








































































































Air Quality:
Correspondence



9500 Koger Boulevard

Im\ Suite 211
( St Petersburg, Florida 33702

Environmental

Sciences T:(727)578-5152

December 17, 2008

Brian Hug

Deputy Program Manager

Air Quality Planning Program

Air And Radiation Management Administration
Maryland Department of the Environment

1800 Washington Boulevard

Baltimore, Maryland 21230

Reference:  Air Quality Analysis Protocol for the Carroll County Regional Airport
Environmental Assessment

Dear Mr. Hug:

KB Environmental Sciences, Inc (KBE) appreciates the time and effort that the Maryland
Department of Environment (MDE) took to review the Air Quality Analysis Protocol for the
Carroll County Regional Airport (DMW) Environmental Assessment (EA). The letter provides
responses to the comments that the MDE provided in a letter dated September 26, 2008. For
your convenience, each comment is repeated below (in italics) followed by our response.

Page 5 - the word in the last sentence of the second paragraph referring to wind
speeds should read “increase” rather than “fall”.

The text of the Protocol was corrected.

Pages 5 and 6 - while the air monitoring station is located in Mayeski Park, the
name for reporting purposes is the South Carroll monitor.

The text of the Protocol was revised.

Page 13 - The statement in the first paragraph that “...the level of operations is
not forecast to change with or without the proposed action...” will need to be
supported in the Environmental Assessment (EA). It seems likely that with the
construction of a longer runway, operations of larger aircrafi would increase at
this airport.

Information to support the referenced statement will be included in the EA and,
for clarification, additional information is included in the Final Air Quality
Protocol (a copy of the Final Protocol is enclosed for your use--please see Section
5.4.1- Aircraft).
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Page [8 - The last sentence stating “...it is not anticipated that mitigation
measures will be required.” will also need to be supported in the EA. The large
amount of earth moving for this project would necessitate control of fugitive dust
emissions.

The results of the air quality analysis will indicate whether mitigation measures
are required. However, standard construction-related dust control measures
would be incorporated in to the project and these measures would be outlined in
the EA (please see Section 9 - Mitigation Measures, of the Final Protocol for a list
of potential dust control measures).

Indirect project emissions (for general conformity) will need to be considered in
the EA.

As stated in Section 10.2--General Conformity--both “direct” and “indirect” sources
of emissions will be evaluated.

Please remember that potential air quality impacts include: construction dust,
paving emission, equipment emissions, increased aircrafi emissions from
additional activity at the airport, and increased emissions from ground support
equipment.

The air quality analysis will consider construction dust, paving emissions, and
equipment emission and the increase in aircrafi activity from the existing year
(2008) to the future forecast year that will be evaluated in the EA (2015). Please
see Sections 5.4.1 and 5.5 - Aircraft and Analysis Years, respectively, for
additional information.

One of the project alternatives involves the removal of a small hilltop, filling a
valley, and removal of the original runway. The emissions from construction
equipment during these operations may well be over the general conformity de
minimis levels.

The air pollutant emission estimates will include the activities and project tasks
that would occur if the proposed improvements are constructed.  Further, it is
recognized that there is a potential for the level of these emissions to exceed the
general conformity de minimis levels.

Project emissions from construction and ground support equipment will need to
be included in the final EA.

The proposed improvements are not forecast to increase the level of aircraft
operations at the airport (please see previously responses on this subject and
Section 5.4.1 - Aircraft of the Final Protocol). As such ground support equipment
are not “project-related”.  Therefore, emissions from this source may not be
included in the inventories. However, because the project could not be
implemented without such activity, construction equipment emissions will be
included.
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There were two additional modifications to the Protocol that should be noted. The first
modification involves the project description in Section 1.1. The written description was
modified slightly to be consistent with other documents that are being produced for this project
(this modification does not change what we are evaluating or how it will be evaluated). The
second modification involves additional information. In our previous submittal we only
provided our correspondence to the Baltimore Metropolitan Council (BMC) requesting
information on whether the Transportation Conformity Rule would be applicable to the proposed
roadway modifications. As noted in Section 10.1 of the revised Protocol and documented in the
Appendix of the document, the BMC has determined that the proposed actions with respect to
the roadways do not trigger any need with respect to the Transportation Conformity Rule.

Notably, the enclosed Final Protocol incorporates the responses discussed above where
appropriate and/or applicable. Again, we appreciate the time and effort that the MDE took to
review the Protocol for the air quality analysis that will be performed for the DMW EA. If you
have any additional comments and/or concerns, please contact either me (727-578-5152) or
Colleen Angstadt, the project manager for the consulting team that is preparing the EA (704-521-
9101).

Sincerely,
KB Environmental Sciences, Inc.

A Cappad oy

L. Carrol Bryant
President

cc: Colleen Angstadt, Delta Airport Consultants, Inc.



MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT
1800 Washington Boulevard  Baltimore MD 21230

MDE 410-537-3000 = 1-800-633-6101

Martin O Malley Shari 1. Wilson
Governor Secretary
Anthony G. Brown Robert M. Summers, Ph.D
Lieutenant Governor Deputy Secretary

September 26, 2008

Ms. .. Carol Bryant, President
KB Environmental Sciences, Inc.
9500 Koger Boulevard, Suite 211
St. Petersburg, FI. 33702

Dear Ms. Bryant:

On behalf of the Maryland Department of the Environment, Air and Radiation Management
Administration (ARMA). [ thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft Air Quality
Analysis Protocol for the Carroll County Regional Airport Environmental Assessment.

The Protocol is well-researched and covers the main air quality issucs, ARMA does have a few comments
a bout the report and the proposed project. These comments arc as follows:

Page 5- the word in the last sentence ol the second paragraph referring to wind speeds should read
“increasc” rather than “fall.”

Pages S and 6- while the air monitoring station is located in Mayeski Park, the name for reporting
purposes is the South Carroll monitor.

Page 13- The statement in the first paragraph that “...the level of operations is not forecast to change with
or without the proposed action...”” will need to be supported in the 'nvironmental Assessment (FA) Tt
scems likely that with the construction of a longer runaway, operations of larger aircraft would increase at
this airport.

Page 18- The last sentence stating “...it is not anticipated that mitigation measures wilt be required.” will
also need to be supported in the EA. The large amount of earth moving for this project would necessitate
control of fugitive dust emissions.

Indirect project emissions (for general conformity) will need to be considered in the [A.
Please remember that potential air quality impacts include: construction dust, paving emissions,

equipment emissions. increased aircraft emissions from additional activity at the airport, and increased
cmissions from Ground Support Equipment.
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One of the project alternatives involves the removal of a small hilltop, filling a valley, and removal of the
original runway. The emissions from construction equipment during these operations may well be over
the general conformity de minimis levels.

Projected emissions from construction and ground support equipment will need to be included in the final
EA.

Thank you again for this opportunity to provide you with comments related to this project. If there are
any questions or comments related to this letter please call me at 410-631-3240.

Sincerely,

Brian IHug, Deputy Program Manager
Alr Quality Planning Program
Air and Radiation Management Administration

ce: Roger Thunell, MDE
Walter Simms, MDE
Colleen Angstadt, Delta Airport Consultants, Inc.
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