Standards, or 
d. The project would require noise modeling with AEDT 2b (or current version). 

 
If a project is initiated using this form and any of the preceding circumstances are found to apply, 
the development of this form must be terminated and a standard Environmental Assessment or 
Environmental Impact Statement (if applicable) must be prepared. 
 
 

********** 

                                                           
1 A resource is any one of the following: Air Quality; Biological Resources (including Threatened and Endangered 
Species); Climate; Coastal Resources; Section 4(f); Farmlands; Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution 
Prevention; Historical, Architectural, Archaeological, and Cultural Resources; Land Use; Natural Resources and Energy 
Supply; Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use; Socioeconomics; Environmental Justice; Children’s Environmental 
Health and Safety Risks; Visual Effects; Wetlands; Floodplains; Surface Waters; Groundwater; Wild and Scenic Rivers; 
and Cumulative Impacts. 
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Complete the following information: 
 
Project Location 
Airport Name: Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport    Identifier: EKN      
Airport Address: 400 Airport Road               
City: Elkins  County: Randolph  State: WV  Zip: 26241                 
 
Airport Sponsor Information 
Point of Contact: Craig Hyre, Authority President              
Address: 400 Airport Road                
City: Elkins    State: WV  Zip: 26241           
Telephone: 304-636-2726   Fax:              
Email: manager@elkinsairport.com      
 
Evaluation Form Preparer Information 
Point of Contact: Melissa Defibaugh            
Company (if not the sponsor): Chapman Technical Group             
Address: 43 E. Main St.                
City: Buckhannon    State: WV  Zip: 26201           
Telephone: 304-472-8914   Fax: 304-472-8915   
Email: MDefibaugh@chaptech.com              
 
 
1. Introduction/Background:  
 
Introduction 
The Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport Authority is pursuing a project to address obstructions 
in the approach surfaces of Runways 5 and 23 at the Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport. The 
project will consist of clearing 16.14 acres of trees, trimming 12.37 acres of trees and removing or 
lowering 5 structures. The proposed action will also consist of acquiring permanent avigation 
easements to aid in the obstruction removal effort and allow the Airport Authority to exercise a greater 
level of control over their current and planned airspace. 
 
The Airport Authority is undertaking the Proposed Action to remove these obstructions within their 
approach surfaces in an effort to achieve the following outcomes: 1) maintaining the current length 
of available runway and 2) increasing the level of operational safety afforded to aircraft utilizing the 
airport. In an effort to undertake the removal of the penetrations in an environmentally responsible 
manner and comply with current Federal and State regulations, the Airport Authority has 
commissioned the preparation of an Environmental Assessment to analyze the impacts of the 
proposed action to the surrounding environment and, as applicable, determine the appropriate 
mitigation measures required to reduce impacts to levels below the applicable thresholds of 
significance.  
 
Aviation Activity 
The Airport Authority recently completed a planning effort to update the airport’s Master Plan. One 
of the primary focuses of the planning effort was to develop a realistic forecast of aviation activity at 
the airport. For the purposes of brevity, the aviation forecasts are summarized in Tables 1.1 and 1.2 
and the detailed analysis from the most recent 2011 Master Plan is included in Appendix #1.  

mailto:MDefibaugh@chaptech.com
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Table 1.1: Based Aircraft Forecast 
Year Single-

Engine 
Multi-
Engine 

Turboprop Jet Helicopter Total 

2011 21 3 0 0 0 24 
2019 (Actual) 22 3 1 1 0 27 

2021 22 3 0 0 1 26 
2031 22 3 0 0 2 27 

 
Table 1.2: Summary of Aviation Forecasts 

Item 2011 2019 
(Actual) 

2021 2031 

Itinerant Operations 1,945 2,615 2,145 2,228 
Local Operations 3,950 5,906 4,355 4,522 
Total Operations 5,895 8,506 6,500 6,750 

 
Runway Length Requirements 
FAA Advisory Circular 150/5325-4B sets forth the design criteria to be used when determining the 
length of runway required for each particular airport. The determination of required runway length 
takes into consideration such factors as the airport’s design aircraft, altitude, temperature, wind 
conditions, the aircraft’s useful load (the load able to be carried by an aircraft in addition to its own 
weight) and the intended range of the aircraft. When determining the required runway length, a critical 
determination must be made. This distinction is between what constitutes large and small aircraft. 
This Advisory Circular defines large aircraft as an aircraft with a maximum certificated takeoff weight 
of greater than 12,500 pounds. A small aircraft is defined as an aircraft with a maximum certificated 
takeoff weight of less than 12,500 pounds. 
 
The airport’s Master Plan contemplates which classification most appropriately defines the aircraft 
fleet which utilizes the Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport. This report designates the Beech 
King Air 200 as the airport’s critical design aircraft. The FAA Advisory Circular designates that an 
airport’s design aircraft is the aircraft with the most demanding characteristics that regularly uses the 
runway. The FAA defines regular use as a minimum of 500 annual operations. The Beech King Air 
200 belongs to a family of aircraft characterized as small airplanes having 10 or more passenger seats. 
Using Figure 2-2 of FAA Advisory Circular 150/5325-4B, included as Appendix #2, the 
recommended runway length for Runway 5-23 is 4,400 feet. 
 
In instances where the total length of paved runway is not available for operations, the airport operator 
must declare the distances available for operations. The FAA defines four main categories of declared 
distances: Takeoff Run Available (TORA), Takeoff Distance Available (TODA), Accelerate-Stop 
Distance Available (ASDA) and Landing Distance Available (LDA). FAA Advisory Circular 
150/5300-13A defines these distances as: 
 

 Takeoff Run Available (TORA) – the runway length declared available and suitable 
for the ground run of an aircraft taking off; 
 

 Takeoff Distance Available (TODA) – the TORA plus the length of any remaining 
runway or clearway beyond the far end of the TORA; the full length of the TODA may 
need to be reduced because of obstacles in the departure area; 
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 Accelerate-Stop Distance Available (ASDA) – the runway plus stopway length 

declared available and suitable for the acceleration and deceleration of an aircraft 
aborting a takeoff; and 

 
 Landing Distance Available (LDA) – the runway length declared available and 

suitable for landing an aircraft. 
 
The threshold of Runway 5 has been displaced by 154 feet to provide a suitable runway safety area 
end area. Therefore, the distances which are available for aircraft operations are less than the total 
length of paved runway surface. The declared distances available for operations on Runway 5-23 are 
as follows: 
 
              Table 1.3: Runway Distances 

Distance 
Category Runway 51 Runway 23 

Paved Length 4,501’ 
TORA2 4,501’ 4,347’ 
TODA3 4,501’ 4,347’ 
LDA4 4,347’ 4,347’ 
ASDA5 4,501’ 4,347’ 

 
Notes: 
1. Runway 5 threshold displaced by 154 feet. 
2. TORA – Take Off Run Available 
3. TODA – Take Off Distance Available 
4. LDA – Landing Distance Available 
5. ASDA – Accelerate Stop Distance Available 

 
Operational Compliance 
Evaluating the runway environment from an operational standpoint, Runway 5-23 is not in 
compliance with current FAA design criteria contained in Advisory Circular 150/5300-13A 
pertaining to an approach surface free of obstacles. The approach surface has a trapezoidal shape of 
variable dimensions and emanates outward and upward from the runway threshold, or the end of 
usable runway, at a slope which varies dependent on the type of instrument approach procedures 
available. The dimensions of the approach surfaces are depicted in Figure 3-2 and Table 3-2 from 
Advisory Circular 150/5300-13A, included as Appendix #3. 
 
Currently, there are two GPS based straight-in instrument approach procedures for Runway 5-23, one 
for an approach to Runway 5 and another for the approach to Runway 23. Copies of the approach 
plates for these procedures are included as Appendix #4. The airport is predominantly utilized by 
aircraft which would fall under Category B (Aircraft with approach speeds of 91 knots or more, but 
less than 121 knots). Based on this classification, the approach minimums for Runways 5 and 23 are 
as follows: 
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Table 1.4: Runway Instrument Approach Procedure Minimums 

Approach 
Procedure 

Runway 5 Runway 23 
Ceiling 

(ft.) 
Visibility 
(miles) 

Ceiling 
(ft.) 

Visibility 
(miles) 

LNAV MDA* 3,040 1-1/2 3,160 1-1/2 
Circling 3,140 1-1/2 3,160 1-1/2 

Note: 
LNAV MDA – Lateral Navigation Minimum Descent Altitude 
 
Based on the instrument approach procedures available to Runways 5 and 23, the approach surfaces 
for the ends of the runway would have the dimensions set forth in Table 3-2 included in Appendix 
#3 from Advisory Circular 150/5300-13A for Category 4: Approach end of runways expected to 
support instrument night operations, serving approach Category A and B aircraft only. The other 
surface of concern in this assessment is the basic visual approach surface. This surface would be 
defined as Category 3: Approach end of runways expected to serve large airplanes (visual day/night); 
or instrument minimums greater than or equal to 1 statute mile (day only). This is the most basic 
approach surface available to the airport.   
 
2. Project Description (List and clearly describe ALL components of project proposal including all 
connected actions). Attach a map or drawing of the area with the location(s) of the proposed 
action(s) identified: 
 
The Proposed Action consists of removing obstructions which are currently penetrating the approach 
surfaces of Runway 5-23 at the Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport. The project will consist 
of the following actions in the approach surfaces: 
 
 Runway 5 Approach Surface 

 Clearing 2.56 acres of trees; 
 Trimming 1.76 acres of trees; 
 Removal of two obstruction light structures; and 
 Lowering the top elevation of three silos 

 
Runway 23 Approach Surface 
 Clearing 13.58 acres of trees; and 
 Trimming 10.61 acres of trees 

 
The locations of the project components are depicted in the site plans included in Appendix #5 on 
Sheets No. 5.3 and 5.4. 
 
Tree Clearing 
The trees which are designated to be removed in the project areas will be cut at or near the existing 
ground surface. All trees will be felled on each of the individual parcels and will remain the property 
of the parcel owner.  The felled trees may be left in place at the discretion of the individual parcel 
owner.  Should the felled tree be marketable, and if the landowner does not want the felled tree to 
remain, the marketable timber may be further processed by the Contractor. Any remaining trees which 
are not deemed to be marketable, and which the parcel owner does not want to remain, will be 
removed from the site and disposed of at an off-site location. The Contractor will also be required to 
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remove all downed limbs. All limbs and smaller slash/waste will be disposed of by chipping. All 
chips generated will be placed directly into a receiving truck, removed from the site and properly 
disposed. 
 
Prior to the start of the construction, the Contractor will be required to provide the Airport Authority 
with documentation which formally designates all disposal area locations and methods of disposal 
(burning, chipping, etc.). In consideration of the significant forestry industry present in the area, an 
off-site waste location for the debris should be readily available.  All documentation received will be 
submitted to the FAA for review and acceptance prior to the start of construction. 
 
Once the trees are removed, the Contractor will be required to remove the remaining stumps through 
a grinding process. All stumps shall be ground to a point a minimum of 4” below the existing ground 
surface. Upon completion of the grinding process, the stumps shall be covered with a minimum of 4” 
of suitable topsoil material. In order to minimize ground disturbance, the Contractor will not be 
permitted to remove the stumps through grading with dozers or graders.  
 
Tree Trimming 
Trees which are located in areas designated to be trimmed will be trimmed down to the elevations 
indicated on the construction plans. The trimming area limits were developed based on an assumed 
removal height of approximately 10 feet. All limbs and slash/waste will be disposed of by chipping. 
All chips generated will be placed directly into a receiving truck, removed from the site and properly 
disposed. The Contractor will be required to provide an ISA Certified Arborist on-site during all tree 
trimming operations.  
 
Obstruction Light Structure Removal 
The obstruction light structure removal will consist of removing a wooden utility pole which was part 
of an antiquated obstruction lighting system and an aluminum frangible air mast which was located 
adjacent to a house which was demolished in 2011. The wooden utility pole will be removed a 
maximum of 12 inches from the existing ground surface and left on site to decompose. The aluminum 
frangible air mast will be disassembled and the individual components recycled or properly disposed 
of in the local waste collection system.  
 
Silo Top Elevation Lowering 
The Harvestore silos will be lowered by removing existing section pieces of the structure at ground 
elevation and lowering the silo to an acceptable height.  The removed sections will become property 
of the Contractor and will be required to be properly disposed of off-site by metal scrap recycling or 
re-used at the Contractor’s discretion.    
 
The top dome section will be hoisted off the concrete silo structure and the appropriate number of 
structure sections will be removed. Once the target height has been achieved, the top dome section 
will be re-installed. The removed sections will become property of the Contractor and will be required 
to be properly disposed of off-site. 
 
Site Reclamation 
Upon completion of obstruction removal activities, all disturbed areas will be reclaimed through the 
following procedures: 
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 All ruts and depressions created by construction activity will be filled with suitable 
topsoil material or otherwise smoothed; 
 

 All slash generated from the tree removal effort will be collected, removed from the 
site and properly disposed of at the pre-approved off-site disposal location; and 

 
 All disturbed areas will be seeded and mulched in accordance with FAA specifications 

in order to establish adequate vegetative cover. 
 
3. Project Purpose and Need: 
 
The primary purpose of the Proposed Action is to remove obstructions which are located within the 
20:1 approach surfaces of Runway 5-23 at the Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport in order to 
improve the level of operational safety afforded to aircraft utilizing the facility. The purpose of the 
easement acquisition is to facilitate the removal of the offending obstructions as well as to increase 
the Airport Authority’s future control over the approaches to Runways 5 and 23. It is anticipated the 
project will be completed by April 2022. 
 
The primary need of the Proposed Action is to bring the airport into compliance with current design 
standards by removing obstacles which obstruct the airport’s airspace while maintaining the existing 
length of usable runway. 
 
4. Describe the affected environment (existing conditions) and land use in the vicinity of project:   
 
Geographic Location 
The Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport is located approximately 2 miles south of the City of 
Elkins, West Virginia. The airport is accessed via Elkins-Randolph County Airport Road (County 
Route 219/27) which connects to Beverly Pike (US-219) via Country Club Road (County Route 
219/11) to the east of the airport. The airport is approximately located at 38° 53’ 11.67” latitude and 
79° 51’ 25.20” longitude. The airport’s location in relation to the City of Elkins, West Virginia is 
shown in Figure 4.1 on the following page. 
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Figure 4.1: Project Location 
 

 
The proposed action has 9 tree removal and trimming areas which are generally defined in Table 4.1 
below. The areas are depicted in the site plans contained in Appendix #5 on Sheets No. 5.3 and 5.4. 
 
Table 4.1: Obstruction Removal Area Locations 

Area 
No. 

Acreage Clearing/ 
Trimming 

Runway 
Approach 

Latitude Longitude 

1 0.83 0.83 Acre Clearing Runway 23 38° 54’ 02” 79° 50’ 55” 

2 10.11 5.68 Acres Clearing Runway 23 38° 54’ 04” 79° 50’ 48” 4.43 Acres Trimming 

3 4.05 1.09 Acres Clearing  Runway 23 38° 54’ 11” 79° 50’ 45” 2.96 Acres Trimming 

4 8.83 5.98 Acres Clearing Runway 23 38° 54’ 15” 79° 50’ 32” 2.85 Acres Trimming 
5 0.37 0.37 Acres Trimming Runway 23 38° 54’ 25” 79° 50’ 29” 
6 0.82 0.82 Acres Trimming Runway 5 38° 53’ 05” 79° 51’ 53” 
7 0.74 0.74 Acres Trimming Runway 5 38° 53’ 01” 79° 51’ 45” 
8 2.56 2.56 Acres Clearing Runway 5 38° 52’ 56” 79° 51’ 49” 
9 0.20 0.20 Acres Trimming Runway 5 38° 52’ 51” 79° 51’ 54” 

Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport 

Obstruction Removal Area 
(Runway 23 Approach) 

Obstruction Removal Area 
(Runway 5 Approach) 
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Published Soils Information 
 
The Natural Resource Conservation Service’s (NRCS) Web Soil Survey was consulted to determine 
the types of soils present within the project area. A custom summary report was prepared which 
detailed the soils present. A copy of this report is included as Appendix #6. A summary of the soils 
within the potential impact area is illustrated in Table 4.2 and a general soil series description is 
included in Table 4.3. 
 
Table 4.2: NRCS Soils 

Map 
Unit 

Symbol 
Map Unit Name Acreage 

Percentage of 
Potential Impact 

Area 

BkC Berks-Weikert complex 
8 to 15 percent slopes 3.79 13.3% 

BkD Berks-Weikert complex 
15 to 25 percent slopes 9.58 33.6% 

BkE Berks-Weikert complex 
25 to 35 percent slopes 9.35 32.8% 

BkF Berks-Weikert complex 
35 to 70 percent slopes 3.72 13.0% 

MoB Monongahela silt loam, moist 
3 to 8 percent slopes 0.20 0.8% 

Ph Philo loam 0.10 0.3% 
Pn Pope-Atkins complex 1.23 4.3% 
Py Purdy silt loam 0.54 1.9% 

Totals 28.51 100% 
 
Table 4.3: Soil Series Descriptions 

Soil Series General Description 

Berks 
Moderately deep, well drained soils formed in residuum weathered from 
shale, siltstone and fine grained sandstone on rounded and dissected 
uplands. Permeability is moderate or moderately rapid. 

Weikert 

Shallow, well drained soils formed in material that weathered from 
interbedded gray and brown acid shale, siltstone and fine-grained 
sandstone on gently sloping to very steep areas on uplands. Permeability 
is moderately rapid. 

Monongahela  
Fine loamy mixed semi-active mesic soils formed from old alluvium 
from soils derived largely from acid sandstone and shale. Permeability is 
moderate. 

Pope Very deep well drained soils formed in alluvium on flood plains. 
Permeability is moderate or moderately rapid. 

Atkins 
Very deep poorly drained soils formed in acid alluvium washed from 
upland soils that formed in shale and sandstone. Permeability is slow to 
moderate. 
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Philo 
Very deep moderately well drained soils in flood plains formed in recent 
alluvium derived mainly from sandstone and shale. Permeability is 
moderate to moderately rapid. 

Purdy  
Very deep poorly drainage or very poorly drained soils formed in slack-
water deposited alluvial materials on terraces. Permeability is slow or 
very slow. 

 
Geologic Setting 
 
The West Virginia Geologic and Economic Survey Geological Map of West Virginia was consulted 
pertaining to the geological setting of the general vicinity of the airport. According to these sources, 
the Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport is located in an area underlain by rock comprised of 
the Paleozoic-Devonian and Cenozoic-Quaternary formations. The Paleozoic-Devonian formation is 
generally described as redbeds, shale, sandstone, limestone and chert. The Cenozoic-Quaternary 
formation is generally described as alluvial deposits of sand, gravel, silt, and clay along major streams. 
 
Topography 
 
The Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport is located in the Potomac Highlands region of West 
Virginia. The airport is situated in the Tygart River valley with the surrounding terrain rising 
dramatically to form mountains which constitute a portion of the Allegheny Mountain Range. The 
topography within the vicinity of the proposed action would be described as rolling hills with the 
primary obstruction removal areas being located on the hilltops. The general topography of the area 
is illustrated in Figure 4.1. 
 
Contiguous Land Use 
 
The areas within the general vicinity of the airport contain a mixture of residential, commercial, public 
use and agricultural use properties.  The land uses within the vicinity of the airport are generally 
shown in Figure 4.2 on the following page. 
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Figure 4.2: Land Use Map 

 
5.  Alternatives to the Project:  Describe any other reasonable actions that may feasibly 
substitute for the proposed project, and include a description of the “No Action” alternative.  If 
there are no feasible or reasonable alternatives to the proposed project, explain why (attach 
alternatives drawings as applicable): 
 
Alternative No. 1 – Trim Tree Obstructions and Remove Structure Obstructions 
 
Alternative No. 1 consists of the following components: 
 

Runway 23 Approach Surface (Appendix #5 Sheet No. 5.1) 
 Trim 24.19 acres of trees to remove the portion extending above the approach surface 

 
 Runway 5 Approach Surface (Appendix #5 Sheet No. 5.2) 

 Trim 4.32 acres of trees to remove the portion extending above the approach surface; 
 Remove 2 obstruction light towers; and 
 Lowering the top elevation of 3 silos 
 

 
 

LEGEND 

Residential Use 

Agricultural Use 

Commercial Use 

Public Use 
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Tree Trimming 
This component will consist of trimming the trees in the designated areas to remove the portion of 
vegetation extending above the approach surface. The degree of tree removal will vary from 1-foot 
to approximately 75-feet. 
 
The trimming process will be completed during the winter months to aid in the prevention of damage 
to the portion of tree to remain. All trimming operations will be conducted in a manner to prevent 
damage to the remaining portion of the tree and under the supervision of an arborist. The debris 
created by the trimming operations will be chipped and immediately placed into a truck for removal 
from the site.  
 
Structure Modifications 
The lowering of the top elevation of the silos will consist of removing sections from the structure. 
The top dome section will be hoisted off the structure and the appropriate number of structure sections 
will be removed. Once the target height has been achieved, the top dome section will be re-installed. 
The removed sections will become property of the Contractor and will be required to be properly 
disposed of off-site. 
 
Alternative Assessment 
The implementation of Alternative No. 1 would satisfy the project’s primary purpose and need. 
However, the alternative is inherent with some factors which make it a less desirable option than the 
Proposed Action. A significant portion of the alternative would consist of removing more than 40-
feet from the trees within the obstruction removal areas. Assuming a general tree height of 75-feet, 
Alternative No. 1 would remove approximately half of the tree. Removing such a significant portion 
of the tree significantly increases the likelihood of the tree dying as a result of the trimming process. 
If the tree survives, it is unlikely the tree would branch back out to any significant degree. In the event 
the tree dies as a result of the trimming operation, the property owner would be left to deal with the 
removal of the dead tree. 
 
There is also an aesthetic impact associated with trimming a significant portion of the tree. If the tree 
is trimmed to a point where it will no longer branch out, the property owner is left with numerous 
trees across their property which are simply the tree trunk with very minimal branching. This would 
create a significant detriment to the visual aspect of the property. 
 
With these remaining impacts to the property owner in mind, Alternative No. 1 is discounted in favor 
of the Proposed Action due to the lasting maintenance and visual impacts to the property owner. 
 
Alternative No. 2 - Displace Runway 5-23 Thresholds 
 
Alternative No. 2 consists of displacing the Runway 5 threshold by an additional 140 feet and the 
Runway 23 threshold by 1,300 feet to maintain an obstruction free 20:1 approach surface. This 
alternative would consist of re-marking the runway pavement surface and re-configuring the airfield 
lighting system to coincide with the new threshold location.  The instrument approach procedures 
would also need to be revised to reflect the new threshold location and declared distances would need 
to be published to reflect the reduced length of Landing Distance Available (LDA). 
 
The primary impact to the airport would be a significant reduction in the length of runway distance 
available for landing operations on Runway 5-23. The following table illustrates a comparison of the 
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existing landing distances available and the distances which would be available upon displacement 
of the threshold: 
 

Distance 
Category 

Runway 5 Runway 23 

Existing 
Condition 

Post-
Displacement 

Condition 

Existing 
Condition 

Post-
Displacement 

Condition 
TORA* 4,501’ 4,501’ 4,347’ 4,347’ 
TODA* 4,501’ 4,501’ 4,347’ 4,347’ 
LDA* 4,347’ 4,207’ 4,347’ 3,047’ 
ASDA* 4,501’ 4,501’ 4,347’ 4,347’ 

Note: 
TORA – Take Off Run Available 
TODA – Take Off Distance Available 
LDA – Landing Distance Available 
ASDA – Accelerate Stop Distance Available 
 
The primary need of the proposed action is to bring the airport into compliance with design standards 
while maintaining the maximum amount of existing runway length. The implementation of this 
alternative would not be consistent with this primary need because it reduces the length of runway 
available for landing operations on Runways 5 and 23. Based on the analysis performed in the recent 
Master Plan update and included attached to this assessment as Appendix #2, the minimum amount 
of runway landing length needed to accommodate 75% of the fleet mix at 60% of the useful load is 
4,400’.  The landing distance available after displacement would be 4,207’ for Runway 5 and 3,047’ 
for Runway 23. The implementation of this alternative would decrease the landing distance available 
to below the minimum distance needed to accommodate the design aircraft for the airport. 
 
While the displacement of runway thresholds is a viable alternative to provide a clear approach 
surface in accordance with FAA Advisory Circular 150/5300-13A, it is only to be used if there are 
no other viable alternatives. As demonstrated in the following Environmental Consequences section 
of this document, the impacts associated with the Proposed Action are able to be mitigated to levels 
below the applicable thresholds of significance, and, therefore, Alternative No. 2 should be 
discounted in favor of the Proposed Action. 
 
Alternative No. 3 - No Action Alternative  
 
In order to fully evaluate the Proposed Action, an alternative which contemplates performing no 
action must be evaluated and considered. In this instance, no construction activity would be 
undertaken and the existing environment would remain un-changed. The evaluation of the no action 
alternative assists in the decision making process by considering the potential effects associated with 
no action being taken. 
 
In order to maintain a safe and efficient airspace system, it is the FAA’s policy to address obstacles 
which penetrate an airport’s airspace. Depending on the location of the obstacle and the degree of 
penetration, there are several actions which can be undertaken to address the penetration. These 
actions range from disqualifying approach procedures from being applicable at night to requiring a 
relocation of a runway’s threshold to achieve compliance. 
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The No Action Alternative does not meet the project’s stated purpose and need to improve operational 
safety, comply with FAA design standards, maintain the existing length of usable runway for the 
Airport’s design aircraft, and maintain surrounding land use compatible with air traffic. 
 
6. Environmental Consequences – Special Impact Categories (refer to the Instructions page and 
corresponding sections in 1050.1F, the 1050.1F Desk Reference, and the Desk Reference for 
Airports Actions for more information and direction. Note that when the 1050.1F Desk 
Reference and Desk Reference for Airports Actions provide conflicting guidance, the 1050.1F 
Desk Reference takes precedence. The analysis under each section must comply with the 
requirements and significance thresholds as described in the Desk Reference). 
 
(A) AIR QUALITY  
(1) Will the proposed project(s) cause or create a reasonably foreseeable emission increase? 
Prepare an air quality assessment and disclose the results. Discuss the applicable regulatory 
criterion and/or thresholds that will be applied to the results, the specific methodologies, data 
sources and assumptions used; including the supporting documentation and consultation with 
federal, state, tribal, or local air quality agencies.  
 
The Proposed Action will not cause a reasonably foreseeable emission increase. The Proposed Action 
will result in temporary emissions associated with construction equipment exhaust and fugitive dust 
during obstruction removal. Any emissions generated during construction will be well below the 
established de minimis levels for criteria pollutants; therefore, there will be no reasonably foreseen 
increase in emissions. 
 
The anticipated construction timeframe for the project scope is approximately 200 calendar days.  The 
construction equipment anticipated on-site to accomplish the project scope include the following: 
 
Chain Saw 
Feller Buncher 
Tree Chipper 
Stumper 
Tree Skidder 
Logging Truck. 
 
Construction emissions inventory for the Proposed Action: 
 
Ozone (NOX) – 4.2 ton/year 
Ozone (VOC) – 2.4 ton/year 
CO and SO2 – 6.6 tons/year 
PM10 - 1.2 ton/year.  
 
De minimis thresholds of: 
 
Ozone (NOX) - 100 tons/year 
Ozone (VOC) - 50 tons/year 
CO and SO2 - 100 tons/year 
PM10 - 100 tons/year. 
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The construction emissions inventory assumption for the Proposed Action is well below the 
established de minimis thresholds as delineated above. 
 
Day-to-day operations will not be appreciably different and the frequency of aircraft takeoffs and 
landings is not anticipated to change with or without the project; therefore, there are no anticipated 
changes to air quality associated with operations after construction. 
 
(2) Are there any project components containing unusual circumstances, such as emissions 
sources in close proximity to areas where the public has access or other considerations that may 
warrant further analysis?  If no, proceed to (3); if yes, an analysis of ambient pollutant 
concentrations may be necessary.  Contact your local ADO regarding how to proceed with the 
analysis. 
 
There are no project components which include the introduction of new emission sources. There are 
also no project components which contain unusual circumstances. 
 
(3) Is the proposed project(s) located in a nonattainment or maintenance area for the National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) established under the Clean Air Act?  
 
The Proposed Action is located in Randolph County, West Virginia. Randolph County is not listed 
as a non-attainment area in the EPA Green Book. The counties containing non-attainment areas for 
West Virginia are Berkeley, Brooke, Cabell, Hancock, Kanawha, Marshall, Mason, Ohio, Pleasants, 
Putnam, Wayne and Wood.  
 
(4) Are all components of the proposed project, including all connected actions, listed as exempt 
or presumed to conform (See FRN, vol.72 no. 145, pg. 41565)? If yes, cite exemption and go to 
(B) Biological Resources.  If no, go to (5). 
 
Not applicable since Randolph County, West Virginia is in attainment. 
 
(5) Would the net emissions from the project result in exceedances of the applicable de minimis 
threshold (reference 1050.1F Desk Reference and the Aviation Emissions and Air Quality 
Handbook for guidance) of the criteria pollutant for which the county is in non-attainment or 
maintenance?  If no, go to (B) Biological Resources.  If yes, stop development of this form and 
prepare a standard Environmental Assessment.  
 
Randolph County is not listed as a non-attainment or maintenance area in the EPA Green Book; 
therefore, the project would not result in emissions which would exceed the de minimis levels for 
criteria pollutants. 
 
(B) BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
Describe the potential of the proposed project to directly or indirectly impact fish, wildlife, and 
plant communities and/or the displacement of wildlife. Be sure to identify any state or federal 
species of concern (Candidate, Threatened or Endangered).  
(1) Are there any candidate, threatened, or endangered species listed in or near the project 
area? 
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As a preliminary review of candidate, threatened or endangered species listed in or near the project, 
the proposed project site was analyzed using the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (USFWS) IPaC 
database. An IPaC Trust Resource Report was prepared for the proposed project site and it was 
determined that the project area may potentially contain the following threatened or endangered plant 
or mammals: 
 
 Flowering Plants 

 Running Buffalo Clover 
 Small Whorled Pogonia 

 
Mammals 

 Indiana Bat 
 Northern Long-eared Bat 
 Virginia Big-eared Bat 

 
Third Rock Consultants was contracted to perform habitat assessments in the obstruction removal 
areas to determine the presence of suitable habitat for the threatened or endangered species.  
 
The USFWS has developed guidance which indicates projects which impact less than 17 acres are 
generally not likely to produce a negative impact on the above listed bat species. Based on guidance 
received from the USFWS, an assessment of the 28.5 acres, which exceeds the USFWS established 
impact threshold, could operate under two conditions, 1) listed bat species are assumed to be present 
or 2) conduct a presence/absence survey to verify if any bats are within the project areas.  
 
The Airport Authority contracted Skybax Ecological Services to conduct a bat mist net 
presence/absence survey to determine if any bats were present within the project areas.  No threatened 
or endangered species were captured. 
 
The USFWS provided guidance which indicated that there is a known population of Small Whorled 
Pogonia within 2.5 miles of the project area, as well as modeled suitable habitat within the project 
area.  Based on guidance received from the USFWS, an assessment of the proposed project areas was 
required to determine whether any rare plants (specifically Running Buffalo Clover and Small 
Whorled Pogonia) were present in the proposed project areas.  USFWS coordination associated with 
this recommendation is included in Appendix #7.  
 
The Airport Authority contracted Skybax Ecological Services to conduct a rare plant survey of the 
project areas.  Neither Running Buffalo Clover nor Small Whorled Pogonia were present within the 
project areas.   
 
Copies of the technical memorandums prepared by Third Rock Consultants and final correspondence 
with the USFWS, including the survey reports from Skybax Ecological Services, and the IPaC Trust 
Resource Report are attached as Appendix #7. 
 
(2) Will the action have any long-term or permanent loss of unlisted plants or wildlife species? 
 
The Proposed Action consists of the removal of trees which inherently has the potential for the loss 
of habitat within the project areas for wildlife species which would utilize the trees as habitat. A 
higher potential exists for the displacement of wildlife species than the outright loss of wildlife 
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species. There are numerous acres of similar habitat surrounding the project area which could provide 
a suitable replacement habitat for any displaced species. With the ample availability of suitable 
habitat, the Proposed Action is not anticipated to create a permanent loss of wildlife species.  
Additionally, a significant portion of the obstruction removal will occur in areas that are already 
disturbed and maintained by the existing property owners. 
 
The Proposed Action would have the potential for the permanent loss of plant species, particularly 
species of tall growing trees. The primary focus of the proposed action is to remove trees which have 
grown tall enough to penetrate the airport’s approach surface. Once the trees are removed, the project 
areas will be converted to grass areas which are more easily maintained. Maintaining these areas as 
grassed areas will result in the permanent loss of tall growing tree species. Although these species 
will be permanently lost within the project areas, there are numerous acres of wooded terrain 
surrounding the project area with an abundance of the tree species being lost. The loss of these species 
within the project area is not considered to create a significant impact. 
 
(3) Will the action adversely impact any species of concern or their habitat? 
 
Guidance from the USFWS indicates projects are not likely to adversely affect Indiana bat 
populations if the project: (1) will affect less than 17 acres of potential Indiana bat foraging or roosting 
habitat; (2) is not within any Indiana bat hibernacula or summer use buffers and (3) will not affect 
any caves or mines which could be used as hibernacula.  Since the project area was greater than 17 
acres, a bat mist net survey was conducted in 2018.  No Indiana bats or NLEB were captured during 
this survey.  USFWS concluded it does not anticipate that the project is likely to adversely affect the 
Indiana bat. 
 
Correspondence received from the USFWS indicated the Proposed Action is not likely to adversely 
affect the Northern Long-eared bat because the project is not located around known hibernacula or 
maternity roost trees and will not affect any known Northern Long-eared bat hibernacula. The 
USFWS has determined any takes associated with the proposed action are exempted under the 4(d) 
rule.  
 
Correspondence received from the USFWS indicated the Proposed Action could affect areas that 
provide habitat for both Small Whorled Pogonia and Running Buffalo Clover.  However, the survey 
of the proposed project areas conducted in 2019 indicated some potential suitable habitat; however, 
no species of interest were found during the survey.  USFWS concluded it does not anticipate that the 
project is likely to adversely affect Small Whorled Pogonia or Running Buffalo Clover. 
 
(4) Will the action result in substantial loss, reduction, degradation, disturbance, or 
fragmentation of native species habitats or populations? 
 
The Proposed Action contains the removal of trees and, therefore, has the potential to create a loss of 
habitat. The proposed project site is located within a much larger wooded area. Within a one-mile 
radius of the proposed project sites, there are in excess of 1,000 acres of wooded area. Based on the 
amount of wooded area remaining after the implementation of the Proposed Action, the loss, 
reduction, degradation, disturbance or fragmentation of habitat associated with the clearing/trimming 
of 28.51 acres of trees is considered to be minimal. 
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(5) Will the action have adverse impacts on a species’ reproduction rates or mortality rate or 
ability to sustain population levels? 
 
Based on the level of habitat remaining after the subject trees are removed, it is not anticipated the 
Proposed Action will have any adverse impacts on species’ reproduction or mortality rates. 
 
(6) Are there any habitats, classified as critical by the federal or state agency with jurisdiction, 
impacted by the proposed project? 
 
Based on correspondence received from the USFWS through correspondence and a review of the 
IPaC database, there are no critical habitats located in or near the proposed project site. 
 
(7) Would the proposed project affect species protected under the Migratory Bird Act? (If Yes, 
contact the local ADO). 
 
The Proposed Action contains the removal and/or trimming of approximately 28.5 acres of trees. 
Projects which involve the removal of trees are inherent with the potential to affect migratory bird 
populations. A review of the USFWS IPaC database indicates there are 20 species of migratory birds 
which could potentially be affected by the Proposed Action. 
 
In order to avoid impacts to the migratory bird populations, the tree removal associated with the 
Proposed Action will be conducted within the period of time between October 15th and March 31st. 
 
If the answer to any of the above is “Yes”, consult with the USWFS and appropriate state 
agencies and provide all correspondence and documentation.  
 
(C) CLIMATE 
(1) Would the proposed project or alternative(s) result in the increase or decrease of emissions 
of Greenhouse gases (GHG)? If neither, this should be briefly explained and no further analysis 
is required and proceed to (D) Coastal Resources. 
 
The Proposed Action does not include any components which would introduce new sources of 
Greenhouse gases. Construction equipment emissions will be temporary and will not exceed 
established de minimis levels, and no contributions to GHG are anticipated.  
 
(2) Will the proposed project or alternative(s) result in a net decrease in GHG emissions (as 
indicated by quantitative data or proxy measures such as reduction in fuel burn, delay, or flight 
operations)? A brief statement describing the factual basis for this conclusion is sufficient. 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
(3) Will the proposed project or alternative(s) result in an increase in GHG emissions?  
Emissions should be assessed either qualitatively or quantitatively as described in 1050.1F Desk 
Reference or Aviation Emissions and Air Quality Handbook. 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
(D) COASTAL RESOURCES 
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(1) Would the proposed project occur in a coastal zone, or affect the use of a coastal resource, 
as defined by your state's Coastal Zone Management Plan (CZMP)? Explain.  
 
The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) regulates the coastal zone 
management program. The program is a voluntary partnership between the Federal government and 
the U.S. coastal states, and territories authorized by the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972. The 
purpose of this act was to preserve, protect, develop, and where possible, restore and enhance the 
nation’s coastal zone for this and subsequent generations. The State of West Virginia is not a coastal 
zone state. Therefore, the Proposed Action is not regulated under the coastal zone management 
program. 
 
(2) If Yes, is the project consistent with the State's CZMP? (If applicable, attach the sponsor's 
consistency certification and the state's concurrence of that certification). 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
(3) Is the location of the proposed project within the Coastal Barrier Resources System? (If Yes, 
and the project would receive federal funding, coordinate with the FWS and attach record of 
consultation). 
 
Coastal barriers are landscape features that shield and protect the mainland from the full force of 
wind, wave, and tidal energies. The Coastal Barrier Resources Act was passed in 1982 to address the 
problems of coastal barrier development. This act prohibits, with some exceptions, federal financial 
assistance for development within the Coastal Barrier Resources System that consists of undeveloped 
coastal barriers along the Atlantic and Gulf coasts. The proposed project area does not lie within any 
of these coastal systems; therefore, the Proposed Action will have no impact on coastal barriers. 
 
(E) SECTION 4(f) RESOURCES 
(1)  Does the proposed project have an impact on any publicly owned land from a public park, 
recreation area, or wildlife or waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local significance, or an 
historic site of national, state, or local significance?   Specify if the use will be physical (an actual 
taking of the property) or constructive (i.e. activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4 (f) 
property are substantially impaired.)  If the answer is “No,” proceed to (F) Farmlands. 
 
The Proposed Action will not include the acquisition of any publicly owned land or avigation 
easements which would be subject to the provisions of Section 4(f).   
 
The Proposed Action will not impact a historical site of national, state, or local significance.  The 
West Virginia Division of Culture and History was consulted for a review of the project footprint.  
The review resulted in a finding that no historic properties will be affected by the proposed 
undertaking.  A copy of the consultation is included in Appendix #8. 
 
(2) Is a De Minimis impact determination recommended?  If “yes”, please provide; supporting 
documentation that this impact will not substantially impair or adversely affect the activities, 
features, or attributes of the Section 4 (f) property; a Section 106 finding of “no adverse effect” 
if historic properties are involved; any mitigation measures; a letter from the official with 
jurisdiction concurring with the recommended de minimis finding; and proof of public 
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involvement. (See Section 5.3.3 of 1050.1F Desk Reference).  If “No,” stop development of this 
form and prepare a standard Environmental Assessment. 
Not Applicable. 
 
(F) FARMLANDS 
Does the project involve acquisition of farmland, or use of farmland, that would be converted 
to non-agricultural use and is protected by the Federal Farmland Protection Policy Act 
(FPPA)? (If Yes, attach record of coordination with the Natural Resources Conservation 
Service (NRCS), including form AD-1006.)  
 
In order to determine the presence of any prime, unique, or statewide or locally important farmland, 
the Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey was consulted. A custom 
summary report was prepared which detailed the soils contained within the potential impact area. A 
copy of this report is included as Appendix #6. A summary of the soils within the potential impact 
area are shown in Table 6.F.1 below: 
 
Table 6.F.1: Farmland Classifications 

Map 
Unit 

Symbol 
Map Unit Name Acreage 

Percentage of 
Potential 

Impact Area 
Farmland Classification 

BkC Berks-Weikert complex 
8 to 15 percent slopes 3.79 13.3% Not Prime Farmland 

BkD Berks-Weikert complex 
15 to 25 percent slopes 9.58 33.6% Not Prime Farmland 

BkE Berks-Weikert complex 
25 to 35 percent slopes 9.35 32.8% Not Prime Farmland 

BkF Berks-Weikert complex 
35 to 70 percent slopes 3.72 13.0% Not Prime Farmland 

MoB 
Monongahela silt loam, 
moist 
3 to 8 percent slopes 

0.20 0.8% Farmland of Statewide 
Importance 

Ph Philo loam 0.10 0.3% Prime Farmland 
Pn Pope-Atkins complex 1.23 4.3% Not Prime Farmland 
Py Purdy silt loam 0.54 1.9% Not Prime Farmland 

Totals 28.51 100%  
 
The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) regulates Federal actions with the potential to convert 
farmland to non-agricultural uses. The Proposed Action does not contain any components which 
would irreversibly convert farmland to non-agricultural uses. The proposed avigation easements will 
protect against future obstructions; and, as such, the overall use of the properties will not be altered. 
Therefore, the Proposed Action is not subject to the requirements of FPPA regulations. 
 
(G) HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, SOLID WASTE, AND POLLUTION PREVENTION 
(1) Would the proposed project involve the use of land that may contain hazardous materials 
or cause potential contamination from hazardous materials? (If Yes, attach record of 
consultation with appropriate agencies). Explain. 
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The US EPA National Priorities List (NPL) was reviewed and there are no proposed, final or deleted 
NPL sites in the project vicinity. The Proposed Action does not contain any components which could 
potentially create contamination from hazardous materials. 
 
(2) Would the operation and/or construction of the project generate significant amounts of solid 
waste? If Yes, are local disposal facilities capable of handling the additional volumes of waste 
resulting from the project?  Explain. 
 
The Proposed Action will not generate a significant amount of solid waste. The largest quantity of 
waste material generated will consist of vegetable material which is bio-degradable. There is a 
potential for the accumulation of a small amount of solid waste being generated from packaging debris 
or construction personnel related trash. All waste material will be properly disposed of and the local 
facilities are capable of handling the minimal volume of waste generated. 
 
The silos will be altered by manufacturers familiar with the construction and composition of the silos.  
Any solid waste concerns will be coordinated with the manufacturer and included in the design phase 
of the Proposed Action.   
 
(3) Will the project produce an appreciable different quantity or type of hazardous waste?  Will 
there be any potential impacts that could adversely affect human health or the environment? 
 
The Proposed Action consists of the removal of trees, two light structures and the lowering of three 
silos and will not produce any type of hazardous waste. 
 
(H) HISTORIC, ARCHITECTURAL, ARCHEOLOGICAL, AND CULTURAL 
RESOURCES 
(1) Describe any impact the proposed project might have on any properties listed in, or eligible 
for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.  (Include a record of your consultation 
and response with the State or Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (S/THPO)). 
 
The West Virginia State Historic Preservation Officer was consulted to determine the level of impact, 
if any, that the Proposed Action may have on property listed in or eligible for inclusion into the 
National Register of Historic Places. Based on this consultation, there are no properties listed in or 
eligible for inclusion into the National Register within or immediately adjacent to the proposed project 
site.   
 
It should be noted that the Section 106 cultural resources review was based on project area descriptors 
that are different than those presently ascribed to the project areas.  The project areas were refined in 
October 2017 after a Light Detection and Ranging (LIDAR) survey was completed.  LIDAR is a 
remote sensing system that can be used to measure vegetation height.  However, the overall project 
areas are substantially similar, and, there were no significant comments as a result of the previous 
Section 106 cultural resources review.  A review request was submitted to the West Virginia State 
Historic Preservation Officer in December 2017 and a response was received January 2018.  
Therefore, the Proposed Action will have no effect on this resource category. A copy of all 
documentation associated with this consultation is included as Appendix #8. 
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(2) Describe any impacts to archeological resources as a result of the proposed project. (Include 
a record of consultation with persons or organizations with relevant expertise, including the 
S/THPO, if applicable). 
 
The West Virginia State Historic Preservation Officer was consulted to determine the level of impact, 
if any, that the Proposed Action may have on archaeological resources. Historic and archaeological 
resource surveys were conducted and coordinated with SHPO. Based on this consultation, there are 
no documented archaeological resources, and it is unlikely that significant archaeological resources 
are present due to the previously disturbed nature of the project areas.  Therefore, the Proposed Action 
will have no effect on this resource category. A copy of all documentation associated with this 
consultation is included as Appendix #8. 
 
(I) LAND USE 
(1) Would the proposed project result in other (besides noise) impacts that have land use 
ramifications, such as disruption of communities, relocation of residences or businesses, or 
impact natural resource areas?  Explain. 
 
The Proposed Action will not result in significant land use impacts. The implementation of the 
Proposed Action will not alter the land use of either the project site or any areas within the immediate 
vicinity. The Proposed Action will temporarily reduce the silage storage on an active dairy farm by 
reducing the height of three existing silos.   The landowner will be monetarily compensated which 
will allow for the construction of an additional silo to replace the lost storage.  The new silo will have 
a height/location restriction associated with the Runway 5 approaches.  There will be no disruption 
to communities or relocations of residences or businesses associated with the action.  
 
The provisions of the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act (the 
Uniform Act) and FAA Advisory Circular 150/5100-17 will be followed for the proposed easement 
acquisitions and silo impacts.  Section 3.2.1 in FAA Advisory Circular 150/5100-17 states that “The 
sponsor must make all reasonable efforts to contact the owner or the owner’s representative and 
discuss its offer to purchase the property, including the basis for the offer of just compensation and 
explain its acquisition policies and procedures, including its payment of incidental expenses.  The 
owner must be given reasonable opportunity to consider the offer and present material that the owner 
believes is relevant in determining the property value, and to suggest modification of the proposed 
purchase terms and conditions. 
 
(2) Would the proposed project be located near or create a wildlife hazard as defined in FAA 
Advisory Circular 150/5200-33, "Wildlife Hazards On and Near Airports"?  Explain. 
 
Advisory Circular 150/5200-33B indicates the following land uses have the potential to attract 
hazardous wildlife and threaten aviation safety: 
 

 Waste Disposal Operations; 
 Water Management Facilities; 
 Wetlands; 
 Dredge spoil containment areas; 
 Agricultural activities;  
 Golf Courses, Landscaping and other Land-Use Considerations;  and 
 Synergistic Effects of Surrounding Land Uses. 
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The disturbance areas contained within the Proposed Action are located near wetlands and parcels of 
property which are currently being utilized for agricultural activities. The parcels of property 
containing agricultural activities are identified in the land use map included Paragraph 4 and the 
locations of the wetlands are further identified in Paragraph 5(N).  
 
Agricultural Activities 
The areas currently being used for agricultural activities are generally located near the approach end 
of Runway 5. These parcels are generally used for small scale dairy cattle, swine and crop production. 
The portion of the Proposed Action in this area consists of altering 5 structures (3 grain silos, 1 
obstruction light tower and 1 utility pole), clearing 2.56 acres of trees and trimming 1.76 acres of 
trees. While being located near these activities, the Proposed Action has no components which would 
alter the current setting as it relates to the presence of wildlife hazards.  
 
Wetland Areas 
Wetlands are present within the general areas covered by the approach surfaces for Runways 5 and 
23. While being in the general vicinity, there are no wetlands within the areas which will be disturbed 
through the Proposed Action. Therefore, the Proposed Action will not alter the current setting of the 
wetlands as it relates to the presence of a wildlife hazard. The existing conditions will be maintained. 
 
(3) Include documentation to support sponsor’s assurance under 49 U.S.C. § 47107 (a) (10), of 
the 1982 Airport Act, that appropriate actions will be taken, to the extent reasonable, to restrict 
land use to purposes compatible with normal airport operations. 
 
The Proposed Action involves the acquisition of obstruction removal easements for parcels of 
property which are situated within the Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport’s airspace. By 
acquiring avigation easements for these parcels, the Airport Authority will better be able to assure 
that land uses associated with the subject properties will strictly conform to aviation related 
operations. 
 
(J) NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENERGY SUPPLY  
What effect would the project have on natural resource and energy consumption? (Attach 
record of consultations with local public utilities or suppliers if appropriate)  
 
The Proposed Action will have a minimal impact on energy consumption associated with construction 
equipment which will not result in long-term impacts.  The lowering of the silos should be 
accomplished within 60 days.  The tree removal and trimming operations should be accomplished 
within 12 months. 
 
(K) NOISE AND NOISE-COMPATIBLE LAND USE 
Will the project increase noise by DNL 1.5 dB or more for a noise sensitive area that is exposed 
to noise at or above the DNL 65 dB noise exposure level, or that will be exposed at or above the 
DNL 65 dB level due to a DNL 1.5 dB or greater increase, when compared to the no action 
alternative for the same timeframe? (Use AEM as a screening tool and AEDT 2b as appropriate. 
See FAA Order 1050.1F Desk Reference, Chapter 11, or FAA Order 1050.1F, Appendix B, for 
further guidance).  Please provide all information used to reach your conclusion.  If yes, contact 
your local ADO. 
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The Proposed Action does not contain project components which would create an increase in aircraft 
related noise. Essentially, the Proposed Action is being undertaken to maintain the existing aircraft 
fleet mix utilizing the airport.  
 
Also, FAA Order 1050.1F states “No noise analysis is needed for projects involving Design Group I 
and II airplanes (wingspan less than 79 feet) in Approach Categories A through D (landing speed less 
than 166 knots) operating at airports whose forecast operations in the period covered by the NEPA 
document do not exceed 90,000 annual propeller operations (247 average daily operations) or 700 
annual jet operations (2 average daily operations)….” The Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport 
meets these operational level requirements and would not require a noise analysis. The Elkins-
Randolph County Regional Airport typically accommodates approach category B aircraft and the 
maximum number of annual operations within the forecasting period contained in the 2011 master 
plan update is approximately 6,750. 
 
In order to minimize the disruption to the local residents, the Contractor will be required to limit 
project activity to a Monday through Friday work schedule with all work commencing after 8:00 a.m. 
and concluding by 5:00 p.m.  Due to the project footprint and separate project areas, disruption to 
local residents will only occur when tree trimming and/or clearing is occurring in the proximity of 
each residence, and, not for the duration of the project. 
 
(L) SOCIOECONOMICS, ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE, and CHILDREN’S HEALTH 
and SAFETY RISKS 
(1) Would the project cause an alteration in surface traffic patterns, or cause a noticeable 
increase in surface traffic congestion or decrease in Level of Service? 
 
The Proposed Action does not contain any components which would permanently alter surface traffic 
patterns or create a noticeable increase in surface traffic congestion in the vicinity of the project site. 
Upon completion of the Proposed Action, the existing conditions, as they relate to surface traffic 
patterns, will remain unchanged. 
 
While not having any permanent impacts, the Proposed Action will cause temporary impacts to the 
surface traffic patterns and could potentially cause temporary intermittent increases in surface traffic 
congestion. The Proposed Action contains construction elements which would introduce the presence 
of construction equipment and additional trucks to the area for project material/equipment deliveries 
to the site or the removal of timber products. There may also be intermittent temporary road closures 
when trees are being felled adjacent to active roadways.   
 
In order to minimize the disruption to local traffic, the Contractor will be required to limit project 
activity to a Monday through Friday work schedule with all work commencing after 8:00 a.m. and 
concluding by 5:00 p.m. The Contractor will only be allowed to transport equipment or materials into 
or out of the project areas during this time period.  
 
Based on the work being restricted to off-peak hours, the impact to local traffic patterns and 
congestion is not considered to be significant. The roadways to be used to access the project site are 
sufficient to accommodate the increase in traffic without a significant decrease in the level of service. 
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(2) Would the project cause induced, or secondary, socioeconomic impacts to surrounding 
communities, such as changes to business and economic activity in a community; impact public 
service demands; induce shifts in population movement and growth, etc.?  
 
The Proposed Action is not anticipated to cause significant socioeconomic impacts to the surrounding 
communities; however, the Proposed Action does have the potential to negatively impact one business 
located within the approach surface limits for the Runway 5 approach. The three silos which are to 
be lowered are located on an active dairy farm operation. The silos are currently being used to store 
the silage which is utilized as feed for the dairy livestock.  
 
The Proposed Action contemplates reducing the overall height of the three silo structures. This 
reduction in height will reduce the overall storage capacity of the silos. This reduction in storage 
volume will impact the dairy operation by creating a situation where the operator has to expend more 
time and resources to refill the silos at a shorter interval as compared to the filling interval utilized 
currently. The Proposed Action will reduce the combined storage volume of the three silos by 24,151 
cubic feet or 19,406.87 bushels. 
 
In order to mitigate the loss of storage volume, the Proposed Action will include providing monetary 
compensation to the property owner in an amount equal to the cost associated with constructing a 
replacement structure. The lost volume can be replaced by a structure with a 25’ diameter and 50’ 
tall. This replacement structure would provide a storage capacity of 24,543.69 cubic feet or 19,722.42 
bushels. The cost associated with the construction of this replacement structure is estimated to be 
approximately $250,000. The compensation for the replacement structure would include a stipulation 
that the replacement structure be constructed in a manner which did not create an obstruction to the 
Runway 5 approach surface. 
 
(3) Would the project have a disproportionate impact on minority and/or low-income 
communities?  Consider human health, social, economic, and environmental issues in your 
evaluation.  Refer to DOT Order 5610.2(a) which provides the definition for the types of adverse 
impacts that should be considered when assessing impacts to environmental justice populations. 
 
The Proposed Action will not have a disproportionate impact on minority or low-income 
communities.  
 
According to the United States Census Bureau, West Virginia has a population of 1,852,994.  The 
race mixture of the population of the state is comprised of approximately 93.5% White, 3.6% African 
American, 1.7% Hispanic or Latino and 1.2% other races. The median household income for the state 
is $44,921 with 17.8% of the population living in poverty.  
 
According to the United States Census Bureau, Randolph County, West Virginia has a population of 
29,405. The race mixture for the population of the county is comprised of approximately 96.3% 
White, 1.8% African American, 1.0% Hispanic or Latino and 0.9% other races. The median 
household income for the county is $41,094 with 19.4% of the population living in poverty.  
 
The Runway 5 end is within Census Tract 9664 and the Runway 23 end is within Census Tract 9660.  
 
According to the most recent data, Census Tract 9664 has an estimated population of 5,990.  The race 
mixture of the population includes 99.3% White, 0.7% African American, 0.5% Hispanic or Latino, 
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and 0.0% other races. Census Tract 9660 has an estimated population of 4,140.  The Race mixture of 
the population includes 97.5% White, 0.5% African American, 1.3% Hispanic of Latino, and 1.0% 
other races. 
 
Census Tract 9664 has a median household income of $46,576 and 14.5% of the population are living 
in poverty. Census Tract 9660 has a median household income of $42,070 and 10.3% of the 
population are living in poverty. 
 
The area in the vicinity of the airport is not considered a minority community.  The income level of 
the census tracts encompassing the project area is higher than both the County and State average and 
the percentage of the population living in poverty is lower than both the County and State averages; 
therefore, the Proposed Action will not have a disproportionate impact on minority and/or low income 
populations. 
 
The United States Census Bureau information is included as Appendix #9. 
 
The provisions of the Uniform Act will be followed for the proposed avigation easement acquisitions.   
 
(4) Would the project have the potential to lead to a disproportionate health or safety risk to 
children? 
 
According to the United States Census Bureau, in West Virginia, the percentage of children under the 
age of 18 is 20.2%   
 
According to the United States Census Bureau, in Randolph County, West Virginia, the percentage 
of children under the age of 18 is 18.8%.  
 
According to the most recent data, children under 18 is 23.7% for Census Tract 9664 and 18.2% for 
Census Tract 9660.  Although Census Tract 9664 is slightly higher than State and County percentages, 
the Proposed Action is not anticipated to have a disproportionate health and safety risk to children. 
 
The United States Census Bureau information is included as Appendix #9. 
 
If the answer is “YES” to any of the above, please explain the nature and degree of the impact. 
Also provide a description of mitigation measures which would be considered to reduce any 
adverse impacts. 
 
(M) VISUAL EFFECTS INCLUDING LIGHT EMISSIONS 
(1)Would the project have the potential to create annoyance or interfere with normal activities 
from light emissions for nearby residents?   
 
The Proposed Action does not include any elements which would introduce a new source of light 
emissions; therefore, the project is not inherent with the potential to create annoyance or interfere 
with normal activities due to light emissions. 
 
(2) Would the project have the potential to affect the visual character of nearby areas due to 
light emissions? 
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The Proposed Action does not include the introduction of any new light emission sources; therefore, 
the project is not inherent with the potential to affect the visual character of nearby areas due to the 
presence of new light sources. 
 
While not having the potential to affect the visual character of the areas through the introduction of a 
new light emission source, the Proposed Action does have the potential to affect the visual character 
of the project areas through alterations to existing lines of sight. The Proposed Action consists of 
removing trees and structures which would alter the viewsheds by potentially introducing new lines 
of sight into previously obscured areas.  The proposed clearing and trimming areas in each of the 
areas have been presented and reviewed with the affected property owners on an individual basis.  
 
Visual resources site plans, Sheets No. 6.1 and 6.2 are included in Appendix #10. 
 
Area No. 1 (Appendix #10 Sheet No. 6.1) 
Area No. 1 includes a clearing area of 0.83 acre. The area to be cleared is located on a hillside between 
a pavilion used by the Elkins Jehovah Witnesses Kingdom Hall and a residence located in the valley 
below. The area is located in a much larger wooded area surrounding the pavilion and extending down 
the hill towards the residence. The following is a general description of each of the viewsheds: 
 

 Jehovah’s Witnesses Kingdom Hall Pavilion: The pavilion is located at the northeast 
corner of a flat open area situated to the northwest of the Kingdom Hall building. The 
pavilion has generally open views of the areas to the south and southwest. The views 
to the north and northeast are of the wooded area of which Area No. 1 is a part. 
 

 Douglas Residence: The residence is located in secluded wooded area situated in the 
valley to the northeast of the Kingdom Hall building. The residence has limited views 
of the surrounding areas. 

 
The removal of the trees will slightly alter the lines of sight between the pavilion and the residence. 
A small buffer of trees will remain around the residence, so the lines of sight between the two points 
will only be marginally affected. The general visual nature of the area will essentially remain un-
changed, so there are no significant impacts anticipated. 
 
Area No. 2 (Appendix #10 Sheet No. 6.1) 
Area No. 2 includes a disturbance area of 10.11 acres. The area includes 4.43 acres of trimming and 
5.68 acres of clearing. The area is located on a hilltop immediately to the west of the extended Runway 
23 centerline. The trimming and clearing areas are located in a larger wooded residential area. There 
are fifteen residences and/or commercial properties in the immediate vicinity of the proposed 
disturbance areas. The following is a general description of each of the existing viewsheds: 
 

 Simmons Residence: The residence is located in a secluded wooded area with limited 
views of surrounding residences. The primary open area is towards Oak Street and 
reveals a view of the Stalnaker residence. 
 

 Stalnaker Residence: The residence is located adjacent to Oak Street in a mostly open 
area with wooded areas behind the residence. The residence has mostly open views of 
the surrounding residences. The view from the front of the residence is across Oak 
Street onto the wooded area included in Area No. 2. 
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 L. Little Residence: The residence is located in a mostly wooded area with obscured 

views on the western, northern and eastern sides. The residence has a mostly open 
view to the south with a direct line of sight through a clear lawn area into Area No. 2. 

 
 J. Little Residence: The residence is located near the southeast corner of the L. Little 

residence with a mostly wooded area behind the residence to the north and to the east. 
The residence has mostly open views to the west and south with an obscured view of 
the Beverly Pike to the east. The residence has a direct line of sight through a clear 
lawn area to the south into Area No. 2. 

 
 Kisner Residence: The residence is located adjacent to the driveway for the L. Little 

residence with a mostly wooded area behind the residence to the east. The residence 
has mostly open view to the north and west with partially obscured views of Oak Street 
and Area No. 2 to the south and the Beverly Pike to the east. 

 
 L. Little 2nd Residence: The residence is located adjacent to Oak Street in a mostly 

open area with wooded areas to the east of the residence. The residence has mostly 
open views of the surrounding residences. The view from the front of the residence is 
across Oak Street onto the wooded area included in Area No. 2. 

 
 Barger Residence: The residence is located adjacent to the intersection of Oak Street 

and the Beverly Pike. The residence is located in a generally open area with direct 
views of the Beverly Pike and the surrounding developed areas. The views to the south 
and west of the residence are of the wooded areas included in Area No. 2.   
 

 Bosworth Residence: The residence is located in a secluded wooded area with limited 
views of surrounding residences. The view to the east of the residence extends out over 
the Beverly Pike to other developed areas. The residence is generally encompassed by 
Area No. 2 on all sides. 

 
 Gum Residence: The residence is located in a mostly open area with generally open 

views of the neighboring residences to the south. The residence has limited views in a 
southeastern direction of the Beverly Pike and the surrounding developed areas. The 
views to the north and west of the residence are of the wooded areas included in Area 
No. 2. 

 
 Douglas Residence: The residence is located in secluded wooded area situated in the 

valley to the northeast of the Kingdom Hall building. The residence has limited views 
of the surrounding areas. The views to the north and east of the residence are of the 
wooded area included in Area No. 2. 

 
 Jehovah’s Witnesses Kingdom Hall: The Kingdom Hall building is located on a 

plateau to the southwest of Area No. 2. The views to the east, south and west are of 
the commercial and residential areas adjacent to the Beverly Pike and the Elkins-
Randolph County Regional Airport. The views to the north are of a hillside which rises 
up to a second plateau on which a pavilion is situated. Area No. 2 is visible from the 
building to the northeast. 
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 Bennett Residence: The residence is located in a mostly open area with views of the 

developed areas around the Beverly Pike to the south and the east. The views to the 
west are of a partially wooded area. The views to the north of the residence are of 
adjacent properties and the wooded area included in Area No. 2. 

 
 Shreve Commercial Property: The commercial property is located in an open area with 

views of the developed areas round the Beverly Pike to the south and the east. The 
views to the west are of the hillside on which the Jehovah’s Witnesses Kingdom Hall 
is situated. The views to the north are of a partially wooded hillside leading up to the 
Bennett Residence. 
 

 Sponaugle Residence: The residence is located in an open area with views of the 
developed areas around the Beverly Pike to the south and the east. The views to the 
west are of the hillside on which the Jehovah’s Witnesses Kingdom Hall is situated. 
The views to the north are of a partially wooded hillside leading up to the Bennett 
Residence. 

 
 McLaughlin Residence: The residence is located in an open area adjacent to the 

Beverly Pike with views of the associated developed areas to the south and the east. 
The views to the west are of the hillside on which the Jehovah’s Witnesses Kingdom 
Hall is situated. The views to the north are of a partially wooded hillside leading up to 
the Bennett Residence. 

 
The trimming component of the Proposed Action is not anticipated to have a significant impact on 
the visual character of the area. However, the clearing component of the Proposed Action is inherent 
with the potential to alter the lines of sight from the surrounding residences. The removal of trees will 
create more open space in the area and potentially reduce the secluded character of the residences. 
The following is a description of the potential for impacts to each residence:  
 

 Simmons Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 2 will alter the views from the 
residence to the east and south. The views from the residence will transition from 
views of a secluded wooded area to partially obscured views of an open grassed area. 
A small visual buffer consisting of trees which are designated to be trimmed will 
remain. This visual buffer will help mitigate the impacts to the lines of sight. The 
remaining areas around the residence as included in the trimming area and the views 
are anticipated to remain largely unchanged. 
 

 Stalnaker Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 2 will alter the views from the 
residence to the south. The views from the residence will transition from views of a 
secluded wooded area to partially obscured views of an open grassed area. A small 
visual buffer of trees which are designated to be trimmed will remain. This visual 
buffer will help mitigate the impacts to the lines of sight. The remaining views from 
the residence have the potential to be impacted by the Proposed Action. These impacts 
are discussed in more detail under the Area No. 3 discussion.  

 
 L. Little and J. Little Residences: The removal of trees in Area No. 2 will alter the 

views from the two residences to the south. The residences have a direct line of sight 
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over an open lawn area into Area No. 2. The views beyond the open lawn area will 
transition from views of a wooded area to partially obscured views of an open grassed 
area. A small visual buffer of trees which are designated to be trimmed will remain. 
This visual buffer will help mitigate the impacts to the lines of sight. The remaining 
views from the residences have the potential to be impacted by the Proposed Action. 
These impacts are discussed in more detail under the Area No. 3 discussion.   

 
 Kisner and L. Little 2nd Residences: The removal of trees in Area No. 2 will alter the 

views from the residences to the south. The views from the residences will transition 
from views of a wooded area to partially obscured views of an open grassed area. A 
small visual buffer of trees which are designated to be trimmed will remain. This visual 
buffer will help mitigate the impacts to the lines of sight. The remaining views from 
the residences have the potential to be impacted by the Proposed Action. These 
impacts are discussed in more detail under the Area No. 3 discussion.  
 

 Barger Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 2 will have minimal impact on 
the views to the west and south from the residence. The wooded areas immediately 
adjacent to the residence are designated as trimming areas; therefore, a visual buffer 
will remain which will help mitigate any impacts to lines of sight.  

 
 Bosworth Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 2 will alter the views from the 

residence to the north and northwest. The character of the views will transition from a 
wooded area with significant seclusion to an open grassed area.  
 

 Gum Residence: The removal of the trees in Area No. 2 will slightly alter the views 
from the residence to the north. The character of these views will transition from a 
wooded area to an open grassed area. A small buffer of trees will remain between the 
open space created in Area No. 2 and the residence which will help mitigate the 
impacts to the views. The remaining views from the residence will remain unchanged.  

 
 Douglas Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 2 will alter the views from the 

residence to the east. The views to the east of the residence will transition from views 
of a wooded area to views of an open grassed area. A small visual buffer will remain 
between the residence and the tree removal area. This visual buffer will help mitigate 
the impacts to the lines of sight. 

 
 Jehovah’s Witnesses Kingdom Hall: The removal of trees in Area No. 2 will 

marginally alter the views from the Kingdom Hall building to the northeast. The view 
from the building will transition from a view of a wooded knoll to a grassy knoll. The 
knoll included in Area No. 2 is approximately 500 feet away at its closest point, so the 
impact to the lines of sight from the Kingdom Hall building are anticipated to be 
minimal. 

 
 Bennett Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 2 will alter the views from the 

residence to the north. The views to the north of the residence will transition from a 
wooded hillside to an open grassed hillside. Areas of trees immediately adjacent to the 
residence are included in the area designated for tree trimming. These remaining trees 
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will help mitigate the impacts to the lines of sight to the north. The remaining views 
from the residence will remain largely unchanged. 

 
 Shreve Commercial Property: The removal of trees in Area No. 2 will have no impact 

to the views from the property. The views to the northwest are of a partially wooded 
hillside leading up to the Bennett Residence. The hillside obscures any views into the 
clearing portion of Area No. 2. A small portion of the wooded hillside to the northwest 
of the property are included in the area designated for tree trimming. While the views 
of the wooded area will be altered because of the visual effects associated with the tree 
trimming, no new lines of sight will be introduced. The remaining views from the 
property will remain largely unchanged. 
 

 Sponaugle Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 2 will have no impact to the 
views from the residence. The views to the north are of a partially wooded hillside 
leading up to the Bennett Residence. The hillside obscures any views into the clearing 
portion of Area No. 2. A small portion of the wooded hillside to the north of the 
residence are included in the area designated for tree trimming. While the views of the 
wooded area will be altered because of the visual effects associated with the tree 
trimming, no new lines of sight will be introduced. The remaining views from the 
residence will remain largely unchanged. 

 
 McLaughlin Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 2 will have no impact to the 

views from the residence. The views to the northwest are of a partially wooded hillside 
leading up to the Bennett Residence. The hillside obscures any views into the clearing 
portion of Area No. 2. A small portion of the wooded hillside to the northwest of the 
residence are included in the area designated for tree trimming. While the views of the 
wooded area will be altered because of the visual effects associated with the tree 
trimming, no new lines of sight will be introduced. The remaining views from the 
residence will remain largely unchanged. 

 
Area No. 3 (Appendix #10 Sheet No. 6.1) 
Area No. 3 includes a disturbance area of 4.05 acres. The area is divided into 2.96 acres of trimming 
and 1.09 acres of clearing. The area is generally located on a hilltop with the outer portions of the 
disturbance area extending down the hillside slightly. The majority of the disturbance area is a stand 
of trees located around the perimeter of a grassed lawn area. The disturbance area is located in the 
general vicinity of eight residences. The following is a general description of each of the residence’s 
existing viewshed:  
 

 Stalnaker Residence: The residence is located adjacent to Oak Street in a mostly open 
area with wooded areas behind the residence. The residence has mostly open views of 
the surrounding residences. The view from the front of the residence is across Oak 
Street onto the wooded area included in Area No. 2. The view from the rear of the 
residence is to the north into Area No. 3. 

 
 L. Little Residence: The residence is located in a mostly wooded area with obscured 

views on the western, northern and eastern sides. The residence has a mostly open 
view to the south with direct lines of sight to four neighboring residences.  
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 J. Little Residence: The residence is located near the southeast corner of the L. Little 
residence with a mostly wooded area behind the residence to the east. The residence 
has mostly open views to the north, west and south with an obscured view of the 
Beverly Pike to the east. 

 
 Kisner Residence: The residence is located adjacent to the driveway for the L. Little 

residence with a mostly wooded area behind the residence to the east. The residence 
has mostly open view to the north and west with an obscured views of Oak Street to 
the south and the Beverly Pike to the east. 

 
 L. Little 2nd Residence: The residence is located adjacent to Oak Street in a mostly 

open area with wooded areas to the east of the residence. The residence has mostly 
open views of the surrounding residences. The view from the front of the residence is 
across Oak Street onto the wooded area included in Area No. 2. The view from the 
rear of the residence is to the north into Area No. 3. 
 

 W. Arbogast Residence: The residence is located to the northeast of the L. Little 
residence. The residence is situated in a mostly wooded area. The views from the 
residence are generally of wooded hillside. The residence has a mostly obscured view 
of the Beverly Pike to the east. 
 

 Epply Residence: The residence is located on a hill top to the northwest of the L. Little 
residence. The residence is situated in a mostly wooded area. The views from the 
residence in all directions is of wooded areas. There is a wooded buffer between the 
residence and the W. Arbogast and L. Little residences. 

 
 Saseen Residence: The residence is located to the northwest of the Stalnaker residence 

in a depressed area adjacent to a private drive which connects to Oak Street. The 
residence is situated in a mostly wooded area with an open view of the street. The 
views from the residence in all directions is generally of wooded areas. The view to 
the east is of the wooded hillside which is included in Area No. 3. 

 
The trimming component of the Proposed Action is not anticipated to have a significant impact on 
the visual character of the area. However, the clearing component of the Proposed Action has the 
potential to alter the lines of sight from the surrounding residences. The removal of the trees will 
increase the open spaces in the area and potentially introduce new lines of sight into adjacent 
developed areas. The following is a description of the potential for impacts to each residence:  
 

 Stalnaker Residence: The removal of the trees in Area No. 3 has the potential to 
marginally alter the views from the residence to the north. The area designated for 
clearing is located behind a substantial area designated for trimming. Once the trees 
area removed, a grassed area may be visible through the stand of remaining trees, but 
a significant negative impact is not anticipated as the remaining trees will serve as a 
visual buffer.  
 

 L. Little Residence: The removal of the trees in Area No. 3 will alter the views from 
the residence to west and north by increasing the open space around the residence. 
Once the trees are removed, there will still be a wooded area on these sides, but a new 
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open space will be introduced. The removal of the trees will introduce a new line of 
sight towards the Epply residence.  
 

 J. Little Residence: The removal of the trees in Area No. 3 will alter the views from 
the residence to the west by increasing the amount of open space. The views to the 
west from the residence will still include views of wooded areas, but with an expanded 
open space prior to the wood line.  The views to the east from the residence will still 
include views of wooded areas; the proposed tree trimming will lower the existing tree 
heights. 
 

 Kisner Residence: The removal of the trees in Area No. 3 will alter the views from the 
residence to the northwest by increasing the amount of open space. These views will 
still include views of wooded areas, but with an expanded open space prior to the wood 
line. The remaining views from the residence will remain largely the same.  The views 
to the east from the residence will still include views of wooded areas; the proposed 
tree trimming will lower the existing tree heights. 
 

 L. Little 2nd Residence: The removal of the trees in Area No. 3 will not have a 
significant impact on the views from the residence. The open area to the north of the 
residence will be expanded, but the residence is not in close enough proximity to the 
tree removal area for the impact to be significant. The removal of the trees in Area No. 
3 will not introduce any new lines of sight.  The views to the east from the residence 
will still include views of wooded areas and the residence is not in close enough 
proximity to the tree trimming area for the impact to be significant. 

 
 W. Arbogast Residence: The removal of the trees in Area No. 3 will have little impact 

on the views from the residence. The residence is located at the bottom of this hill on 
which Area No. 3 is located. A wooded buffer will remain between the residence and 
the tree removal area. It is unlikely the views from the residence will be affected.  The 
views to the south from the residence will still include views of wooded areas; the 
proposed tree trimming will lower the existing tree heights. 

 
 Epply Residence: The removal of the trees in Area No. 3 will alter the views to the 

south from the residence. Currently, there is a wooded buffer between the residence 
and the L. Little residence. Upon completion of the tree removal, this wooded buffer 
will be removed and the direct line of sight between the residences will be cleared. 
The views to the south from the residence will transition from views of a wooded area 
to views of a grassy area with a wooded background. 

 
 Saseen Residence: The removal of the trees in Area No. 3 will alter the views from the 

residence to the northeast. The views will transition from a wooded hillside to an open 
grassy hillside. The views to the east are generally of areas designated for trimming 
and should remain largely unchanged. 

 
Area No. 4 (Appendix #10 Sheet No. 6.1) 
Area No. 4 includes a disturbance area of 8.83 acres. The disturbance area consists of 2.85 acres of 
trimming and 5.98 acres of clearing. The area is located on a ridge line running approximately parallel 
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to the Beverly Pike. There are six residences and five commercial properties within the general 
vicinity of the removal area. The following is a general description of each of the existing viewsheds: 

 
 Civiello Residence: The residence is located in a wooded area adjacent to the Beverly 

Pike. The views to the east of the residence are of a wooded hillside. The remaining 
views from the property have a small wooded buffer and are of the various developed 
areas along the Beverly Pike. With the wooded buffer to the east, there are no direct 
lines of sight between the residence and the limits of Area No. 4. 
 

 St. Brendans Catholic Church Rectory: The rectory is located in a cleared area adjacent 
to the church. The views to the north are of a wooded hillside. The views from the 
remaining directions are of the various developed areas in the general vicinity of the 
church. 

 Reckart Residence: The residence is located in a partially wooded area on the ridge 
which rises up behind the church. The views to the south of the residence are open 
views of the developed areas in the immediate vicinity of the residence. The residence 
has clear views of the Beverly Pike to the south. The remaining views are of wooded 
areas which surround the northern portion of the residence.  

 
 Brown Residence: The residence is located in a mostly wooded area to the east of the 

Reckart residence. The views to the south are generally open views of the developed 
areas in the general vicinity. The residence has mostly clear views of the Beverly Pike 
to the south. The remaining views are of wooded areas surrounding the remaining 
sides of the residence. 

 
 Cashell Residence: The residence is located in a mostly wooded area to the north of 

the Brown residence and the northeast of the Reckart residence. The views from the 
residence are generally of the surrounding wooded areas. There are no direct lines of 
sight from the residence to the Beverly Pike. 

 
 Stout Residence: The residence is located in a mostly wooded area to the northeast of 

Area No. 4. The residence is situated on the hillside and is generally surrounded on all 
sides by wooded areas. The residence has limited views of adjacent houses to the east 
and south. 

 
 Daniels Commercial Property: The buildings located on the Daniels’ commercial 

property are located at the bottom of a hill adjacent to the Beverly Pike. The views to 
the east of the buildings are of a steep wooded hillside. The remaining views are of the 
developed areas along the Beverly Pike. Due to the wooded terrain and the 
approximately 150 feet of elevation change, there are no direct lines of sight between 
the commercial buildings and Area No. 4. 

 
 First Priority Real Estate Development Commercial Property: There are three 

structures located on the property. Two of the structures are commercial buildings and 
are located on a developed lot adjacent to the Beverly Pike. The third structure is a 
rental housing unit located on the hillside above the two commercial structures. The 
views to the east for all three structures is of a wooded hillside. The views to the west 
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are of the Beverly Pike. The views to the north are of the adjacent Daniels commercial 
property and the views to the south are of the Hammer commercial property. 

 
 Hammer Commercial Property: The commercial structure is located adjacent to the 

frontage road which runs parallel to the Beverly Pike. The views to the east of the 
structure are of a wooded hillside. The views to the north of the structure are of the 
First Priority Real Estate Development commercial property. The views to the west 
are of the Beverly Pike. The views to the south are partially obscured and are of the 
Civiello residence.  

 
 BW Properties Commercial Property: The commercial structure is located adjacent to 

the frontage road running parallel to the Beverly Pike. The views to the east of the 
structure are of a wooded hillside. The views to the south are of the Morgan 
commercial property. The views to the west are of the Beverly Pike. The views to the 
north are of the wooded area surrounding the Civiello residence. 

 
 Morgan Commercial Property: The commercial structure is located adjacent to the 

frontage road running parallel to the Beverly Pike. The views to the east and south of 
the structure are of a wooded hillside. The views to the north of the structure are of an 
undeveloped parcel of property. The views to the west are of the Beverly Pike.  

 
The trimming component of the Proposed Action is not anticipated to have a significant impact on 
the visual character of the area. However, the clearing component of the Proposed Action has the 
potential to alter the visual character of some of the adjacent properties. The removal of the trees will 
create an open space at the top of the ridge and has the potential to create new lines of sight which 
were previously obscured by vegetation. The following is a description of the potential for impacts to 
each residence:  
 

 Civiello Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 4 will have minimal impact on 
the views from the residence. Area No. 4 is located on the ridge to the east of and well 
above the residence. A buffer zone of trees will remain between the residence and Area 
No. 4. Given the proximity of Area No. 4 to the residence and the residual presence of 
a tree buffer zone, it is unlikely the viewshed from the residence will be significantly 
affected. 
 

 St. Brendans Catholic Church Rectory: The removal of trees in Area No. 4 will 
marginally alter the views to the north from the rectory. Area No. 4 is located along 
the ridge which runs in a northeasterly direction from the rectory. The area designated 
for clearing is located farther up the ridge from the Rectory. An area designated for 
trimming is located between the Rectory and the area designated for clearing. This 
stand of trees to remain will serve as a visual buffer and will mitigate impacts 
associated with the clearing of trees further up the hill.  

 
 Reckart Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 4 will alter the views from the 

residence to the north and west. The character of the views will transition from a 
wooded area with an appreciable amount of seclusion to an open grassed space. The 
removal of the trees will also introduce a new line of sight to the west of the Beverly 
Pike.  
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 Brown Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 4 will marginally alter the views 

from the residence to the west. The area designated for clearing is located further up 
the ridge behind an area designated for trimming. The stand of trees to be trimmed will 
remain and will serve as a visual buffer. This remaining visual buffer will mitigate 
impacts associated with the clearing of trees further up the hill.  

 
 Cashell Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 4 will alter the views from the 

residence to the west. The character of the views will transition from a wooded area 
with an appreciable amount of seclusion to an open grassed space.  

 
 Stout Residence: The removal of trees in Area No. 4 will not alter the views from the 

residence to the west significantly. The views to the west from the residence will still 
include views of wooded areas; the proposed tree trimming will lower the existing tree 
heights. 

 
 Daniels Commercial Property: The removal of trees in Area No. 4 will have minimal 

impact on the views from the buildings located at the foot of the hill. A substantial 
wooded buffer will remain between the buildings and the obstruction removal area. It 
is unlikely the views from the buildings will be significantly affected. The removal of 
the trees will not introduce any new lines of sight. 
 

 First Priority Real Estate Development Commercial Property: The removal of trees in 
Area No. 4 will slightly alter the views from the buildings to the east. The view to the 
east of the buildings is currently of a wooded hillside. Upon completion of the tree 
removal, a portion of the hillside will be converted to an open grassed area. A small 
buffer of trees will remain, but the open grassed area will be visible. The removal of 
trees will not introduce any new lines of sight. 

 
 Hammer Commercial Property: The removal of trees in Area No. 4 will slightly alter 

the views from the buildings to the east. The view from the building to the east is 
currently of a wooded hillside. Once the trees are removed, a portion of the ridge line 
will be converted to an open grassed area. A small buffer of trees will remain, but the 
open grassed area will be visible. 

 
 BW Properties Commercial Property: The removal of trees in area No. 5 will alter the 

views from the building to the east. The character of the views will be changed from 
a wooded hillside to an open grassed hillside. The removal of the trees will also open 
the line of sight between the building and the Reckart residence. 

 
 Morgan Commercial Property: The removal of trees in Area No. 4 will alter the views 

from the building to the east. The character of the views will be changed from a 
wooded hillside to an open grassed hillside. The removal of the trees will introduce a 
new line of sight from the building to the Reckart residence. 
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Area No. 5 (Appendix #10 Sheet No. 6.1) 
Area No. 5 includes a trimming area of 0.37 acre. The area is located on a hilltop in a wooded area. 
There are two residences and one commercial property within the general vicinity of the removal 
area. The following is a general description of each of the existing viewsheds: 
  

 Nichols Residence: The residence is located on a hillside in a mostly cleared area 
adjacent to Westridge Drive. The area on the top of the ridge to the west of the 
residence is wooded. Due to its location on the hillside, the residence has mostly open 
views to the east. There are several other residences to the east which can be seen from 
the Nichols residence. The residence does not have a direct line of sight to Area No. 
5. 
 

 Core Residence: Similar to the Nichols residence, the residence is located on a hillside 
in a mostly cleared area along Westridge Drive. The views to the west of the residence 
are of wooded hillside with the remaining views to the east being of several other 
residences in the neighborhood. Due to the woods line directly adjacent to the 
residence to the west, there are no direct lines of sight to Area No. 5 from the residence. 
 

 Daniels Commercial Property: The buildings located on the Daniels’ commercial 
property are located at the bottom of a hill adjacent to the Beverly Pike. The views to 
the east of the buildings are of a steep wooded hillside. The remaining views are of the 
developed areas along the Beverly Pike. Due to the wooded terrain and the 
approximately 150 feet of elevation change, there are no direct lines of sight between 
the commercial buildings and Area No. 5. 

 
The trimming of the trees in Area No. 5 has no potential to significantly alter the visual character of 
the area. The views from the residences and commercial properties will remain unchanged.  
 
Area No. 6 (Appendix #10 Sheet No. 6.2) 
Area No. 6 includes a trimming area of 0.82 acres. The area to be cleared is located in a mostly flat 
area along an access driveway extending from Arnold Hill Road to the Cupp property.  

 
 Branciaroli Residence: The residence is located in a moderately wooded area adjacent 

to the airport on the western side of the approach end of Runway 5. The views to the 
north of the residence are of a flat open area currently being utilized as a campground. 
The remaining views from the residence are of a moderately wooded hillside.  
 

 Carr Residence: The residence is located on a mostly cleared lot adjacent to Arnold 
Hill Road and situated on the eastern side of the airport’s southernmost property 
boundary. The views from the residence to the east and south are of a wooded hillside. 
The views to the north and west are of open grassed hillside. 
 

The trimming of the trees in Area No. 6 has little potential to alter the visual character of the 
properties. The views from the property will remain unchanged.  

 
Area Nos. 7 and 8 (Appendix #10 Sheet No. 6.2) 
Area No. 7 includes a trimming area of 0.74 acres and Area No. 8 includes a clearing area of 2.56 
acres. Area No. 7 is located in a generally flat area at the foot of the airport plateau. The area is located 
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adjacent to Arnold Hill Road. Area No. 8 is located along a hillside which runs parallel to Arnold Hill 
Road as it extends to the south away from the approach end of Runway 5.   

 
 Carr Residence: The residence is located on a mostly cleared lot adjacent to Arnold 

Hill Road and situated on the eastern side of the airport’s southernmost property 
boundary. The views from the residence to the east and south are of a wooded hillside. 
The views to the north and west are of open grassed hillside. 
 

 Cupp 2nd Residence: The residence is located on a small ridge which runs parallel to 
Arnold Hill Road. The residence is situated in a mostly open area with a small valley 
running in between the residence and the road. The views to the north of the residence 
are of a wooded area with the remaining views to the south being of open pasture areas.  
 

The Proposed Action in Area No. 7 has little potential to alter the visual character of the properties.  
The views will largely remained unchanged as only tree trimming is proposed in Area No. 7.  The 
Proposed Action in Area No. 8 has the potential to alter the visual character of the properties. The 
removal of the trees will expand the open grassed area and will not introduce any new lines of sight. 
The following is a description of the potential for impacts to each residence: 
 

 Carr Residence: The Proposed Action in Area Nos. 7 and 8 will transition the views 
to the northeast minimally.  To the northeast, only tree trimming is proposed.  The 
southwest will be impacted by the transition from wooded to open grassed areas. 
 

 Cupp 2nd Residence: The trimming of the trees in Area No. 7 will not have a significant 
impact on the views from the residence. The removal of the trees in Area No. 8 has 
the potential to marginally impact the views from the residence. The removal of the 
trees will convert the areas in the valley along Arnold Hill Road from wooded areas 
to open grassed areas. The open grassed areas will be generally consistent with the 
views of the other open grassed areas in the general vicinity. A wooded buffer will 
remain between the residence and Area No. 8 which will help minimize any negative 
impacts. 

 
Area No. 9 (Appendix #10 Sheet No. 6.2) 
Area No. 9 includes a trimming area of 0.20 acre. Area No. 9 is located in the yard directly adjacent 
to the Cupp residence and is situated in an area with various agricultural use buildings. The trimming 
of the trees in Area No. 9 has the potential to alter the visual character of the residence. Given the 
small size of the removal area, the trimming of the trees will have minimal impact on the views from 
the residence. The trimming of the trees will open up the eastern side of the residence and will reduce 
the amount of shade available in the area between the residence and Arnold Hill Road. 
 
(3) Would the project have the potential to block or obstruct views of visual resources? 
 
The Proposed Action consists of removing trees; therefore, the project has no potential to block or 
obstruct views of visual resources. 
 
If the answer is “YES” to any of the above, please explain the nature and degree of the impact 
using graphic materials. Also provide a description of mitigation measures which would be 
considered to reduce any adverse impacts. 
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(N) WATER RESOURCES (INCLUDING WETLANDS, FLOODPLAINS, SURFACE 
WATERS, GROUNDWATER, AND WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS) 
(1) WETLANDS 
(a) Does the proposed project involve federal or state regulated wetlands or non-jurisdictional 
wetlands? (Contact USFWS or appropriate state natural resource agencies if protected 
resources are affected) (Wetlands must be delineated using methods in the US Army Corps of 
Engineers 1987 Wetland Delineation Manual. Delineations must be performed by a person 
certified in wetlands delineation Document coordination with the resource agencies). 
 
As a preliminary review of wetlands or other water resources in or near the project, the proposed 
project site was analyzed using the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (USFWS) IPaC database. An 
IPaC Trust Resource Report was prepared for the proposed project site and it was determined that the 
following resources are contained in or near the proposed project area: 
 

 Two Freshwater Emergent Wetlands 
 Three Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetlands 
 One Freshwater Pond 
 Three Riverine Entities 

 
The National Wetland Inventory (NWI) was consulted to determine a preliminary location of the 
wetland and aquatic resources located within the general vicinity of the project area. A copy of the 
NWI map for the area surrounding the Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport is included as 
Appendix #11. 
 
With the presence of these resources indicated in the IPaC and NWI databases, a detailed water 
resources assessment was conducted over the proposed project area to accurately determine the 
presence of aquatic resources as well as their proximity to potential disturbance areas. No wetlands 
were identified; however, 224 linear feet of stream was identified in Area No. 7 and 243 linear feet 
of stream in Area No. 9.  Both of these areas are identified for obstruction trimming rather than 
obstruction clearing. Avoidance measures will be implemented to avoid impacts to the streams 
including BMP's to avoid siltation. 
 
In conjunction with the resources assessment, a Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination (PJD) was 
prepared for submission to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for their concurrence as to the presence 
of any jurisdictional aquatic features. A copy of the water resources assessment and consultation 
documentation with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is included as Appendix #11. 
 
Although there are jurisdictional waters within the general vicinity of the Proposed Action, the 
Proposed Action does not contain any components which impact these features below the ordinary 
high water mark. There are no associated activities which include placing material into or dredging 
material out of these features.  Existing property accesses will be utilized to the maximum extent. 
 
(b) If yes, does the project qualify for an Army Corps of Engineers General permit? (Document 
coordination with the Corps).  
 
Not Applicable.  Coordination with the USACE in Appendix #11 stated that the USACE did not have 
enough information to determine if jurisdictional waters will be impacted and require a permit.  While 
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the total project area is approximately 28 acres, the entire footprint of the project area will not be 
disturbed.  Dozers and graders will not be permitted.  The tree trimming and clearing operations will 
be performed on a per tree basis and the tree clearing operations will include grinding activities in 
lieu of traditional clearing and grubbing activities.  As such, jurisdictional water impacts will be 
avoided. 
 
(c) If there are wetlands impacts, are there feasible mitigation alternatives?  Explain. 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
(d) If there are wetlands impacts, describe the measures to be taken to comply with Executive 
Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands. 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
(2) FLOODPLAINS 
(a) Would the proposed project be located in, or would it encroach upon, any 100-year 
floodplains, as designated by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)? 
 
The FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) for the general area were reviewed to determine if 
any of the project areas would be included within the 100-year floodplain. Copies of the FIRMs for 
the areas surrounding the Elkins-Randolph County Regional Airport are included as Appendix #12. 
 
The Proposed Action consists of removing tree and structure obstructions which are generally located 
on hilltops which are situated well above the 100-year floodplain. In addition, the Proposed Action 
consists of removing obstructions and does not contain any components which would introduce new 
material into the floodplain. Therefore, the Proposed Action will not have any impact on the 100-year 
flood plain. 
 
(b) If Yes, would the project cause notable adverse impacts on natural and beneficial floodplain 
values as defined in Paragraph 4.k of DOT Order 5620.2, Floodplain Management and 
Protection? 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
(c) If Yes, attach the corresponding FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) and describe 
the measures to be taken to comply with Executive Order 11988, including the public notice 
requirements.  
 
Not Applicable. 
 
(3) SURFACE WATERS 
(a) Would the project impact surface waters such that water quality standards set by Federal, 
state, local, or tribal regulatory agencies would be exceeded or would the project have the 
potential to contaminate a public drinking water supply such that public health may be 
adversely affected? 
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Obstruction removal projects which include the removal of trees and/or other vegetation are often 
inherent with the potential to impact surface waters through an increase of erodible surfaces and the 
creation and transportation of sediment. This increase in the level of erodible surfaces is often created 
through the removal of existing ground cover through stump removal processes or direct grading 
operations. 
 
In order to minimize the creation of erodible surfaces, the Proposed Action will include removing 
stumps through a stump grinding process instead of through a traditional grubbing operation with 
dozers or graders. This method will limit the amount of disturbance to existing ground cover to the 
level of disturbance associated with the movement of equipment across the ground surface. The 
Contractor performing the tree removal will be required to adhere to the best management practices 
developed by the West Virginia Division of Forestry and the West Virginia Department of 
Environmental Protection to address the creation and transportation of sediment. These measures 
include the installation of sediment control devices to provide a structural control to prevent excessive 
sediment creation or transportation.  
 
The Proposed Action will also transition the surface cover of the obstruction removal areas from 
wooded ground cover to grassed ground cover. This transition has the potential to increase the rate of 
surface water runoff. Increased surface water runoff rates can result in increased erosion as well as 
decreases in slope stability. In order to minimize increases in surface water runoff, the existing leaf 
litter ground cover will be left in place to the maximum extent possible. The leaf litter ground cover 
will help reduce the surface water runoff rate and will help promote surface water infiltration as 
opposed to surface water runoff.  The Proposed Action will also include seeding all obstruction 
removal areas to establish an adequate stand of grass cover to help stabilize the surface soils. Grass 
ground cover also assists in the reduction of the surface runoff rate by creating openings in the soil 
surface to promote water infiltration.  Trees may be felled and left in place to minimize erosion on 
slopes at the discretion of individual landowners.  
 
The Proposed Action does not include any components which have the potential to contaminate a 
public drinking water supply. 
 
(b) Would the water quality impacts associated with the project cause concerns for applicable 
permitting agencies or require mitigation in order to obtain a permit? 
 
Any water quality impacts associated with the Proposed Action can be adequately mitigated through 
the installation of sediment and erosion control structures and adherence to the best management 
practices established by the West Virginia Division of Forestry.   
 
The West Virginia Department of Environmental Protection has advised by phone that a National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit will not be required for the proposed project 
because the proposed project does not include any grubbing. 
 
While the total project area is approximately 28 acres, the entire footprint of the project area will not 
be disturbed.  As stated previously, dozers and graders will not be permitted.  The tree trimming and 
clearing operations will be performed on a per tree basis and the tree clearing operations will include 
grinding activities in lieu of traditional clearing and grubbing activities.   
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If the answer to any of the above questions is “Yes”, consult with the USEPA or other 
appropriate Federal and/or state regulatory and permitting agencies and provide all agency 
correspondence. 
 
(4) GROUNDWATER 
(a) Would the project impact groundwater such that water quality standards set by Federal, 
state, local, or tribal regulatory agencies would be exceeded or would the project have the 
potential to contaminate an aquifer used for public water supply such that public health may 
be adversely affected? 
 
The West Virginia Department of Health and Human Resources (WVDHHR) was consulted to 
determine if any public drinking water sources were located within a 2.5 mile radius of the Elkins-
Randolph County Regional Airport. The return correspondence from the WVDHHR, included as 
Appendix #13, identified 6 sources associated with public drinking water sources.  
 
The Proposed Action consists of the clearing and trimming of trees and 5 structure modifications. The 
scope of the action does not contain any components which would create excessive ground 
disturbance. The Proposed Action is also not anticipated to include any actions such as blasting would 
could have a potentially significant impact on groundwater sources. Therefore, the Proposed Action 
is not anticipated to have any impacts to public or private groundwater sources. 
 
(b) Would the groundwater impacts associated with the project cause concerns for applicable 
permitting agencies or require mitigation in order to obtain a permit? 
 
The Proposed Action will have no impacts to groundwater. 
 
(c) Is the project to be located over an EPA-designated Sole Source Aquifer?  
 
The proposed project area is not located over an EPA-designated Sole Source Aquifer. 
 
If the answer to any of the above questions is “Yes”, consult with the USEPA or other 
appropriate Federal and/or state regulatory and permitting agencies and provide all agency 
correspondence as an attachment to this form. 
 
(5) WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS 
Would the proposed project affect a river segment that is listed in the Wild and Scenic River 
System or Nationwide River Inventory (NRI)? (If Yes, coordinate with the jurisdictional agency 
and attach record of consultation). 
 
The Proposed Action will have no impacts to Wild and Scenic Rivers located in the State of West 
Virginia. The following rivers are the closest rivers that have been designated by the National Park 
Service NRI as rivers with outstandingly remarkable values (ORVs): 
 

• Tygart Valley River (Recreation) – 0.5 miles west 
• Shavers Fork River (Recreation) – 4.3 miles southeast 
• Cheat River (Recreation) – 9.0 miles northeast 
• Middle Fork River (Recreation) – 10.1 miles west 
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• Otter Creek (Scenery/Recreation) – 10.7 miles northeast 
• Greenbrier River, West Fork (Fish/Recreation) – 15.5 mi southwest 
• Blackwater River (Scenery/Recreation/Fish/Other Values) – 17.2 miles northeast 
• Laurel Fork (Scenery/Recreation) – 17.7 miles northeast 
• Buckhannon River (Recreation) – 18.1 miles west 
• Glady Fork (Recreation) – 18.3 miles northeast 
• Dry Fork (Recreation) – 19.2 miles northeast 
• Seneca Creek (Recreation) – 20.2 miles southwest 
• Red Creek (Scenery/Recreation) – 20.2 miles northeast 
• Greenbrier River, East Fork (Recreation/Fish/History/Other Values) – 23.7 miles southwest 
• Elk River, Left Fork (Other Values) – 24.2 miles southwest 
• Holly River, Left Fork (Scenery) – 28.7 miles southwest 

 
The locations of the rivers shown are measured approximately from the closest portion of the river to 
the proposed project site. Given the appreciable distance between the proposed project site and these 
rivers, no impacts to these resources are anticipated. 
  
(O) CUMULATIVE IMPACTS  
Discuss impacts from past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects both on and off 
the airport. Would the proposed project produce a cumulative effect on any of the 
environmental impact categories above? Consider projects that are connected and may have 
common timing and/or location. For purposes of this Form, generally use 3 years for past 
projects and 5 years for future foreseeable projects. 
 
Past Projects 
 

• 2013 – Rehabilitate Hangar Taxilanes 
• 2014 – No Project 
• 2015 – No Project 

 
The project undertaken in 2013 was a construction effort to re-construct portions of the existing 
taxilanes currently serving the airport’s aircraft storage facilities. The project did not have any 
components which were considered extraordinary circumstances or required mitigation to reduce the 
impact levels below appropriate thresholds of significance. The proposed action, when considered in 
conjunction with this project, will not create a cumulative effect on any of the resource categories 
contained in this assessment. 
 
Future Projects 
 

• 2020 – Obstruction Removal (Runway 5-23 Approaches) (Phase II – Easement Acquisition) 
• 2021 – Obstruction Removal (Runway 5-23 Approaches) (Phase II – Easement      

Acquisition/Design) 
• 2022 – Obstruction Removal (Runway 5-23 Approaches) (Phase III – Construction) 
• 2023 – Rehabilitate Airfield Lighting (Taxiway Lights) 
• 2023 – Install Runway 5 Runway End Identifier Lights 
• 2023 – Install Runway 5 Precision Approach Path Indicator System 
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• 2024 – Install Airport Rotating Beacon 
• 2025 – Rehabilitate Taxilanes 

 
The projects anticipated to be pursued by the Airport Authority within the next five years contain a 
mixture of maintenance and airfield development projects. Brief descriptions of the anticipated 
project scopes as well as discussion pertaining to cumulative effects are as follows: 
 
Rehabilitate Airfield Lighting (Taxiway Lights) - 2023 
The airfield lighting rehabilitation project is anticipated to consist of replacing approximately 20 
stake-mounted taxiway edge lights with new can-mounted edge light fixtures. This will be the 
completion of the airfield lighting replacement project which was undertaken in conjunction with the 
project to rehabilitate Runway 5-23 in 2011. The project will simply replace existing components of 
the airfield lighting system and is not anticipated to contain any components which would be 
considered as extraordinary circumstances and require mitigation to reduce impacts to levels below 
the appropriate thresholds of significance. There are also no cumulative impacts to the resource 
categories anticipated when considering the Proposed Action in conjunction with the airfield lighting 
replacement project. 
 
Install Runway 5 Runway End Identifier Lights - 2023 
The project is anticipated to consist of installing a set of omni-directional runway end identifier lights 
on the approach end of Runway 5. The installation of REIL systems are generally benign projects 
with very few environmental impacts. The installation sites are located in areas which were previously 
disturbed through the grading activities associated with the construction of the runway. The electrical 
service for the installations will be obtained from the runway lighting circuit and will be connected 
at the nearest airfield lighting junction structure. The conduit runs associated with the electrical 
service installation will be extended through previously disturbed areas. Based on the limited scope 
of the project, there are no significant construction related impacts associated with the PAPI 
installation. The most significant impact would be the introduction of an additional light source. The 
light emission from the REIL system consists of a flashing light which is activated in conjunction 
with the runway lighting system during periods of darkness or reduced visibility. The system operates 
off a pilot controlled receiver and will only emit light for a 15-minute period when an aircraft is 
performing an operation on the runway. The airport experiences a relatively small level of operations 
during periods of darkness, so any impacts associated with the additional light source should 
considered to be minimal. Also, there are no sensitive areas in the view shed of the REIL light 
emission path which would be negatively impacted by the installation.  
 
There are no significant impacts to any of the resource categories when considering the installation 
of the REIL system in conjunction with the Proposed Action. 
 
Install Runway 5 Precision Approach Path Indicator System - 2023 
The project is anticipated to include the installation of a Precision Approach Path Indicator (PAPI) 
system on the approach end of Runway 5. The installation of PAPI systems are generally benign 
projects with very little environmental impacts. The installation site will be located in areas which 
were previously disturbed during the grading activities associated with the construction of the airport. 
The electrical service for the installation is anticipated to be obtained from the airport’s existing 
electrical building which is located adjacent to the airport’s snow removal equipment building. The 
conduit run required to provide the service will be extended through previously disturbed areas. Based 
on the limited scope of the project, there are no significant construction related impacts associated 
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with the PAPI installation. The most significant impact would be the introduction of an additional 
light source. The light emitted from the PAPI unit is insignificant. Also, there are no sensitive areas 
in the view shed of the PAPI light emission path which would be negatively impacted by the 
installation. 
 
There are no significant impacts to any of the resource categories when considering the installation 
of the PAPI system in conjunction with the Proposed Action.  
 
Install Airport Rotating Beacon – 2024 
The project is anticipated to consist of replacing the existing airport rotating beacon with a newer 
version. The existing beacon is antiquated and is not currently providing an acceptable level of service 
for the airport. The project will replace an existing light source and is not anticipated to contain any 
components which would be considered as extraordinary circumstances and require mitigation to 
reduce impacts to levels below the appropriate thresholds of significance. There are also no 
cumulative impacts to the resource categories anticipated when considering the Proposed Action in 
conjunction with the airport beacon replacement. 
 
Rehabilitate Taxilanes – 2025 
The project is anticipated to consist of re-constructing sections of taxilanes which serve the airport’s 
hangar storage facilities. The existing pavement structure is in such a deteriorated condition that 
complete replacement is the only viable rehabilitation option. The re-construction of the taxilanes will 
generally occur within the footprint of the existing taxilanes with very minimal levels of new 
disturbance. The project is not anticipated to contain any components which would be considered as 
extraordinary circumstances and require mitigation to reduce impacts to levels below the appropriate 
thresholds of significance. There are also no cumulative impacts to the resource categories anticipated 
when considering the Proposed Action in conjunction with the taxilane rehabilitation project. 
 
The Randolph County Commission was contacted in December 2019 to determine if the proposed 
project would have any cumulative impacts to off-airport projects for the same timeframe.  The 
Commission indicated that there are no projects within the same timeframe and within the vicinity of 
the proposed action that would result in cumulative impacts.   
 
7.  PERMITS 
List all required permits for the proposed project. Has coordination with the appropriate 
agency commenced? What feedback has the appropriate agency offered in reference to the 
proposed project? What is the expected time frame for permit review and decision? 
 
None. 
 
8. MITIGATION 
Describe those mitigation measures to be taken to avoid creation of significant impacts to a 
particular resource as a result of the proposed project, and include a discussion of any impacts 
that cannot be mitigated. 
   
Biological Resources Impact Mitigation 
The Proposed Action will include the following components to mitigate impacts to migratory bird 
species: tree removal operations will be limited to the period of time between October 15th and March 
31st. 
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Socio-Economic Impact Mitigation 
The Proposed Action will include providing monetary compensation to mitigate the impact associated 
with reducing the storage volume available in the three silage storage silos. The estimated cost to 
build a structure to provide the required replacement storage capacity is $250,000. The compensation 
for the lost storage will include provisions to prevent a replacement structure from being constructed 
in a location which would represent an obstruction to the Runway 5 airspace. 
 
Viewshed Impact Mitigation 
 
The Proposed Action does not include any mitigation measures for viewshed impacts.  To the extent 
possible, viewshed impacts are mitigated through tree trimming versus tree clearing based on 
conversations with individual land owners. 
 
Other Mitigation 
 
The individual parcel owners, may, at their discretion, re-plant trees and/or shrubs in the affected 
project areas.  However, the trees and/or shrubs will have a height/location restriction associated with 
the Runway 5 and Runway 23 approaches.   
 
9. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
Describe the public review process and any comments received. Include copies of Public Notices 
and proof of publication. 
Airport development projects have the potential to spark public interest, especially for projects which 
are considered to be environmentally sensitive. An important part of the environmental assessment 
effort is providing the general public an opportunity to review the proposed project and its associated 
impacts. The public involvement process affords the public an opportunity and a forum to voice 
concerns about the project’s overall impact on the environment. This process also affords the FAA 
the opportunity to provide the disclosure of project information as required by various environmental 
laws and regulations. 
 
The proposed public involvement plan for the Proposed Action contains two major components. The 
first component consists of coordinating the project directly with the property owners whose property 
will be directly impacted by the action. The Airport Authority, through its consultants on the project, 
has had ongoing direct contact with these property owners to discuss the project and allow the 
property owners to express concerns relating to the action, including project scoping changes from 
tree clearing to tree trimming, to the extent possible, evaluated in conjunction with a Lidar survey in 
the project areas. Any written concerns of the property owners will be addressed and incorporated 
into the Proposed Action. 
 
The second component consists of affording the general public an opportunity to participate in a 
public meeting to review the project and to provide comment. To that end, the Airport Authority has 
published a Public Notice in the local newspaper, The Inter-Mountain, which has general circulation 
in Randolph County, West Virginia to notify the general public of the public meeting and the 
opportunity to review and comment on the Proposed Action. The public notice was published twice 
within a thirty day period and incorporates comments received from the FAA and other appropriate 
governmental agencies. The public notice will detail, at a minimum, the following information: 
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• A statement of the Airport Authority’s intent to undertake the proposed action; 
• A concise description of the proposed action; 
• The location and time of the public meeting; 
• The locations and times where the draft environmental assessment will be made available 

for public review; 
• A statement identifying the closing date (30 calendar days after the public notice 

publication) for receipt of comments; and 
• A statement identifying the procedures to be used for submitting comments. 

 
The public meeting was held at the Randolph County Commission Chambers at the James F. Cain 
Annex on February 12, 2020 at 6:00 PM local time in accordance with the public notice.  After a brief 
introduction and discussion of the meeting purpose, the meeting was opened up to the public for 
comments.   
 
Largely, the public comments centered on the relevancy, need and timing of the project.  Commenters 
indicated that they have lived in the vicinity of the airport for many years and the airport has never 
taken issue with any obstructions or other airport issues relative to their properties previously.  
Commenters questioned the validity of the airport operations and forecasts contained in the 
Environmental Assessment document.  A commenter questioned whether the types of trees in the 
project areas had been quantified and evaluated for trimming based on their types.  Commenters 
expressed concerns with obstruction removal operations and effects to the ground surfaces once the 
obstruction removal is complete.  A commenter expressed a concern with the tree trimming operations 
and the impacts on migratory birds.  Several questions were asked about the timeline for the review 
and approval or disapproval of the Environmental Assessment document, as well as the reviewing 
agency, and the relationship to the commencement of the physical obstruction removal upon approval. 
Commenters also questioned the comment submission procedure and timeline. 
 
An affidavit of publication from The Inter-Mountain was obtained and submitted to the FAA to serve 
as documentation of the Airport Authority’s compliance with the public involvement plan. 
 
Written comments received during the public meeting as well as those received during the public 
comment period were fully evaluated and given all due consideration. Public review comments, as 
considered appropriate, are addressed and incorporated in the environmental assessment as Appendix 
#14 Attachment 1. 
 
Based on the comments received during the public comment period from January 24, 2020 to 
February 23, 2020, a revised draft of the Environmental Assessment was re-issued for public 
review.  The Airport Authority published a second Public Notice in The Inter-Mountain notifying the 
general public of the opportunity to review and comment on the Proposed Action again from July 17, 
2020 to August 16, 2020. 
 
Written comments received during the second review period were fully evaluated and given all due 
consideration. Public review comments, as considered appropriate, are addressed and incorporated in 
the environmental assessment as Appendix #14 Attachment 1. 
 
Copies of the public notices were mailed to property owners whose property will be directly impacted 
by the action. 
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A copy of the Public Notices with the associated proof of publications are included as Appendix #14. 
 
 
10. LIST OF ATTACHMENTS 
 

Appendix #1   Aviation Activity Forecasts 

Appendix #2   Runway Length Requirement Analysis 

Appendix #3  Runway Approach Surface Geometry Requirements 

Appendix #4  Instrument Approach Procedures 

Appendix #5  Proposed Action Drawings 

Appendix #6 NRCS Soils Summary Report 

Appendix #7  USFWS Consultation 

Appendix #8 SHPO Consultation 

Appendix #9 US Census Bureau Information 

Appendix #10 Visual Resources Drawings 

Appendix #11 USACE Consultation 

Appendix #12 FEMA Maps 

Appendix #13 WVDHHR Consultation 

Appendix #14 Public Notice and Public Comment Documents 
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