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Treancie e Qs Veaar o
S'T. MARY’S COUNTY GOVERNMENT Francis Jack Russell, President

y Lawrence D. Jarboe, Commissioner
BOARD OF COUNTY ; ( Cynthia L. Jones, Commissioner
: Todd B. Morgan, Commissioner

COMMISSIONERS ;

Daniel L. Morris, Commissioner

iSeptember 11,2012
|

Captain Michael Smith, Commander, :
Naval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgren Division
6149 Welsh Road, Suite 203

Dahlgren, VA 22448-5117

Dear Captain Smith: ;

St. Mary’s County received your notice :and copy of the draft Environmental Impact Statement (ELS)
for the referenced activities at your installation. The County is hereby forwarding a copy of the St.
Mary’s County Regional Airport Master Plan Executive Summary for review and incorporation into the
final document record. Our Department of Public Works and Transportation staff will be forwarding
additional documentation during the public comment period, which we understand expires on October 1,
2012. It is our intent to ensure that the proposed action does not impact either current or future availability
of instrument approaches and other airspaceior operational matters concerning our Regional Airport.

We look forward to coordinating your proposed action with the County’s long-range plans to develop
St. Mary’s County Regional Airport. Please add our input to the draft EIS text that already includes NAS
Patuxent River and Webster Field. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.

' Sincerely,
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
ST. MARY’S COUNTY, MARYLAND

«fm@?@z ﬂm@//

Francis Jack Russe(ill/bresident

awrence D. Jarboe, Commissi

OWHLM[{ Lk Ganr

; Cyntﬁia L. Jones, C({)ﬁrﬁissioner

Enclosure
T:All/Consent/7056 !
cc: Captain Ted Mills, CO NAS Pax River
Tom Priscilla, FAA WADO
Ashish Solanki, A A.E, MAA |
Airport Advisory Committee\/i
P.0O. BOX 653 *CHESAPEAKE BUI]_DI:NG + 41770 BALDRIDGE ST., LEONARDTOWN, MD 20650
PHONE 301.475.4200 X1300 * FAX 301.475.4935 » www.stmarysind.com * BOCC@STMARYSMD.COM
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County and state Agencies;

1974 and 1988 Comprehensive Plans (many concepts and implementation strategies are
still valid);

Relevant legislation (Critical Area Law, Forest Conservation Law, 1997 "Smart Growth”
amendments to Article 66B);

1988-1995 annual reports of the Planning Commission and Board of County
Commissioners;

Economic Development Commission (1995 Strategic Plan);

Statewide Tributary Strategies Program (Patuxent and the Lower Potomac Tributary
Teams);

1979 Patuxent River Policy Plan

1996 Patuxent River Watershed Demonstration Project;

Sensitive Areas Plan Element and Mapping (1994 and 1995 Coastal Zone Management
grant efforts);

Q Southern Maryland Heritage Plan (endorsed by the Board of County Commissioners in
October 1996);

o Findings and recommendations of the 1996 Wicomico Scenic River Countryside
Stewardship Exchange.

Specific and general input was received from county citizens by the listed commissions and was
solicited directly by the Department of Planning and Zoning through the use of surveys,
questionnaires and at workshops, citizen information forums, and during presentations to numerous
citizen organizations

OQ @ O Q0

Qo0
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preserve natural areas and lands of high productive value. The plan directs citizen and
government action within the context of the community vision and within the context of the
visions of the state legislation (Article 66B): 1. Development is concentrated in suitable areas. 2.
In rural areas growth is directed to existing population centers and resource areas are protected.
3. Sensitive areas are protected. 4. Stewardship of the Chesapeake Bay and the land is a
universal ethic. 5. Conservation of resources, including a reduction in resource consumption is
practiced. 6. Economic growth is encouraged and regulatory mechanisms are streamlined. 7.
Adequate public facilities and infrastructure under the control of the county are available or
planned in areas where growth is to occur. 8. Funding is available to achieve these Visions.
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scenic beauty, but because of its attraction as a setting for technology and service industries which are logically
concentrated near the Patuxent River Naval Air STAHOML ... ....ccoociooooeoeseesisccessi s sssesssssssssesssses soesssesessssssessessasssssssssssssssssssesssssses .32

3.  Sensitive areas are protected 32
31 Land and natural features important to maintaining the environmental health of the county, which present constraints for
development, and which are critical to reducing damage to the Chesapeake Bay, are preserved from disturbance and
enhanced to increase the effectiveness of their benefits for erosion control, filtering of sediments and nutrients and
provision of essential habitat for wildlife. In return, citizens receive benefits of reduced construction costs, minimization of
erosion and flood events, and improved water quality for drinking and recreation, and increased property values for a more

scenic living environment.

3.2 Historic and cultural landmarks are preserved, enhanced and made accessible
33 A coordinated cross-county network of greenways and scenic easements is established and waterfront access is enhanced to

provide for passive and active recreation and an enhanced natural environment. .. . 0.
34 Large contiguous tracts of sensitive areas are outside of designated growth areas and zoned for rural Or resource protectmn

Specifically, the McIntosh Run natural heritage area is excluded from the Leonardtown development district, and the St.
Mary's watershed natural area and lands westward thereof are excluded from the Lexington Park development district. ...

4.  Stewardship of the Chesapeake Bay and the land is a universal ethic 32
4.1 Infrastructure is planned to provide for controlled concentrated growth. The county responsibly assesses the impacts of all
projects and proposals against environmental or infrastructure capacities. Excessively paved roads and expansive. under
utilized parking lots are no longer allowed.,
4.2 Ecosystems are protected, preserved, and cnhanccd by mdependent uc.tlons of mdw
43 The county receives support, praise, and encouragement from outside of the community as a result of succ.essful pu‘bllu
education and outreach efforts and citizen participation campaigns that incorporate the community's values.

5. Conservation of resources, including a reduction in resource consumption, is practiced.,
5.1 Existing communities are revitalized. New businesses are encouraged to reuse existing structures, or construct new infill
buildings in order to utilize existing infrastructure, and bring new activity into declining areas. Owners of existing
structures are encouraged to maintain and retrofit the buildings and grounds to be made atiractive and energy efficient.
Dilapidated or unsafe buildings are renovated for adaptive reuse and made safe and secure or removed. [llegal junkyards

and other blighting influences are removed or brought into compliance with applicable regulations and ordinances. ... . 32
32 Businesses, industries and individuals reduce consumption, and recycle or reuse materials. Demand for recycled products
is encouraged by establishing goals for utilizing recycled products in the public sector., s |
53 Building codes and ordinances require energy and resource efficient construction materlals and methods such as use of ‘low
flow plumbing fixtures for renovation and new construction, energy efficient insulation and windows and energy efficient
heat, air conditioning and appliances. ............ ST S W . W 32
54 New development is clustered to preserve rural lands and open space land uses. . T — 33
6. Economic growth is encouraged and regulatory mechanisms are streamlined 33
6.1 Tourism development and broadened economic opportunity are closely linked to historic, cultural and environmental
resources. ... i e
6.2 Permits and mspecuons are requlred only wherc necessary to uphold local zomng and butldmg codes. whlch ara adopted
only when required to implement valid adopted public policy. Overly restrictive, inflexible, and redundant regulation has
DEBRBHEIIRIEE ... .1 i ciiiommtasnsisn Sars B A R R S STty .33
6.3 Infill development on exlstmg developed tracts is cncom'aged, and preservation and protecuon of remammg envumnmentai

features on sites i1s rewarded through regulatory streamlining, which supports goals for focused growth, economic
development and reduction of consumption of resources through revitalizing existing developed areas. ,
6.4 A business friendly regulatory environment fosters a diverse and growing economy.

7.  Adequate Public Facilities and Infrastructure under the control of the mumclpal
corporation are available or planned in areas where growth is to occur.

7.1 School, water and sewer facility service areas are drawn to implement the comprehensive plan growth area concept.
7.2 Public Facilities and infrastructure are funded and constructed concurrent to accommodate development demand.
73 The capital improvement program and capital budget assign spending priority to growth and priority funding areas over
other expenditures. ,.............. T el L Vs &
8. Funding is available to achieve these Visions . 33
8.1 Revenue enhancements are charged most equitably to the direct beneficiaries of public services and facilities. County
resources are matched with other revenue sources to build the capacity to resolve local needs locally through innovative
project and program development. ., WO SO ... DRI el
8.2 Resources to revitalize existing nctghbomoods and cnmmxmmes are obta.mcd dl'ld f‘ocused i R
83 Central geographic information systems (GIS) are utilized to maximize efficiency in p[annmg and pmwsxon nf govcrnment
facilities. Private sector utilization of county GIS helps to defray some of its costs. , i O
Chapter IV: Goals, Objectives, and Policies Necessary to Achleve the Commumty Vlsmn,,_,,,,,,,,,,,__ 36
1. Land Use and Growth Management Element 36
1.1 Goal: Concentrate development in suitable areas. . 36
12 Goal: Direct growth in rural areas to existing population cemers and protect TesouUrce areas. . .38
13 Goal: Encourage efficient use of land throughout the county by encouraging development and redevclopment Df existing
parcels and structures. _.......... SEOPERVRR,

43
P ]
—

49

Map: Lexington Park Deve!apmenr Distr u!
Map: Leonardtown Development District

Map: Charlotte Hall TownCenter. ..
Map: New Market Town Center,......
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Map: Mechanicsville Town Center .., kil
Map: Hollywood Town Center.
Map: Piney Point Town Center,,,
Map: Callaway Village Center ..,
Map: Chaptico Village Center ...
Map: Clements Village Center
Map: Loveville Village Center .......

Map: Ridge Village Center_........
Map: St. Inigoes Village Center
Map: Valley Lee Village Center..........iimisasmismmississmssiissisisns .60
2.  Resource Protection Element 61
2.1 Goal: Promote universal stewardship of the Chesapeake Bay and of the land as an ethic for county citizens, businesses,
industey and pOveMMBITABENCIER. | i G o e TR R R T s O
32 Goal: Protect sensitive areas. O T e T il oo a6
23 Goal: Preserve the natural, recreational, historical and cultural heritage in conjuncnon ‘with economic and social well- bemg
to maintain and enhance the qUAality OF life. ..............cociiicriimenicici et s .66
24 Goal: Preserve available agricultural and rural resource areas, agricultural uses and activities throughout the county for their
importance as components of both an important local industry and of rural Character. ... .68
Map: Historical Sites Inventory .., R T e A R B S TR 69
3. Public and Community Facilities Element . 70
3.1 Goal: Support concentration of development through investment in and provision of public and community facilities.
Promote conservation of resources, including a reduction of consumption GETESOUTCES. | ............coccooirorseoeeeesresesssesssesssssrssesesssessssssssessesessssmsenes 10
Map: Transportation Plan 1997 ., L6
Mitn: TS OB BIGIDME o i s B e o e L B
Policy: Direct provision for efficient, equitable dis mbzmon of energy rmd commumcanon UT ILITY SERVICES which meet the neetii‘
of the population and support the land use, design, and environmental concepts for the county...........
3.2 Goal: Direct financial burden to those most benefited by new public and community facilities.
4. Housing Element
4.1 Goal: Promote a safe, affordable, variety of housing located in livable communities. ... ..
5. Economic Development Element ..., een, 86
Sit Goal: Assure a strong, diverse economy which provides a wide range of employment opportunities for all segments of the
population and a broad tax base for the county. . AR W { . |
5.2 Goal: Coordinate with the Town of Lconardmwn for e!ﬁcuent lnnd use, gro'mh managcmem and annexatwn pohcy wnhm
the Leonardtown Development District. 89
53 Goal: Coordinate with neighboring countles and the Tn—Counly Councll for Suuthem Maryland for multi-county plans,
prograims, and activities . - T S D T SRS R et S R PSR ER PRS- .
54 Goal: Coordinate with 1he State of Maryland ................ 39
5.5 Goal: Coordinate with federal gENCIES ...............cooiieceeie s veses s senessbesens 89
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Introduction

This growth opportunity plan is about the county's past almost as much as it is about its
future. It is about where we have come from as a community of people and what that means for
where we are to go as new growth pressures us toward an increasingly (sub)urban future. St.
Mary's County celebrated its 366" birthday and Lexington Park its 57" birthday at the turn of
the century. What do the next five, ten, 20 or even 50 years hold for us, our children, and
grandchildren? Will we be able to preserve those things of value that new and long time
residents alike cherish about St. Mary's County? This plan describes a desired future and charts
a realistic and viable means of reaching it. Planning is and plans are more than trying to predict
a future land use pattern; the effort at hand is to assess the quality of our living environment and
to fashion policy that will preserve and enhance the quality of life for current and future
residents, workers, and visitors.

The county's first county commissioner adopted plan in 1974 was largely unchanged
until a new plan was adopted in 1988. All counties and municipalities then updated and revised
their plans as necessary to conform to the requirements of the Economic Growth, Resource
Protection, and Planning Act (hereafter "The Planning Act") enacted in 1992 by the Maryland
Legislature and subsequently incorporated into Article 66B of the Annotated Code of Maryland.

In 1999 the county commissioners adopted a comprehensive plan to build upon the successes
and positive components of the 1988 plan and to revise provisions which did not fulfill the
specified requirements. This plan has been prepared to continue such building and to comply
with further updates of state legislation, including “Smart Growth” initiatives.

State legislation prescribes eight visions of Smart Growth: 1. Development is
concentrated in suitable areas. 2. In rural areas growth is directed to existing population centers
and resource areas are protected. 3. Sensitive areas are protected. 4. Stewardship of the
Chesapeake Bay and the land is a universal ethic. 5. Conservation of resources, including a
reduction in resource consumption is practiced. 6. Economic growth is encouraged and
regulatory mechanisms are streamlined; and 7. Adequate public facilities and infrastructure
under the control of the county are available or planned in areas where growth is to occur. 8.
Funding is available to achieve these VISIONS. This plan also complies with state legislated
requirements to 1) identify sensitive areas and develop programs to ensure the protection of the
natural environment as a plan element 2) ensure interjurisdictional cooperation and coordination
of various programs, and 3) provide for forest conservation, mineral resource management and
fishery operations, administrative amendments, adaptive reuse, etc.

A comprehensive plan is not just a land use analysis and projection, but also deals with
many issues which affect quality of life in the community, such as water supply, traffic
congestion, and education. In addressing such diverse topics, any one document would gloss
over important concepts; therefore, many other functional and geographic plans must be and are
coordinated with the overall comprehensive plan. A comprehensive water and sewerage plan
directs the provision of these public facilities, while a solid waste management plan advises
public policy on matters of trash disposal. The county commissioners have adopted a Land
Preservation and Recreation Plan, a Wicomico Scenic River Management Plan, an Airport
Master Plan, and a School Facilities Master Plan. Several geographic plans are under review or
in preparation, such as the Lexington Park-Tulagi Place Master Plan, and watershed management
plans for the St. Mary's River and McIntosh Run. Tributary strategies are emerging throughout
the Chesapeake watershed, and in this effort St. Mary's County is participating in the preparation
of strategies for the Lower Potomac, the Lower Western Shore, and the Patuxent River. The
county has endorsed the 1996 Southern Maryland Heritage Plan.

This plan is more than a statement of the county's public policy. It is a plan for the
involvement of the community in charting that public policy. The participation of the public and
the expression of citizen perceptions about the condition of the county has been crucial
component of the planning process used to develop this plan. The St. Mary's County Planning

6
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Commission and the Department of Planning and Zoning conducted numerous workshops and
public presentations aimed at eliciting response from diverse groups within the community about
their visions for the future and assessment of the past. The assessments and sentiments of the
participants in these activities form the basis for the recommendations contained in this plan.

While citizens are the most diverse participants in the planning process, the county
commissioners, planning commission, other boards and commissions, consultants, staff, other
jurisdictions including the State of Maryland and the Town of Leonardtown all have roles in the
planning process and in the plan itself. Implementation of the policies expressed herein requires
support from and actions by all of the participants. Importantly too, assessment of success in
achieving the expressed vision of the plan will fall to the participants as well. If we don’t track
our progress and redirect as necessary, the attainment of our community vision may never be
realized. The attainment of the Community Vision is the objective of this plan.
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Policy: Develop and maintain a TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM that is well
integrated into the community fabric and that supports the land use concept.

1.

Provide safe, efficient, economical ROADS designed to address goals for
community revitalization, economic development, and environmental
stewardship.

a. Develop and implement transportation plans and road standards
that support and promote resource protection, environmental and
community character preservation, and cost containment goals.

i) Develop road and parking standards which reduce land
consumed by roads and their rights of way (ROW)
consistent with accepted national standards; preserve
natural environmental features; reasonably manage the
public ROWs and secure reasonable compensation for the
use of these ROWSs by telecommunications providers and
other ROW users; maintain and promote rural and
community character; reduce stormwater runoff; reduce
construction costs; and which reduce repair and
maintenance costs.

a) Evaluate new roads and road improvements to
ensure they do not adversely impact cultural,
historical and environmental features and character
of an area.

b) In residential and rural areas reduce pavement and
rights-of-way width requirements through reduced
residential area design speeds, reduced on-street
parking accommodation in low density residential
areas, sharing of road and utility ROW ("shared
easements" as described in the federal
"Telecommunications Act of 1996").

c) In the commercial core areas and higher density
residential areas promote on-street parking and
reduction of travel lane widths, provision of
sidewalks and street tree plantings.

d) Require vehicular and pedestrian connection
between adjacent parking areas at the time of infill
or redevelopment activities. Allow overall
reduction of parking ratios based on use and
capacity to share spaces.

b. Effect improvements and additions to the road network to
correspond to and support the infrastructure needs in growth areas;
to ensure adequate highway and road system capacity; to provide
planned level of service for existing and proposed land uses; and to
address adequate facilities outside the growth areas.

i) Evaluate adequate capacity based on cumulative impact of
all approved development activity.
ii) Establish desired level of service and minimum safety
3
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requirements for county and state roads based on
comprehensive land use and growth management goals.

iii)  Ensure that the density or intensity of permitted
development is supportable by the planned road network
prior to approval of development activities.

iv) Improve safety, traffic flow and aesthetics along primary
routes in St Mary's County.

ii. Encourage development and utilization of ALTERNATIVE
TRANSPORTATION in the county.

a. Foster an efficient, safe intermodal transportation system which
includes routes and facilities to accommodate automobiles,
bicycles, pedestrians and mass transit for residents, commuters and
visitors.

i) Encourage a transportation network that provides
alternative means and methods of travel.

a) Provide sidewalks, walking paths, and bike paths
and lanes as requirements of road systems and to
connect other public and private sites (e.g. school,
libraries, parks and hospitals) in all development
projects. Participate with the SHA sidewalk retrofit
program. Provide minimum standards and
incentives for these amenities.

b) Provide and promote the use of park and ride
facilities and mass transit for those commuting into,
out of, and within the county.

e  promote carpooling and ridesharing

c) Expand bus service to regional and metropolitan
destinations

d) Establish and maintain right of way for future light
rail extension from Waldorf to Lexington Park.

e) Encourage development of commuter air travel
services and shuttle connections to airports with
regional, national and international connections to
provide:

e  Certified, precision all-weather approach
system,

e Passenger terminal with on-site car rental
facility;

e Regular commuter airline service to Baltimore,
Washington and/or Dulles; and

e  Modest private commuter/corporate jet
capacity.

f) Promote transportation alternatives that serve
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economic development goals for encouraging
tourism, such as ferry service including hovercratft,
to Eastern Shore, designation and expansion of bike
routes, expansion of transient boating facilities.

ii) Manage demand for direct access to major roads.

a) In growth areas, create local traffic roads parallel to
but well back from arterial routes to combat strip
development patterns by providing visible and
accessible commercial and residential frontage, and
to reduce local traffic impact on peak traffic flow on
arterial roads.

° Construct FDR Boulevard

e  Provide connections between multiple access
points to new major subdivisions.

b) Designate St. Andrews Church Road (MD 4) Point
Lookout Road (MD 5) Budd's Creek Road (MD
234) and Three Notch Road (MD 235) as restricted
access traffic arteries.

c) Require vehicular and pedestrian interconnection
between adjacent parking lots and subdivisions to
reduce the need to travel on primary and collector
roads.

d) Require joint use access driveways for
ingress/egress to contiguous properties.

e) Require access driveway consolidation to reduce
the existing number of ingress and egress points.

75
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1 September 11, 2012
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MODERATOR ANN SWOPE: Now we are moving
to the hearing portion of our meeting. We will be
taking your oral comments on the Draft EIS. We
want your comments to insure that we thoroughly
considered your inputs in our decision.

Your comments will be recorded
for the public record. There is an official
recorder present, who will record your oral
comments and prepare a transcript.

We won't be responding to
guestions tonight, however substantial comments
will be addressed in the final EIS. If you would
like to speak and haven't signed up yet, you may
do so at the sign up table right now or at any
time while we are open to comment.

So, if you later feel you
would like to make an additional oral comment, you
may sign up to speak again. Each speaker will be
allowed two minutes. We have a time keeper with a
clock, it is located at this table up front. The
clock will count down and sound an alarm when your

time is up. If you have not finished your
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comment, I can give you your text and we will, on
a comment form, and it will be included in the
public record.

As an alternative to
publically stating your comment, you may dictate
yvour comment to the official recorder in private
after the public oral comments conclude. Please
sign up at the table for private dictation.

Additionally, we welcome your
written comments during or after the meeting.
Comment forms are also available at the welcome
table and can be deposited in the blue box right
here on the comment table. To submit written
comments after the meeting, please take a public
hearing information sheet with you. You should
have been provided one when you came in. There
are also more we can give you on the way out.
They provide our e-mail, our fax, and our mailing
addresses. I remind you that your comments need
to be post marked by October 1, 2012.

We will now take speakers in
the order from the speaker sign up list. 2As I

call your name, please come to the microphone and

Appendix A

A-161 June 2013




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

12

20

2y

22

23

state your name and any organization affiliation
that you have.

Charlotte Simpson.

MS. SIMPSON: Hi, my name is Charlotte
Simpson, I am coordinator of Neighborhood Crime
Watch and Citizens on Patrol. I am also
representative, it looks like tonight, of Citizen,
the Cobb Island Citizens Association.

My comments are my own,
though. I'm concerned about the noise and
vibration. I live on Cobb Island. I live on the
Wicomico side, but I have relatives on the Potomac
side also. About a year ago, we had a day at
hell. And you all did address it at our Citizen's
Association. We thought we were being bombed. We
thought we had missed the evacuation. You
temporarily put up a sound and vibration monitor
down on the island when you were testing for a
couple of weeks. I would like to see one down
there full time. That is what we are concerned
about, this happening again if we have increase --
I am reading on the impact statement that it could

be tested at night. I object to that. I think we
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all do. We need our sleep. And I would really,
really, like a monitor down there so you know it
is happening. I know you do the weather, take
everything into account, and I fully support you,
I really do, but we have to live there. So, and I
know that you will come down and look at cracked
windows, broken stuff, but you know, I have never
heard of you paying anything either.

But that incident, we had
things fall off walls and break, and this happens,
vibration happens like that all of the time. If
it is increased, it will greatly increase our
quality of life. I would like to see the monitor
and the noise addressed. Thank you.

MODERATOR ANN SWOPE: Thank you.

That is the only name we had
on the list but maybe she generated your thoughts
for more comments, so I will give you a couple of
minutes if you have something you would like to
say.

MR. ELWOOD: My name is Bob Elwood, I'm
with the Potomac River Association and thank you

for including us on your list and sending us the
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MODERATOR ANN SWOPE: Thank you. Are
there any additional oral comments?

Norman Closta.

MR. CLOSTA: Okay, and as stated, my
name is Norman Closta. I'm the board president of
the Swan Point Property Owners Association here
across the river from Dahlgren, and like the
previous speaker, I would like to form some
comments in the terms of questions.

One of the things I have got a
question is going from a baseline to alternative
one to alternative two, you are talking about a
horizon of 27 years, I'm sorry, 15 years going

NGO002.|
down to 2027. What's not clear to me is what is
the budget assumptions you are making with respect
to the Defense Department budget and the ability
to get that kind of comings to handle these kinds
of scenarios that you are talking about, which
alternative two you are talking about a 16 percent
increase over the alternative one, and baseline
combined. 8o, I would like to find out what
assumptions you are make in terms of the budget.

Also, the question about the

ul
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1 biological and chemical testing, it's not clear as
2 to why Ben Gay like products can stimulate and T
3 simulate toxins, and how we make that
4 extrapolation, and what is the worth of doing
L these kind of testing when there is no known link
6 up that is at least presented in the system. .J
7 And also, looking at my NGOODZ]..?—
8 questions here, again it is assumptions. You
| check with various program managers on futureNGlong-g
10 requirements, so the requirements analysis are
il based upon what? Is this based upon a threat
12 analysis or is it just program managers both
13 within Dahlgren itself or scattered throughout the
14 Defense Department who you support, is it based
15 upon threats or is it based upon wishful thinking?J
16 And that's an important thing to understand as the
17 basis for developing these alternatives, because
18 there is a lot of money tied up in these things
19 and also it goes back to the comment that you NGOOD2 .M
20 heard first about what's the basis for doing night-
21 testing and bad weather testing? It's not clear
22 exactly what that is. Thank you. 3
23 MODERATOR ANN SWOPE: Thank you. Are
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there any additional oral commenters from those
who have spoken already or those who have not
spoken? You are both eligible to come back to the
podium.

(no response from the
audience)

MR. CLOSTA: We can still submit written
comments by the dead line?
MODERATOR ANN SWOPE: Absolutely.

This then concludes our public
oral comment portion of the evening. You may
provide oral comments in private as soon as I
leave the podium. We will have you a separate
room to do that, and I remind you that you may
provide written comments while you are here or
after you leave. You just need to make sure you
get them postmarked by October 1. And we all at
Naval Service Warfare Center Dahlgren Division
Naval Support Activities South Potomac, thank you
for your interest in our Draft and Environmental
Impact Statement. Thank you.

i o | b o (w7 o3

HEARING CONCLUDED AT 6:50 P.M.
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CERTIFICATE OF COURT REPORTER
I, Cherryl J. Maddox, hereby certify that I was the
Court Reporter in the hearings, held in Newburg Volunteer
Rescue Squad, 12245 Rock Point Road, Newburg, Maryland, on
September 11, 2012, at the time of the hearing herein.
I further certify that the foregoing transcript is a
true and accurate record of the hearing herein.

Given under my hand this 8th day of October, 2012.

7
CHERRYL: J.(éﬁééox, RPR, Court Reporter
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Notice of Public Hearings for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for
Outdoor Research, Development, Test and Evaluation Activities, Naval Surface
Warfare Center, Dahlgren Division, Dahlgren, VA

AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DoD.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to Section (102)(2)(c) of the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and the Council on Environmental Quality regulations for
implementing the procedural provisions of NEPA (Title 40 Code of Federal
Regulations Parts 1500-1508), the Department of the Navy (DoN) has prepared
and filed with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to evaluate the potential environmental
effects of expanding Naval Surface Warfare Center, Dahlgren Division's
(NSWCDD) research, development, test and evaluation
(RDT&E) activities within the Potomac River Test Range (PRTR) complex,
Explosives Experimental Area (EEA) Range complex, the Mission Area, and
Special-Use Airspace (SUA) located at Naval Support Facility (NSF) Dahlgren,
Dahlgren, VA.

The DoN will conduct three public hearings to receive oral and written
comments on the Draft EIS. Federal, state, and local agencies, elected
officials, and other interested individuals and organizations are invited to
be present or represented at the public hearings. This notice announces the
dates and locations of the public hearings for this Draft EIS.

DATES AND ADDRESSES: Public hearings will be held on the following dates and
locations:

1. September 11, 2012 at the Newburg Volunteer Rescue Squad and Fire
Department, 12245 Rock Point Road, Newburg, MD 20664;

2. September 12, 2012 at the A.T. Johnson Alumni Museum, 18849 Kings
Highway, Montross, VA 22520; and

3. September 13, 2012 at the Mary Washington University-Dahlgren Campus,
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activities are now rarely/never conducted, such as at dusk, dawn, and night
and in adverse weather.

The purpose of the proposed action is to enable NSWCDD to meet current
and future mission-related warfare and force-protection requirements by
providing RDT&E of surface ship combat systems, ordnance, HE lasers and
directed-energy systems, force-level warfare, and homeland and force
protection.

The need for the proposed action is to enable the DoN and other
stakeholders to successfully meet current and future national and global
defense challenges required under 10 U.S.C. 5062 (2006) by developing a
robust capability to carry out assigned RDT&E activities within the PRTR and
EEA Range Complexes,

[[Page 51529]]

the Mission Area, and the SUA at NSF Dahlgren.

NSWCDD evaluated a range of alternatives that would meet action
objectives, and applied screening criteria to identify those alternatives
that were reasonable" (i.e., practical and feasible).

Reasonable alternatives were carried through the Draft EIS analysis.
Screening criteria included:

1. Criterion 1--accommodate historical and current, baseline RDT&E
mission requirements for activities that have the potential to affect human
health and/or the environment; namely, those involving ordnance, the use of
high-power EM energy, HE lasers, chemical simulants, and the use of the
PRTR;

2. Criterion 2--accommodate known future requirements, which include the
use of biological simulants alone;

3. Criterion 3--accommodate optimal potential future requirements by
incorporating a margin of growth for the most actively evolving programs for
which it is difficult to accurately forecast future needs, and include
mixtures of biological and chemical simulants; and

4. Criterion 4--minimize impacts to commercial and recreational use of
the Potomac River.

Reasonable alternatives were carried through the Draft EIS analysis. The
Draft EIS considers three alternatives as summarized
below:
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1. No Action Alternative--maintains current operations and provides a
baseline against which to measure the impacts of the other two alternatives.

2. Alternative 1--includes No Action Alternative plus growth above No
Action Alternative levels necessary to meet RDT&E mission requirements in
the near future.

3. Alternative 2--Provides for roughly 15% growth in activity levels
above that of Alternative 1 to provide a margin of growth for the most
actively evolving programs. It addresses current baseline requirements,
known future requirements, and projected increases in the foreseeable future
based on current trends. This alternative is the Preferred Alternative.

Alternatives 1 and 2 constitute increases in current activities of
small-arms firing, detonations, high-power EM energy events, HE laser
events, chemical and biological simulant (defense) events, and PRTR hours of
use.

Alternative 2 (Preferred Alternative) satisfies current baseline
requirements, includes the growth necessary to meet known RDT&E mission
requirements for the near future and includes a margin of growth for the
most actively evolving programs, namely those for which the numbers of
future annual test events, firings, and hours of use are harder to predict
because of the uncertainties inherent in carrying out RDT&E.

The Draft EIS evaluates the potential environmental effects associated
with NSWCDD's outdoor RDT&E activities. Alternatives were evaluated within
resource areas including land use and plans, coastal zone resources,
socioeconomics, environmental justice communities, protection of children,
utilities, air quality, noise levels, cultural resources, hazardous
materials and hazardous waste, health and safety, geology, topography, soils
and sediments, water resources, and aquatic and terrestrial biological
resources. The analysis includes an evaluation of the direct, indirect, and
cumulative impacts. Methods to reduce or minimize impacts to affected
resources are addressed.

The DoN has made a preliminary finding that for all three alternatives
there would be no significant impact to land use and plans, coastal zone
resources, socioeconomics, low-income and minority populations, children,
utilities, air quality, noise levels, cultural resources, hazardous
materials and hazardous waste, health and safety, geology, topography, soils
and sediments, water resources, and aquatic and terrestrial biological
resources, and we are awaiting concurrence from the respective agencies.
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Lieutenant Commander, Judge Advocate General's Corps, U.S. Navy, Federal
Register Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 2012-20937 Filed 8-23-12; 8:45 am] BILLING CODE 3810-FF-P
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From: B K [mailto:bhkkjk@gmail.com]

Sent: Friday, September 14, 2012 1:09 PM

To: dlgr_nswc_eis

Cc: KellyC@CharlesCounty.org; RobinsonK@charlescounty.org
Subject: EIS Comments re: Dahlgren

September 14, 2012

Commander, Attn. Code 6

Naval Surface Warfare Center Dahlgren
6149 Welsh Road, Suite 203

Dahlgren, VA 22448-5130

Re: Proposed Dahlgren Expansion and EIS
Dear Commander:

Expanding activities at Dahlgren undoubtedly will be approved; nevertheless, our
family is not in favor of it.

With veterans in our family having served in Korea, Viet Nam and Iraq, we
understand the value of experimentation and testing. In fact, a close relative has
worked for years at an arsenal providing your facility and others with munitions.

We moved to Swan Point for peace and quiet. For as long as we’ve lived here
(seven yrs.) we have endured Dahlgren’s testing and find it problematic. Our
home, at times, is so severely jarred that everything vibrates and rattles, and our
son (an Iraq veteran with PTSD) is reluctant to visit.

The EIS evaluated historic buildings, but it would benefit our communities to
know specifically how homes in the vicinity are being impacted. What is your
responsibility, and what procedures exist for homeowners to follow if homes are
damaged? Some homes are more substantially built, but after years of repeated
vibrations all structures will suffer.

e

Appendix A A-183 June 2013

P00S.\



Regardless of specific activities, the EIS does not provide the confidence n
to support expansion. As stated, findings are inconclusive, indecisive, and
repetitive: ". . . may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect . .." When
something is deemed not likely, a possibility remains.

For us, the consequences of current activities are minimally tolerant, and

emphatically we do not favor expanding activities at dusk, dawn, night, and in

inclement weather as proposed.

Belinda and Kevin Keller
15116 Bayshire Place
Swan Point, MD 20645

eedecT

P0O05.2

most

cc: Charles County Commissioners, President Candice Quinn Kelly and Ken

Robinson, District 1
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5
POOGL-2
1 all do. We need our sleep. And I would really,
2 really, like a monitor down there so you know it
3 is happening. I know you do the weather, take
4 everything into account, and I fully support you,
h I really do, but we have to live there. So, and £-
6 know that you will come down and look at cracked
P006.3
7 windows, broken stuff, but you know, I have never
8 heard of you paying anything either. B
9 But that incident, we had
10 things fall off walls and break, and this happens,
e | vibration happens like that all of the time. If
12 it is increased, it will greatly increase our
13 quality of life. I would like to see the monitorxr
14 and the noise addressed. Thank you.
15 MODERATOR ANN SWOPE: Thank you.
16 That is the only name we had
17 on the list but maybe she generated your thoughts
18 for more comments, so I will give you a couple of
19 minutes if you have something you would like to
20 say-
21 MR. ELWOOD: My name is Bob Elwood, I'm
22 with the Potomac River Association and thank you
23 for including us on your list and sending us the
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Appendix A A-190 June 2013



Appendix A A-191 June 2013



Appendix A A-192 June 2013



Appendix A A-193 June 2013



Appendix A A-194 June 2013



Appendix A A-195 June 2013



Appendix A A-196 June 2013



Appendix A A-197 June 2013



Appendix A A-198 June 2013



Appendix A A-199 June 2013



Appendix A A-200 June 2013



Appendix A A-201 June 2013



1 September 13, 2012

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

MODERATOR ANN SWOPE: Thank you, Captain
Smith, we appreciate that summary of our preferred
alternative, the actions that we are going to take
to move forward.

Now, we are going to move to
the hearing portion of our meeting. We will be
taking oral comments on the draft EIS. We want
your comments so we can assure that we have
thoroughly considered your inputs in our decision.

Your comments will be recorded
by the, for the public record by the official
public recorder taking over here. We won't be
responding to questions tonight. However,
substantial comments or guestions will be
addressed in the final EIS. If you would like to
speak and haven't signed up yet, which none of you
have, you may now or any time prior to conclusion
of this meeting, sign up.

So I'm going to explain some
more things. I'm going to set this right here,

you are welcome to sign up.
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So, if you would like to
speak, you may sign up right there and I will call
your name and you can come up and speak. Also, if
you later feel you have got an additional oral
comment to make, you may sign up and speak a
second time. Each speaker will be allowed two
minutes. We have a time keeper with a clock
located at the table across the side there. The
clock will count down and sound an alarm when your
time is up. If you haven't finished your comment,
we will give you time to put the text in a comment
form and we will include it with the public
record.

As an alternative to
publically stating your comment, you may dictate
or comment in private after the oral commenting is
concluded. There is also a sign up table for the
private dictation outside the door and the private
dictation room is right across the hall.

Additionally, we welcome your
written comments during or after the meeting.
Comment forms are available at the welcome table

right outside the door and you can deposit those
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the range at public marinas to inform jet skis and
what not of the issues of that. I'm sure there
was a lot of money having to stand down and wait
for the range people here. -

I have one friend of mine in éﬁ
soccer team who lives just down river right on the
river, probably the second house physically down
the range on the public property. He said he
wasn't really worried about the noise. The one
issue he had was when we do burns in Pumpkin Neck,
a lot of diesel smoke comes up. He said it hasn't
come over his house yet, but that is the one
concern, he sees a big plume of diesel smoke.

I notice the sound meters you 7
have down the range, but with the new rail gun, I
think it might be a good idea to put a sound meter
to brief sound levels. And as far as, it was
announced in the local paper, I never saw it first
hand, saw the article in The Free Lance-Star about
it, but I don't believe it was announced either to

the base employees. I think it could be announced

a little better. Maybe that is my own problem.

Thank you.

POD7.1

POD7.2

P007.3
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MODERATOR ANN SWOPE: Thank you.

I apologize if I pronounce
this wrong. But Dreda Newman.

MS. NEWMAN: My name is Dreda Newman,
and I would like to just ask a question. I would
like to pose a question. I have lived in the
community quite awhile, was born in the same house
I live in right now, right across the street from
the Base, and I want to ask how is the use of
chemical biological agents and the laser, how is
that going to be monitored, other than by you? I
mean how do we know if there is anything being
used other than what they have stated that is
being used? I'm just trusting that everything is
above board and everything is wonderful.

Also, if accidents or deaths

occur on the Base, is the public informed or will

we be informed or do we know? I mean, I'm not
sure how much information I'm supposed to know.
Maybe I'm not supposed to know what's going on in
the Base, but I live, like I said, within a few
yards of the base and I am just, I would like to

know more about what's going on instead of just

P008.|

P003.2
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comments? Again, I remind you that you are able
to sign up for private dictation, you can do that
right outside.

If there are no further oral
comments at this time, this concludes the public
oral comment portion of our evening. I also
remind you that you can provide written comments.
You can do that here with you and drop them in the
box on your way out, or take some paper with you
or just type an e-mail and mail it from your home
as long as it is postmarked by October 1lst.

We appreciate your comments,
your questions, and those questions and comments
will be addressed in our final EIS, which is
available. Take a form with you and you will see
the web site where you can find those documents.
Thank you very much.

e ————— Tt T — T T T S W T . T =

HEARING CONCLUDED AT 7:03 P.M.
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