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 Introduction/Background 

This document provides a Supplement to the 2006 Environmental Assessment (EA)/ Finding of No 
Significant Impact (FONSI) for “Five-Year Capital Improvement Program” at the St. Mary’s County 
Regional Airport (2W6) in Leonardtown, Maryland. This Supplemental document has been prepared in 
accordance with Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Order 1050.1F, Paragraph 9-3. 
 
The St. Mary’s County Regional Airport (2W6), previously referred to as the Captain Walter Francis Duke 
Regional Airport, is a general aviation airport in Leonardtown, Maryland which is owned and operated by 
the Commissioners of St. Mary’s County. There is one runway at the Airport, Runway 11-29, which is 4,150 
feet long and 75 feet wide and is in the process of being extended to 5,350 feet per the recommendation 
of the 2002 Airport Master Plan Update (MPU) and the 2006 EA/FONSI (see Attachment A). 
 
The 2006 EA/FONSI includes the following projects, which are depicted conceptually in Figure 1: 
 

• Remove obstructions for Runway 11/29 

• Acquire approximately three acres of land and approximately 54 acres of avigation easement for 
obstruction removal, road relocation, and Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) 

• Overlay and strengthen Runway 11/29 pavement to 30,000 pounds single wheel 

• Extend Runway 11/29 by 1,200 feet to the west 

• Relocate parallel Taxiway A 240 feet to the south and extend to the east 

• Relocate Lawrence Hayden Road approximately 700 feet to the west 

• Realign Airport Drive approximately 30 feet to the south 

• Install Localizer/Distance Measuring Equipment (DME) antenna at the Runway 29 end 

• Construct airport access road 

• Construct west apron and connecting taxiway 

• Construct T-hangars, conventional hangars, auto parking and apron 

• Upgrade rotating beacon 

• Install perimeter/security fence 
 
Since the FONSI was issued, the County has completed the land acquisition and obstruction removal 
necessary to accommodate the runway extension.   
 
The construction project to Extend Runway 11/29, Extend and Relocate Taxiway A, and Construct the west 
apron was divided into three phases.  A Design Engineering Report was developed in 2018 for the complete 
design of the entire three-phase program.  The project components included in each of the phases are 
outlined below: 
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Table 1: 2W6 Runway Program Phases 

PHASE COMPONENTS 
COMPLETION 

DATE 

Phase 1 
•Relocate central portion of TW A 

•Construct west apron 

•Construct electrical vault 
2020 

Phase 2 

•Runway 11 Obstruction Clearing 

•Earthwork grading for rw extension 

•Drainage pipes and basins 

•Erosion and Sediment Control 

Ongoing 

Phase 3 

•Extend Runway 11-29 Pavement 
•Extend Taxiway A Pavement 

•Relocate final 1,000’ of TW A 

•Install MITLs/signage along TW A 

•Construct 4-box PAPIs  

•Relocate REILS at new RW 11 end 

•Install stormwater management 

swales and ditches 

2024 

(Anticipated) 

Source: Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. 
Notes:  TW = taxiway; RW = runway; MITL = Medium Intensity Taxiway Lighting; PAPI = Precision Approach Path Indicator; REIL = 
Runway End Identifier Light 

 
In summer 2021, during Phase 2 construction, unearthed scrap metal and other buried debris was 
discovered while the runway extension area was being excavated and graded.  The buried debris consists 
mainly of scrap metal (such as metal sheeting, wire, and mattress springs), glass bottles, cans, wood, tree 
stumps, bricks, trash, and dark-stained soil.   
 
The removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris is considered by FAA to be a substantial change 
to the proposed action that is relevant to environmental concerns, and therefore, in accordance with the 
guidance in FAA Order 1050.1F, a Supplemental EA is required.  This 2023 Supplemental EA is to focus on 
the analysis and conclusions specifically in the previous trash deposit location and will not revisit other 
environmental impact categories in detail. 
 
The removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris is referred to as the ‘2023 Proposed Action’ in 
this document.   
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Figure 1: Proposed Action from the 2006 EA 

 
 Source: Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. exhibit
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 Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action analyzed in this 2023 Supplemental EA is the removal, transport, and disposal of the 
unearthed debris which was discovered during construction of the proposed runway extension at the St. 
Mary’s County Regional Airport.  The expanse of the area of debris to be removed is in the northeastern 
area of the runway expansion area (see Figure 2) and is estimated to encompass five acres.  
 
The debris is to be unearthed by a permitted contractor and transported to the King George County landfill 
in Virginia, which is approximately 55 miles west of the airport.   
 
Figure 2: 2023 Proposed Action 

 
Source: Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. exhibit 
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 Purpose and Need 

The 2023 Proposed Action is associated with the greater, Five-Year Capital Improvement Program at 
2W6 which was environmentally reviewed in 2006. The full Purpose and Need discussion from the 2006 
EA is included in Attachment A.   
 
The need for the 2023 Proposed Action is the existence of unearthed debris in the area where 
construction of a runway extension is ongoing.  The purpose of the action is to remove, transfer, and 
dispose of the unearthed debris so that the runway construction project can continue.   

 Alternatives 

This section compares the No Action and the Build/Proposed Action alternatives.   
 

4.1 No Action 
The No Action alternative serves as a basis for comparing environmental consequences of other 
potential alternatives.  Under the No Action alternative, the unearthed debris would not be removed, 
transported, and disposed of in a proper facility.  This would inhibit the continuance of the runway 
expansion effort, which would prevent the airport from achieving the stated Purpose and Need outlined 
previously.  This alternative would also prevent the County from achieving the initial (2006) stated 
Purpose and Need of fulfilling the existing and projected aviation demand of the St. Mary’s County 
Regional Airport.  Because this alternative does not meet the stated Purpose and Need, it was not 
considered further. 
 

4.2 Build/Proposed Action 
The Proposed Action assumes that the proposed removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed 
debris discovered during the construction effort would take place.  This would allow the County to 
complete the runway expansion effort and achieve a runway length of 5,350 feet per the 
recommendation of the 2002 Airport Master Plan Update (MPU) and the 2006 EA/FONSI. Because the 
Build alternative enables the County to move forward with the project, therefore supporting the stated 
Purpose and Need, it has been selected as the Preferred Alternative. 
 

 Affected Environment 

St. Mary’s County Regional Airport is a general aviation facility located in St. Mary’s County, approximately 
four miles northeast of Leonardtown, Maryland. The airport is owned and operated by St. Mary’s County 
and serves the aviation needs of St. Mary’s County and the surrounding communities. 
 
The Airport’s single runway (Runway 11−29) is currently 4,150 feet long and 75 feet wide. The runway is 
supported by partial parallel Taxiway A for approximately three quarters of the runway length. According 
to the FAA 5010-1 Master Record, the airport hosts 200 based aircraft and over 40,000 annual operations. 
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The airport property is bordered by industrial uses, especially to the north, and forested open space (see 
Figure 3).  The municipal boundaries of Wildewood, Maryland are immediately south of airport property 
(depicted in yellow in Figure 3). 
 
Figure 3: Affected Environment 

 
Source: EPA ‘NEPAssist’ 

This section is to include a description of each of the environmental impact categories as listed in FAA 
Order 1050.1F to establish a baseline from which to assess potential impacts. 
 

5.1 Air Quality 
Pursuant to the Clean Air Act (CAA), the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) establishes, enforces, 
and periodically reviews the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). NAAQS have been 
established for six common air pollutants, referred to as criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), lead 
(Pb), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), ozone (O3), particulate matter with a diameter of 10 micrometers or less 
(PM10), particulate matter (PM) with a diameter of 2.5 micrometers or less (PM2.5), and sulfur dioxide 
(SO2). The EPA designates areas as either meeting (attainment) or not meeting (nonattainment) the 
NAAQS. Once the measured pollutant concentrations in a nonattainment area meet the NAAQS and the 
additional re-designation requirements in the CAA, the EPA will designate the area as a maintenance 
area.  
 
The Airport is in St. Mary’s County, Maryland. St. Mary’s County is in attainment for NAAQS. 
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5.2 Biological Resources 
Biological resources include various types of flora (plants) and fauna (fish, birds, reptiles, amphibians, 
etc.) as well as lakes, rivers, wetlands, forests, and upland habitats.  The project area is an ongoing 
construction site on the airfield, which has been graded.  The project area within airport property is 
bordered to the north by industrial uses, to the west by Lawrence Hayden Road, and to the south by 
dense forest and Huckleberry Way. 
 
The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) 
database identified one federally endangered species, the Dwarf wedgemussel, and one candidate 
species, the Monarch butterfly, which could be found on or near the project area. There are no critical 
habitats, wildlife refuges, or fish hatcheries within the full project area (see Attachment B).  
 
Based on USFWS National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) data, there are no wetlands within the project area 
(see Figure 4). 
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Figure 4: National Wetlands Inventory mapping 

 
Source: USFWS National Wetlands Inventory 

5.3 Climate 
Greenhouse gas (GHG) is a category of pollutants for which there is global and national concern. The 
majority of GHG emissions from transportation are CO2 emissions resulting from the combustion of 
petroleum-based products, like gasoline, in internal combustion engines. GHG emissions have not been 
regulated under the CAA as air pollutants. Currently, there are no federal standards for GHG emissions 
applicable to aviation.  
 

5.4 Coastal Resources 
Coastal resources can include islands, transitional, and intertidal areas, salt marshes, wetlands, 
floodplains, estuaries, beaches, dunes, barrier islands, and coral reefs, as well as fish and wildlife and 
their respective habitats within these areas. Federal activities involving or affecting coastal resources are 
governed by the Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA), the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA), and 
Environmental Order (EO) 13089, Coral Reef Protection. 
 
St. Mary’s County is located within the Maryland Coastal Zone. 
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5.5 Department of Transportation (DOT) Act, Section 4(f) 
Section 4(f) of the U.S. DOT Act of 1966 protects significant publicly owned parks, recreational areas, 
wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and public and private historic sites. The Proposed Action would occur 
on dedicated airport property. The 2006 EA/FONSI noted that there are no known publicly owned parks 
or other protected Section 4(f) resources on or near the proposed projects.  
 

5.6 Farmlands 
Farmlands are agricultural areas considered important and protected by federal, state, and local 
regulations. The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) regulates federal actions with the potential to 
convert farmland to non-agricultural uses. Specifically, the Act regulates farmland as prime, unique, or 
of statewide or local importance.  
 
According to FAA Order 1050.1F Desk Reference, direct impacts to farmlands typically involve the 
conversion of farmlands to non-agricultural use.  The 2023 Proposed Action would occur on dedicated 
airport property which is previously disturbed.  
 

5.7 Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention 
Hazardous materials, solid waste, and pollution prevention are impact categories that include an 
evaluation of potential waste streams, potential hazardous materials either used during 
construction/operation or encountered at a contaminated site, and potential to interfere with ongoing 
remediation of a contaminated site. 
 
The 2006 Proposed Action included a discussion of solid waste disposal which cited a “Site Assessment 
Report” which was prepared as part of the EA effort to research the history of waste disposal at 2W6.  
The report noted, “Solid waste was reportedly burned or disposed in trenches on the airport property 
before it was developed as an airport,” including in the area planned for the western runway extension.   
The report included the results of a landfill assessment conducted by Jordan, Jones & Goulding, Inc., 
which included a site visit, review of aerial photographs, interviews with County and State staff, review 
of MDE files, and a review of previous planning reports prepared for 2W6.  The report noted that a four-
acre county dump west of Hollywood, Maryland known as the “Old Hollywood Landfill” is noted to be on 
the initial 208± acres acquired for the St. Mary’s Airport, but that it was believed that landfill activity was 
contained to the eastern (Runway 29) end of the airport property, and concluded that waste is not 
anticipated to be found in the areas planned for construction for the Runway 11 extension.  
 
Based in part on the results of the “Site Assessment Report,” the 2006 EA/FONSI concluded that there 
would be no significant solid waste impacts and did not recommend mitigation measures. 
 
The 2006 EA also included a discussion of hazardous wastes which noted that based on the nature of the 
project proposed, no hazardous waste is likely to be generated, and that there would be no use of 
hazardous materials during construction with the exception of fuel. 
 
Since that time, as previously noted, unearthed scrap metal and other buried debris was discovered 
while the runway extension area was being excavated and graded.   
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The EPA NEPAssist databases does not identify a hazardous site in the vicinity of the proposed debris 
removal, which would occur on the eastern runway end, although several companies in the airport 
vicinity which report to EPA are identified (see Figure 5).  
 
Figure 5: EPA 'NEPAssist' Search for Hazardous Sites 

 
Source: EPA ‘NEPAssist’ 

5.8 Historical, Architectural, Archaeological, and Cultural Resources 
Historical, architectural, archaeological, and cultural resources encompass a range of sites, properties, 
and physical resources relating to human activities, society, and cultural institutions.  
 
An archaeological and architectural Phase 1 survey was performed during the 2006 EA which identified 
one architectural resource older than 50 years (ca. 1950 house, located on the east side of Clarks Mill 
Road) which was ultimately not recommended for listing on the National Register of Historic Places 
(NRHP).  No archeological resources were identified during the survey. The 2006 EA/FONSI concluded 
that there would be no adverse impacts to historic or cultural resources as a result of the Proposed 
Action. Two Native American tribes, the Delaware Nation, Oklahoma and the Delaware Tribe of Indians 
have previously expressed interest in St. Mary’s County.   
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5.9 Land Use 
2W6 is an operating, general aviation airport which is nearly built out. St. Mary’s County has designated 
the land use for the airport property as “Public Lands”.  The land uses surrounding the airport include 
Industrial to the north, Open Space to the west, Residential Medium Density and Office and Business 
Parks to the south, and Low and Medium-Intensity Mixed Use to the East (see Figure 6).  
 
Figure 6: Land Use 

 
Source: St. Mary’s County GIS 

5.10 Natural Resources and Energy Supply 
Natural resources and energy supply provide an evaluation of a project’s consumption of natural 
resources (such as water, petroleum for asphalt, stone for aggregate, wood, etc.) and use of energy 
supplies (such as coal for electricity, natural gas for heating, and fuel for aircraft or other ground 
vehicles).  The Proposed Action involves the removal, transport, and disposal of unearthed debris, which 
could require construction vehicles likely powered by fuel and water for weighing down construction 
dust, among other sources of natural resources and energy. The 2006 EA/FONSI concluded that the 
2006 Proposed Action would not result in significant impacts to energy supplies and natural resources.   
 

5.11 Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use 
The 2023 project area is contained to airport property which is immediately bordered by industrial uses 
and densely forested land (see Figure 6).  
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5.12 Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s 

Environmental Health and Safety Risks 
Socioeconomics is an umbrella term used to describe potential impacts on the human environment such 
as population, employment, housing, and public services, with special attention given to the potential 
disproportionate impacts of a proposed project to low-income or minority populations, or children.  The 
project would be limited to occurring on an operating airfield. According to the EPA’s EJScreen database, 
the population within ½ mile of the runway reports as 22% people of color, 8% low-income, and 8% 
under age 5 (see Attachment D).   
 

5.13 Visual Effects 
Visual effects are broken into two categories: Light Emissions and Visual Resources and Character. The 
Proposed Action would occur on an area of an operating airfield which is bordered by industrial uses and 
undeveloped, forested land which are generally compatible with airport operations.  
 

5.14 Water Resources  
 

5.14.1 Floodplains 
According to current Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) flood maps, the airport property, 
including the 2023 project area, remains outside of mapped floodplains (see Figure 7).   
 
Figure 7: FEMA Flood Map 

 
Source: FEMA Flood Map Service Center 
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5.14.2 Groundwater 
Groundwater is surface water that is stored between sand, clay, and rock formations, and includes 
aquifers, geologic layers which store and transmit groundwater to wells, springs, and other water 
sources. The EPA NEPAssist online mapper does not identify a sole source aquifer on or near the airport 
property.  
 

While perched water (subsurface water which is trapped at a depth above the water table) was 

identified in the project area for the runway extension construction at between five and six feet 

in depth, groundwater was not encountered until a depth of 15 feet.  However, because the 

debris pile is at a higher elevation than the rest of the project, a 15-foot deep boring on that site 

did not encounter groundwater.  The maximum approximate excavation depth to remove the 

unearthed debris is 15 feet, and the debris pile is at a higher elevation than the rest of the 

project. 
 

5.14.3 Surface Water 
Surface waters include streams, rivers, lakes, ponds, estuaries, and oceans.  There are no surface waters 
on or near the 2023 proposed project area.   

 

5.14.4 Wild and Scenic Rivers 
There are no federally designated Wild and Scenic rivers in Maryland. The Patuxent River has been 
designated “Scenic” by the Maryland General Assembly; this river is approximately three miles northeast 
of the airport.   

 

5.14.5 Wetlands 
According to United States Fish and Wildlife Service NWI data, there are no wetlands on the 2023 
project area (see Figure 4).  
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 Environmental Consequences 

This section examines the environmental categories listed in FAA Order 1050.1F Environmental Impacts: 
Policies and Procedures. The reasonably foreseeable environmental consequences of the Proposed 
Action and No Action alternatives are discussed.  
 

6.1 Air Quality 
The Airport is located in St. Mary’s County, Maryland which is an attainment area for NAAQS. 
 

• No Action: As it does not involve construction, the No Action alternative would not create 
adverse impacts to air quality. 

• Build/Proposed Action: The 2023 Proposed Action is not associated with a change in the 
frequency of operations at 2W6 or the types of aircraft operating there.   
 
With the exception of temporary emissions related to construction, no adverse impacts to air 
quality are anticipated as a result of the 2023 Proposed Action. 

 

6.2 Biological Resources 
The USFWS IPaC database has identified the Dwarf wedgemussel and the Monarch butterfly as 
protected species which could be found in the project area; no critical habitats, wildlife refuges, or fish 
hatcheries were identified within the project area or in the vicinity.   
 

• No Action: As it does not involve construction, the No Action alternative would not create 
adverse impacts to biological resources. 

• Build/Proposed Action: Based on the characteristics of the study area (a graded, in-progress 
construction project on an operating airfield) suitable habitat for either species is likely not 
present.  An online determination key on the IPaC site was used to conclude No Effect to the 
Dwarf wedgemussel.  The review package was submitted to USFWS in March 2023 for 
documentation (see Attachment B). 

 
In consideration of the above, no adverse impacts to biological resources are anticipated from the 2023 
Proposed Action. 
 

6.3 Climate 
The majority of GHG emissions from transportation are CO2 emissions resulting from the combustion of 
petroleum-based products, like gasoline, in internal combustion engines.  
 

• No Action: As it does not involve construction, the No Action alternative would not create 
climate impacts. 

• Build/Proposed Action: The proposed removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris 
is not associated with an increase in aircraft operations or aircraft operational changes. Some 
GHGs would be released by the trucks and equipment conducting the removal and transport; 
however, this is not anticipated to be significant. 
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There would be no measurable increase in greenhouse gases by the 2023 proposed Action and 
no significant, adverse impacts to climate are anticipated. 

 

6.4 Coastal Resources 
St. Mary’s County is located within the Maryland Coastal Zone. 
 

• No Action: As it does not involve construction, the No Action alternative would not impact 
coastal resources or require agency coordination. 

• Build/Proposed Action: Because St. Mary’s County is within the coastal zone of Maryland, 
coordination was conducted with the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) and the 
Maryland DNR to confirm that the project is consistent with the Maryland Coastal Zone 
Management Program. In June 2023, the MDE confirmed that the project is consistent with the 
CZMP (see Attachment E). 
 
No impacts to coastal resources are anticipated as a result of the proposed project. 

 

6.5 Department of Transportation, Section 4(f) Resources 
• No Action: As it does not involve construction, the No Action alternative would not impact 

Section 4(f) resources. 

• Build/Proposed Action: The project would take place within the boundaries of airport property 
and there are no known Section 4(f) properties on or near the area proposed for the removal of 
unearthed debris. Historic properties are one type of Section 4(f) resource. MHT was contacted 
during this 2023 Supplemental effort and has confirmed that no additional impacts to historic 
properties are anticipated as a result of the 2023 Proposed Action (see Attachment C).  
 
No impacts to Section 4(f) resources are anticipated as a result of the proposed project. 

 

6.6 Farmlands  
The proposed removal of unearthed debris would take place within the boundaries of dedicated airport 
property. 
 

• No Action: As it does not involve construction, land acquisition, or the conversion of farmlands, 
the No Action alternative would not impact farmlands. 
Build/Proposed Action: The area where the unearthed debris removal is proposed is a disturbed 
site on an active airfield which is not actively farmed.  
 
No significant impacts to farmlands are anticipated as a result of the 2023 Proposed Action. 

 

6.7 Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention 
In summer 2021, during Phase 2 construction, unearthed scrap metal and other buried debris was 
discovered while the runway extension area was being excavated and graded.  
 
St. Mary’s County informed MDE of the discovery in August 2021 and developed a sampling plan in 
consultation with MDE that consisted of advancing a series of soil test pits to identify and delineated the 
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horizontal and vertical extents of the buried debris, screen excavated soil airspace for the presence of 
total volatile organic compounds (TVOCs), and collect soil samples to chemically profile the material for 
handling and disposal.   The County tasked Maryland Environmental Services (MES) with test pit siting 
and sampling; ALS Environmental Services was responsible for analyzing the soil samples.  The 2021 
Trash Pit Exploration Report is included as Attachment F. 
 
Of 40 test pit locations depicted within the test pit area depicted in Figure 2, identified elevated TVOC 
measurements were recorded for four locations in the western portion of the investigation area (PIT-2, 
PIT-5, P-7, and P-12). Soil samples from these four locations were analyzed by ALS Environmental 
Services. Cadmium and Toxicity Characteristics Leaching Procedure (TCLP) lead were detected in the 
samples; however, the concentrations were detected at levels 10 to 300 times lower than the regulatory 
levels for these constituents.  Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs), Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons-Diesel 
Range Organics (TPH-DRO), and dioxins/furans were also detected in the soil samples.  The 
concentrations of PCBs were found to be at concentrations less than the regulatory levels established by 
the USEPA and Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA). TPH-DRO concentrations were found to be below 
the MDE level for non-residential soil and are several orders of magnitude lower than the average TPH-
DRO required for landfill disposal.  While concentrations of individual dioxins are lower than various 
regulatory levels, total dioxin concentrations in the four soil samples exceed the landfill acceptance 
concentration; therefore, based on dioxin content, the report concludes that this waste cannot be 
accepted for disposal in a municipal landfill.  The County has identified the King George County landfill in 
Virginia as a suitable disposal site for the materials.   
 
The report was submitted to the MDE’s Solid Waste Program (SWP), which agreed with the 
recommendations of the report on excavation, removal, and filling at the airport runway expansion area 
(see letter in Attachment F).  The mitigation measures listed in the letter are included in Section 7.  
 

• No Action: As it does not involve construction, including the removal of unearthed debris, the 
No Action alternative would not involve or impact hazardous resources or create significant 
amounts of solid waste or pollution. 

• Build/Proposed Action: The soil testing conducted in summer 2021 demonstrates that the 
buried debris is not considered to be hazardous based on consistent EP-toxicity results for the 
four soil samples; however, the extent of total dioxin concentrations does not permit the waste 
to be disposed in a municipal landfill.    
 
Based on the findings of the report and with the understanding that the debris is to be removed 
by a permitted contractor and disposed of in an appropriate offsite facility, the removal, 
transport, and disposal of the debris is not anticipated to have significant adverse impacts to this 
environmental resource category. 

 

6.8  Historical, Architectural, Archaeological and Cultural Resources  
MHT was contacted during this 2023 Supplemental EA effort and has confirmed that no historic 
properties would be affected by the 2023 Proposed Action (see Attachment C). Two Native American 
tribes, the Delaware Nation, Oklahoma and the Delaware Tribe of Indians, have previously expressed 
interest in St. Mary’s County.  Coordination letters were submitted by FAA to both tribes in March 2023 



 

St. Mary’s County Regional Airport (2W6) Supplemental Environmental Assessment 

 

 
18 

 

(see Attachment C); to date, responses from the tribes have not been received. Should responses be 
received before construction begins, every effort is to be made to accommodate the Tribes’ requests. 
 

• No Action: As it does not involve construction or ground disturbance, the No Action alternative 
would not impact historical, architectural, archaeological or cultural resources. 

• Build/Proposed Action: Based on the coordination with MHT, no impacts to historical, 
architectural, archaeological and cultural resources is anticipated as a result of the 2023 
Proposed Action.   

 

6.9 Land Use 
The land uses surrounding the airport include Industrial to the north, Open Space to the west, 
Residential Medium Density and Office and Business Parks to the south, and Low and Medium-Intensity 
Mixed Use to the East (see Figure 6).  
 

• No Action: As it does not involve construction or land acquisition, the No Action alternative 
would not have land use impacts. 

• Build/Proposed Action: The proposed removal of unearthed debris would take place on an 
operating airport surrounded by industrial uses and open space.  Transport would occur on 
public roads, and disposal would occur in a permitted disposal facility. 
 
No land use impacts are anticipated as a result of the 2023 Proposed Action. 

 

6.10 Natural Resources and Energy Supply  
The Proposed Action involves the removal, transport, and disposal of unearthed debris, which could 
require construction vehicles likely powered by fuel and water for weighing down construction dust, 
among other sources of natural resources and energy.  
 

• No Action: As it does not involve construction, the No Action alternative would not require 
significant natural resources or energy supply. 

• Build/Proposed Action: Similarly, no significant, additional impacts to natural resources or 
energy supply are anticipated as a result of the 2023 Proposed Action. 

 

6 .11  Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use  
The FAA’s Airport Land Use Compatibility Planning Advisory Circular notes that airport activities have no 
noise sensitivity impact on industrial and open spaces, which are the types of land use surrounding the 
airport.  

• No Action: As it does not involve construction, the No Action alternative would not have noise 
impacts. 

• Build/Proposed Action: No noise impacts other than those temporary noise events associated 
with the removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris are anticipated as a result of 
the 2023 Proposed Action. 
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6.12  Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice (EJ), and Children’s Health 

and Safety Risks 
 
According to the EPA’s EJScreen database, the population within ½ mile of the runway reports as 22% 
people of color, 8% low-income, and 8% under age 5 (see Attachment D), suggesting that environmental 
impacts resulting from the 2023 Proposed Action (the removal, transfer, and disposal of the unearthed 
debris) would not disproportionately impact minority and low-income communities or children.  The 
EPA NEPAssist mapper does not identify schools on or near the project area. 
 

• No Action: As it does not involve construction, the No Action alternative would not have 
socioeconomic impacts. 
Build/Proposed Action: The removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris would not 
have significant impacts (relocation of residents, significant environmental impacts that would 
be disproportionately borne by children, low-income residents, or EJ communities) to this 
environmental impact category.  
 

6.13 Visual Effects 
The 2023 Proposed Action involves the removal, transfer, and disposal of unearthed debris and is not 
anticipated to involve significant adverse visual impacts. The project would occur as part of an ongoing 
construction project to extend Runway 11-29 at 2W6.  The 2023 project site is immediately bordered by 
industrial uses and forested areas. 
 

• No Action: As it does not involve construction/development, the No Action alternative would 
not cause visual impacts. 

• Build/Proposed Action: The 2023 Proposed Action would take place on an operating airfield and 
adjacent to industrial uses.  There are no additional, significant visual impacts anticipated from 
the 2023 Proposed Action. 

 

6.14 Water Resources 
 

6.14.1 Wetlands  
National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) data does not identify wetlands where the unearthed debris is 
proposed to be removed (see Figure 4).  Therefore there are no anticipated impacts from either the No 
Action or the 2023 Build/Action alternative.  
 

6.14.2 Floodplains  
FEMA flood data does not identify floodplains, including the 500-year flood zone, where the unearthed 
debris is proposed to be removed (see Figure 7).  Therefore there are no anticipated impacts from either 
the No Action or the 2023 Build/Action alternative.  
 

6.14.3  Surface Waters  
There are no surface waters on or near the 2023 proposed project area.   

• No Action: As it does not involve construction, the No Action alternative would not impact 
surface waters. 
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• Build/Proposed Action:  There are no surface waters present in the vicinity of the projects. 
Sediment and erosion control facilities are to be in place during excavation to mitigate any 
seepage of chemicals or debris into downstream networks. No significant adverse impacts to 
surface water are anticipated as a result of the 2023 Proposed Action. 

 

6.14.4 Groundwater  
To achieve the 2023 Proposed Action, the maximum approximate excavation depth to remove the 
unearthed debris is 15 feet.  Borings were conducted within the area where construction of the runway 
extension is occurring, and groundwater was encountered at a depth of 15 feet. However, the debris 
pile is at a higher elevation than the rest of the project and groundwater was not encountered by a 15 
foot deep boring at the site where debris is proposed to be removed. There is no expectation to reach 
the water table during the excavation effort. Sediment and erosion control methods (such as silt fence) 
are to be in place during excavation to mitigate the seepage of chemicals or debris into downstream 
networks. 
 

• No Action: As it does not involve construction, the No Action alternative would not impact 
groundwater. 

• Build/Proposed Action: Based on the elevation of the site and the proposed erosion and 
sediment control measures, no significant impacts to groundwater are anticipated as a result of 
the 2023 Proposed Action.  

 

6.14.5 Wild and Scenic Rivers 
There are no federally designated Wild and Scenic rivers in Maryland nor state-designated rivers in the 
vicinity of the project area. No adverse impacts to Wild and Scenic rivers are anticipated as a result of the 
No Action alternative or of the Build/Proposed Action alternative. 
 

6.14.6 Cumulative Impacts 
Cumulative impacts are those impacts which result from the incremental impact of the Proposed Action 
when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions. In the past three years, the 
County has focused on the runway extension project, undergoing Phase II construction (during which 
the unearthed debris was discovered); see Table 1. The County also acquired an easement over an 
adjacent parcel with no plans to develop or remove trees (2021).  The phased runway construction was 
environmentally reviewed under the 2006 EA/FONSI, and a Categorical Exclusion (Cat-Ex) was issued by 
FAA for the easement acquisition.  
 
Anticipated projects in the next several years include the third and final phase of runway construction, a 
rehabilitation of the full runway pavement, and potential hangar development, depending on funding 
and tenant needs.  The runway project was environmentally reviewed under the 2006 EA/FONSI. Based 
on FAA guidance, the rehabilitation and hangar projects would typically qualify for a Categorical 
Exclusion, although the appropriate level of NEPA would be determined as the projects are ready to 
move forward. 
 
Because there are no significant environmental impacts anticipated as a result of the 2023 Proposed 
Action, it would not result in incremental environmental impacts when compared with other recent and 
anticipated projects. 
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 Mitigation 

Related to Historic, Architectural, Archaeological, and Cultural Resources, the following mitigation 
measures are proposed if a post-review discovery is made: 
 

7.1 Cultural Resources 
The FAA shall follow the procedures in 36 CFR 800.13 for post-review discoveries if potential historic 
properties are discovered or if unanticipated effects on known historic properties are found after the 
agency has completed Section 106 consultation for the undertaking. 
 
If a post review discovery is made during implementation of an undertaking conducted under this 
Agreement, all activities within a 100- foot-radius of the discovery will cease, and the airport Sponsor 
shall take steps to protect the discovery, and promptly report the discovery to the FAA, SHPO/THPO, 
and Tribes that have expressed an interest in this area. 
 
If the FAA has approved the undertaking and construction has commenced, determine actions that the 
agency official can take to resolve adverse effects, and notify the SHPO/THPO, any Indian Tribe that 
might attach religious and cultural significance to the affected property, and the Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation (the Council) within 48 hours of the discovery. The notification shall describe the 
agency official's assessment of National Register eligibility of the property and proposed actions to 
resolve the adverse effects. The SHPO/THPO, the Indian tribe and the Council shall respond within 48 
hours of the notification. The agency official shall take into account their recommendations regarding 
National Register eligibility and proposed actions, and then carry out appropriate actions. The agency 
official shall provide the SHPO/THPO, the Indian Tribe and the Council a report of the actions when they 
are completed. 

 

7.2 Human Remains 
If human remains and associated cultural items, as defined by the NAGPRA, are encountered, the airport 
Sponsor will immediately notify the FAA and follow the regulations at 43 CFR § 10. A NAGPRA plan of 
action will be implemented. 
 
If human remains, funerary objects, sacred ceremonial objects or objects of national or tribal patrimony 
are discovered on state, county, municipal, or private lands, either through archaeological excavation or 
during construction, and no Burial Agreement is in place the Airport Sponsor shall require the person in 
charge to immediately cease within a 100- foot radius of the discovery, take steps to protect the 
discovery, and immediately notify the FAA, SHPO/THPO and the Tribes that have expressed an interest 
in this area. 
 

7.3 Hazardous Materials 
The MDE’s August 2023 letter agreeing with the recommendations of the Test Pit Exploration Report 
noted the following mitigation measures: 
 

• Material that has already been flagged as non-conforming to the non-residential cleanup 
standards and from the documented burn area should be excavated and disposed of off-site at 
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an appropriate facility.  MDE/SWP requires the County to stockpile and analyze the excavated 
material prior to approval for burial at the site. Stockpiled materials should be free of 
metal/debris and dioxin impacted soil. 
 

• Excavated material utilized for fill shall contain a de minimis amount of glass and plastic but 
there is no compliant screening size as long as the material can be compared to design 
standards.  The material should be analyzed for the following contaminants to compare to the 
non-residential standards: 

o Priority pollutant metals 
o Mercury 
o Chromium, Hexavalent 
o VOCs and Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds (SVOCs) 
o Organochlorine Pesticides 
o Chlorinated Herbicides 
o PCBs Aroclors 
o TPH-Gasoline Range Organics (GRO) and TPH-DRO 
o pH 

• Should the stockpile exceed 50,000 cubic yards, more than four composite samples may be 
warranted. 

• The County shall provide analytical results from the composite samples to MDE/SWP for 
approval prior to utilizing the material as fill. 

• Once filling operations are complete the County shall provide MDE/SWP documentation of fill 
material utilization. 

 

 List of Preparers 

St. Mary’s County  
Gary Whipple, Deputy Director, St. Mary’s County Department of Public Works and Transportation 
 
Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. 
Mary Ashburn Pearson, AICP: Responsible for overall document preparation 
Delta Airport Consultants, Inc.: Technical Support 

 List of Agencies and Persons Consulted, and Agency 

Review Response 

FAA 
MHT 
USFWS 
MDE 
Delaware Nation, Oklahoma 
Delaware Tribe of Indians 
Maryland Department of Transportation (DOT) 
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Maryland Department of Natural Resources (DNR) 
Maryland Department of Planning (MDP) 
 
The draft document was made available to the public for a 30-day review and comment period, from 
September 1, 2023 through October 1, 2023, and to various review agencies via the MDP State 
Clearinghouse. No public comments were received. The agency review comments are included in 
Attachment G and summarized below. 
 

• The Maryland DOT, DNR, and MDP, including the MHT found the project to be consistent with 
their plans, programs and objectives, with the MHT reconfirming its “no effect” determination. 

• The MDE found the project to be generally consistent with their plans, programs, and objectives, 
and listed several qualifying comments which are included in Attachment G.  

• The MDE Water and Science Administration noted that the project is within a Tier II watershed 
which requires an Antidegradation Review; this was conducted in 2021 during the design effort 
and the MDE approval letter was provided to MDE to “close the loop” on this comment.  See 
Attachment G. 

 
The final document and environmental finding, upon issuance by FAA, are to be made available for a 
second 30-day public review period.
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Attachment B- USFWS 

Coordination  
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Mary Ashburn Pearson

From: Mary Ashburn Pearson <mapearson@deltaairport.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2023 5:01 PM

To: CBFO Project Review, FW5

Subject: Project Review Request

Attachments: 23004 2W6 Project Description.pdf; Species List_ Chesapeake Bay Ecological Services 

Field Office (1).pdf; NE Consistency Letter_ Northeast Endangered Species 

Determination Key 2023-03-15.pdf

Categories: Filed by Newforma

Hello, 

 

Attached is a self-certification package for “Remove, Transport, and Dispose of Unearthed Debris” project at the St. 

Mary’s County Regional Airport (2W6).  The dwarf wedgemussel and monarch butterfly were identified by IPaC as 

possibly occurring on or near the project area; however, given that this is an in-progress construction site for a runway 

extension on the airfield, it is unlikely that suitable habitat for either species is present. The consistency letter for the 

dwarf wedgemussel is also attached. 

 

Thank you, 

 

Mary Ashburn 
 

Mary  Ashburn Pearson,  A ICP 

Pro ject  Manager 

DELTA A IRPORT  CONSULTANTS,  INC. 

P .  804.955.4556 | WWW.DELTAAIRPORT .COM 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION FOR ‘REMOVE, TRANSPORT, AND DISPOSE OF UNEARTHED DEBRIS’ 
ST. MARY’S COUNTY REGIONAL AIRPORT (2W6) 

MARCH 2023 
 

PROJECT LOCATION 
St. Mary’s County Regional Airport (2W6) 
44174 Airport Rd, California, MD 20619  

St Mary's County Regional-2W6 - Google Maps 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The Commissioners of St. Mary’s County, owner and operator of 2W6 airport, are currently constructing 
a runway extension on the airport property.  The runway extension project and other on-airport 
development projects were environmentally reviewed under a 2006 Environmental Assessment (EA), and 
a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) was issued by FAA in June 2006.   
 
Since the FONSI was issued, the County has completed the land acquisition and obstruction removal 
necessary to accommodate the runway extension. The County has also completed the design of the 
project and initiated construction.   
 
In summer 2021, during construction, unearthed scrap metal and other buried debris was discovered 
while the runway extension area was being excavated and graded. The buried debris consists mainly of 
scrap metal (such as metal sheeting, wire, and mattress springs), glass bottles, cans, wood, tree stumps, 
bricks, trash, and dark-stained soil.   
 
The removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris is considered by FAA to be a substantial 
change to the proposed action that is relevant to environmental concerns, and therefore, in accordance 
with the guidance in FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, Paragraph 9-3, 
a Supplemental EA is required.  This United States Fish and Wildlife Service coordination is being 
conducted as part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review. 
 
 
 

 
.

https://www.google.com/maps/place/St+Mary's+County+Regional-2W6/@38.3149655,-76.5520128,1189m/data=!3m1!1e3!4m5!3m4!1s0x89b763f336cb41b9:0x64969ee501ac8b3b!8m2!3d38.3137202!4d-76.5509321
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Figure 1: Construction Underway for Runway Extension at 2W6 
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Figure 2: Trash Pit Area within Runway Expansion Area 
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Figure 3: 2W6 Airport and Critical Areas 

 
Source:  Maryland DNR  
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Figure 4: National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) data 

 
Source: USFWS 
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Figure 5: Flood Map 

 
Source: FEMA 



March 15, 2023

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Chesapeake Bay Ecological Services Field Office
177 Admiral Cochrane Drive
Annapolis, MD 21401-7307

Phone: (410) 573-4599 Fax: (410) 266-9127

In Reply Refer To: 
Project code: 2023-0056425 
Project Name: St. Mary's Airport - Remove, Transport, and Dispose of Unearthed Debris 
IPaC Record Locator: 121-123691509 
 
Federal Nexus: yes  
Federal Action Agency (if applicable): Department of Transportation  
 
Subject: Federal agency coordination under the Endangered Species Act, Section 7 for 'St. 

Mary's Airport - Remove, Transport, and Dispose of Unearthed Debris'
 
Dear Mary Pearson:  
 
This letter records your determination using the Information for Planning and Consultation 
(IPaC) system provided to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) on March 15, 2023, for 
“St. Mary's Airport - Remove, Transport, and Dispose of Unearthed Debris” (here forward, 
Project). This project has been assigned Project Code 2023-0056425 and all future 
correspondence should clearly reference this number.

The Service developed the IPaC system and associated species’ determination keys in accordance 
with the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA; 87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et 
seq.) and based on a standing analysis. All information submitted by the Project proponent into 
the IPaC must accurately represent the full scope and details of the Project. Failure to accurately 
represent or implement the Project as detailed in IPaC or the Northeast Determination Key 
(DKey), invalidates this letter. To make a no effect determination, the full scope of the proposed 
project implementation (action) should not have any effects (either positive or negative effect(s)), 
to a federally listed species or designated critical habitat.

Effects of the action are all consequences to listed species or critical habitat that are caused by 
the proposed action, including the consequences of other activities that are caused by the 
proposed action. A consequence is caused by the proposed action if it would not occur but for the 
proposed action and it is reasonably certain to occur. Effects of the action may occur later in time 
and may include consequences occurring outside the immediate area involved in the action. (See 
§ 402.17). Under Section 7 of the ESA, if a federal action agency makes a no effect 
determination, no further consultation with, or concurrence from, the Service is required (ESA 
§7). If a proposed Federal action may affect a listed species or designated critical habitat, formal 
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▪

consultation is required (except when the Service concurs, in writing, that a proposed action "is 
not likely to adversely affect" listed species or designated critical habitat [50 CFR §402.02, 50 
CFR§402.13]).

The IPaC results indicated the following species is (are) potentially present in your project area 
and, based on your responses to the Service’s Northeast DKey, you determined the proposed 
Project will have the following effect determinations:

 
Species Listing Status Determination
Dwarf Wedgemussel (Alasmidonta heterodon) Endangered No effect
 
 
Conclusion If there are no updates on listed species, no further consultation/coordination for this 
project is required for the species identified above. However, the Service recommends that 
project proponents re-evaluate the Project in IPaC if: 1) the scope, timing, duration, or location 
of the Project changes (includes any project changes or amendments); 2) new information reveals 
the Project may impact (positively or negatively) federally listed species or designated critical 
habitat; or 3) a new species is listed, or critical habitat designated. If any of the above conditions 
occurs, additional consultation with the Service should take place before project implements any 
changes which are final or commits additional resources.

In addition to the species listed above, the following species and/or critical habitats may also 
occur in your project area and are not covered by this conclusion:

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus Candidate
 
Please Note: If the Action may impact bald or golden eagles, additional coordination with the 
Service under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) (54 Stat. 250, as amended, 16 
U.S.C. 668a-d) by the prospective permittee may be required. Please contact the Migratory Birds 
Permit Office, (413) 253-8643, or PermitsR5MB@fws.gov, with any questions regarding 
potential impacts to Eagles.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or need further assistance, please contact the 
Chesapeake Bay Ecological Services Field Office and reference the Project Code associated with 
this Project.
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Action Description
You provided to IPaC the following name and description for the subject Action.

1. Name

St. Mary's Airport - Remove, Transport, and Dispose of Unearthed Debris

2. Description

The following description was provided for the project 'St. Mary's Airport - Remove, Transport, 
and Dispose of Unearthed Debris':

Unearthed debris (modern trash) has been found during construction of a runway 
extension at St. Mary's County Regional Airport (2W6) which needs to be 
removed, transported, and disposed of.

The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/@38.316343950000004,-76.55934799159385,14z

https://www.google.com/maps/@38.316343950000004,-76.55934799159385,14z
https://www.google.com/maps/@38.316343950000004,-76.55934799159385,14z
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1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

QUALIFICATION INTERVIEW
As a representative of this project, do you agree that all items submitted represent the 
complete scope of the project details and you will answer questions truthfully?
Yes
Does the proposed project include, or is it reasonably certain to cause, intentional take of 
listed species? 
 
Note: This question could refer to research, direct species management, surveys, and/or studies that include 
intentional handling/encountering, harassment, collection, or capturing of any individual of a federally listed 
threatened, endangered, or proposed species.

No
Is the action authorized, permitted, licensed, funded, or being carried out by a Federal 
agency in whole or in part?
Yes
Is the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), 
or Federal Transit Administration (FTA) the lead agency for this project?
No
Are you including in this analysis all impacts to federally listed species that may result 
from the entirety of the project (not just the activities under federal jurisdiction)?   
 
Note: If there are project activities that will impact listed species that are considered to be outside of the 
jurisdiction of the federal action agency submitting this key, contact your local Ecological Services Field Office 
to determine whether it is appropriate to use this key. If your Ecological Services Field Office agrees that impacts 
to listed species that are outside the federal action agency's jurisdiction will be addressed through a separate 
process, you can answer yes to this question and continue through the key.

Yes
Are you the lead federal action agency or designated non-federal representative requesting 
concurrence on behalf of the lead Federal Action Agency?
No
Will the proposed project involve the use of herbicide? 
No
Are there any caves or anthropogenic features suitable for hibernating or roosting bats 
within the area expected to be impacted by the project?
No
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9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Does any componentof the project associated with this action include structures that may 
pose a collision risk to birds or bats (e.g., wind turbines, communication towers, 
transmission lines, any type of towers with or without guy wires)? 
 
NoteFor federal actions, answer ‘yes’ if the construction or operation of wind power facilities is either (1) part of 
the federal action or (2) would not occur but for a federal agency action (federal permit, funding, etc.).

No
Will the proposed project result in permanent changes to water quantity in a stream or 
temporary changes that would be sufficient to result in impacts to listed species? 
 
For example, will the proposed project include any activities that would alter stream flow, 
such as water withdrawal, hydropower energy production, impoundments, intake 
structures, diversion structures, and/or turbines? Projects that include temporary and 
limited water reductions that will not displace listed species or appreciably change water 
availability for listed species (e.g. listed species will experience no changes to feeding, 
breeding or sheltering) can answer "No". Note: This question refers only to the amount of 
water present in a stream, other water quality factors, including sedimentation and 
turbidity, will be addressed in following questions.
No
Will the proposed project affect wetlands? 
 
This includes, for example, project activities within wetlands, project activities within 300 
feet of wetlands that may have impacts on wetlands, water withdrawals and/or discharge of 
contaminants (even with a NPDES).
No
Will the proposed project activities (including upland project activities) occur within 0.5 
miles of the water's edge of a stream or tributary of a stream where listed species may be 
present?
No
Will the proposed project directly affect a streambed (below ordinary high water mark 
(OHWM)) of the stream or tributary?
No
Will the proposed project bore underneath (directional bore or horizontal directional drill) 
a stream?
No
Will the proposed project involve a new point source discharge into a stream or change an 
existing point source discharge (e.g., outfalls; leachate ponds)?
No
Will the proposed project involve the removal of excess sediment or debris, dredging or in- 
stream gravel mining?
No
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17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

Will the proposed project involve the creation of a new water-borne contaminant source? 
 
Note New water-borne contaminant sources occur through improper storage, usage, or creation of chemicals. For 
example: leachate ponds and pits containing chemicals that are not NSF/ANSI 60 compliant have contaminated 
waterways. Sedimentation will be addressed in a separate question.

No
Will the proposed project involve perennial stream loss that would require an individual 
permit under 404 of the Clean Water Act?
No
Will the proposed project involve blasting?
No
Will the proposed project include activities that could result in an increase to recreational 
fishing or potentially affect fish movement temporarily or permanently (including fish 
stocking, harvesting, or creation of barriers to fish passage)?
No
Will the proposed project involve earth moving that could cause erosion and 
sedimentation, and/or contamination along a stream? 
 
NoteAnswer "Yes" to this question if erosion and sediment control measures will be used to protect the stream.

No
Will the proposed project involve vegetation removal within 200 feet of a perennial stream 
bank?
No
Will erosion and sedimentation control Best Management Practices (BMPs) associated 
with applicable state and/or Federal permits, be applied to the project? If BMPs have been 
provided by and/or coordinated with and approved by the appropriate Ecological Services 
Field Office, answer "Yes" to this question.
Yes
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Virginia big-eared bat critical habitat?
Automatically answered
No
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Indiana bat critical habitat?
Automatically answered
No
Are federally listed freshwater mussels known or assumed to be present in the action area? 
If unsure, contact the appropriate Ecological Services Field Office for additional 
information or answer "NO" and continue through the key.
No
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27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Did a qualified surveyor conduct a survey within the action area with the appropriate level 
of search effort according to local survey guidance?
No
[Hidden Semantic] Does the project area intersect the AOI of Dwarf Wedgemussel?
Automatically answered
Yes
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the candy darter critical habitat?
Automatically answered
No
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the diamond darter critical habitat?
Automatically answered
No
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Big Sandy crayfish critical habitat?
Automatically answered
No
[Hidden Semantic] Does the project intersect the Guyandotte River crayfish critical 
habitat?
Automatically answered
No
Do you have any other documents that you want to include with this submission?
No



03/15/2023 IPaC Record Locator: 121-123691509   8

   

1.

2.

3.

PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE
Approximately how many acres of trees would the proposed project remove?
0
Approximately how many total acres of disturbance are within the disturbance/ 
construction limits of the proposed project?
12
Briefly describe the habitat within the construction/disturbance limits of the project site.
A graded, current construction site.
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION
Agency: Delta Airport Consultants, Inc
Name: Mary Pearson
Address: 2700 Polo Parkway
Address Line 2: Delta Airport Consultants, Inc.
City: Richmond
State: VA
Zip: 23113
Email mapearson@deltaairport.com
Phone: 8049554556

LEAD AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION
Lead Agency: Department of Transportation



March 15, 2023

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Chesapeake Bay Ecological Services Field Office
177 Admiral Cochrane Drive
Annapolis, MD 21401-7307

Phone: (410) 573-4599 Fax: (410) 266-9127

In Reply Refer To: 
Project Code: 2023-0056425 
Project Name: St. Mary's Airport - Remove, Transport, and Dispose of Unearthed Debris
 
Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project 

location or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as 
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of your 
proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the 
requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the 
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of 
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to 
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to 
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical 
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of the 
Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be 
completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be 
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and 
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested 
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the 
ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of the 
Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required to 
utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered 
species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered species and/or 
designated critical habitat.

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having 
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2) 
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological 
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evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may 
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended 
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that 
listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the 
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service 
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed 
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7 
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered 
Species Consultation Handbook" at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF

Migratory Birds: In addition to responsibilities to protect threatened and endangered species 
under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), there are additional responsibilities under the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) to 
protect native birds from project-related impacts. Any activity, intentional or unintentional, 
resulting in take of migratory birds, including eagles, is prohibited unless otherwise permitted by 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)). For more 
information regarding these Acts see https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations.php.

The MBTA has no provision for allowing take of migratory birds that may be unintentionally 
killed or injured by otherwise lawful activities. It is the responsibility of the project proponent to 
comply with these Acts by identifying potential impacts to migratory birds and eagles within 
applicable NEPA documents (when there is a federal nexus) or a Bird/Eagle Conservation Plan 
(when there is no federal nexus). Proponents should implement conservation measures to avoid 
or minimize the production of project-related stressors or minimize the exposure of birds and 
their resources to the project-related stressors. For more information on avian stressors and 
recommended conservation measures see https://www.fws.gov/birds/bird-enthusiasts/threats-to- 
birds.php.

In addition to MBTA and BGEPA, Executive Order 13186: Responsibilities of Federal Agencies 
to Protect Migratory Birds, obligates all Federal agencies that engage in or authorize activities 
that might affect migratory birds, to minimize those effects and encourage conservation measures 
that will improve bird populations. Executive Order 13186 provides for the protection of both 
migratory birds and migratory bird habitat. For information regarding the implementation of 
Executive Order 13186, please visit https://www.fws.gov/birds/policies-and-regulations/ 
executive-orders/e0-13186.php.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages 
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project 
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Code in the header of 
this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project that you submit 
to our office.
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Attachment(s):

Official Species List
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OFFICIAL SPECIES LIST
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the 
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether 
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed 
action".

This species list is provided by:

Chesapeake Bay Ecological Services Field Office
177 Admiral Cochrane Drive
Annapolis, MD 21401-7307
(410) 573-4599
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PROJECT SUMMARY
Project Code: 2023-0056425
Project Name: St. Mary's Airport - Remove, Transport, and Dispose of Unearthed Debris
Project Type: Airport - New Construction
Project Description: Unearthed debris (modern trash) has been found during construction of a 

runway extension at St. Mary's County Regional Airport (2W6) which 
needs to be removed, transported, and disposed of.

Project Location:
The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 
www.google.com/maps/@38.316343950000004,-76.55934799159385,14z

Counties: St. Mary's County, Maryland

https://www.google.com/maps/@38.316343950000004,-76.55934799159385,14z
https://www.google.com/maps/@38.316343950000004,-76.55934799159385,14z
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1.

▪

ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT SPECIES
There is a total of 2 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

Species on this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include 
species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species 
list because a project could affect downstream species. Note that 1 of these species should be 
considered only under certain conditions.

IPaC does not display listed species or critical habitats under the sole jurisdiction of NOAA 
Fisheries , as USFWS does not have the authority to speak on behalf of NOAA and the 
Department of Commerce.

See the "Critical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially 
within your project area under this office's jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office 
if you have questions.

NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an 
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of 
Commerce.

CLAMS
NAME STATUS

Dwarf Wedgemussel Alasmidonta heterodon
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/784

Endangered

INSECTS
NAME STATUS

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
This species only needs to be considered under the following conditions:

The monarch is a candidate species and not yet listed or proposed for listing. There are 
generally no section 7 requirements for candidate species (FAQ found here: https:// 
www.fws.gov/savethemonarch/FAQ-Section7.html).

Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743

Candidate

CRITICAL HABITATS
THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S 
JURISDICTION.

1

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/784
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION
Agency: Delta Airport Consultants, Inc
Name: Mary Pearson
Address: 2700 Polo Parkway
Address Line 2: Delta Airport Consultants, Inc.
City: Richmond
State: VA
Zip: 23113
Email mapearson@deltaairport.com
Phone: 8049554556



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Attachment C- Section 106 and 

Tribal Coordination  
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Mary Ashburn Pearson

From: Walker, Genevieve J (FAA) <Genevieve.J.Walker@faa.gov>

Sent: Monday, February 27, 2023 11:17 AM

To: Beth Cole - MHT

Cc: Mary Ashburn Pearson

Subject: Request review of proposed removal of discarded and buried material at St. Marys 

County Airport

Attachments: 2W6 St. Marys Dump Site MHT Letter.pdf; MHT-St. Mary's Dump Site review form.pdf; 

2W6 St. Mary's Dump Site Removal Project Description.pdf; 2W6 St. Mary's Ph1 Cultural 

Resources.pdf

Categories: Filed by Newforma

Hi Beth- I hope you are well! Attached is a project review form and supplemental information for the above named 

project. The “dump site” was initially not supposed to intrude on the runway work, but subsequent design decisions 

moved it closer than originally thought. There doesn’t appear to be much there other than trash and debris- we had a 

similar area when we bought our house. Makes you kinda wonder about the previous owners…  

 

Anyway, back to this project, there appears to be a DHT tracking number at the bottom of Ms. Tania Tully’s concurrence 

letter of the Phase 1 Cultural Resource Survey (in front of the actual survey in the attachment “St. Mary’s Ph. 1 Cultural 

Resources “). Not sure if that helps as I do not have the actual EA in my files (too old). I do have the Finding of No 

Significant Impact, but it doesn’t help much as it doesn’t say anything about Historic/Cultural Resources.  

 

Anyway- please let me know if you need anything else and I hope you have a lovely week!  

Genevieve 

 

Genevieve Walker  

Environmental Protection Specialist 

Washington ADO 

13783 Park Center Road, Suite 490S 

Herndon, VA  20171 

(703) 487-3979 

       __!__ 
*---o--(_)--o---* 

 



PROJECT REVIEW FORM

List federal and state sources 

of funding, permits, or other 

assistance (e.g. Bond Bill Loan 

of 2013, Chapter #; HUD/

CDBG; MDE/COE permit; etc.). 

 

There are NO HISTORIC PROPERTIES in the area of potential effect

MHT Determination:

The project will have NO EFFECT on historic properties 

The project will have NO ADVERSE EFFECT on historic properties MHT REQUESTS ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

MHT Reviewer:       Date:

The project will have  ADVERSE EFFECTS on historic properties 

Agency 

Type

Project Name County

Primary Contact:

Contact Name Company/Agency

Mailing Address

City State Zip

  Email Phone Number

Address City/Vicinity

  

Agency/Program/Permit Name

Project/Permit/Tracking Number  

(if applicable)

Project Location:

Request for Comments from the Maryland Historical Trust/

MDSHPO on State and Federal Undertakings

This project includes (check all applicable): New Construction Demolition Remodeling/Rehabilitation

Property\District\Report Name

Subject to an easement held by MHT

State or Federal Rehabilitation Tax Credits

Known Historic Properties:

  

Description of past and present land uses in  project area (wooded, mined, developed, agricultural uses, etc). 

Photographs (print or digital) showing the project site including images of all buildings and structures.

This project involves properties (check all applicable):

The project will have NO ADVERSE EFFECT WITH CONDITIONS

Submit printed copy of form and all attachments by mail to:  Beth Cole, MHT, 100 Community Place, Crownsville, MD 21032

Ext.

Attachments:

Aerial photograph or USGS Quad Map section with location and boundaries of project clearly marked.          

Project Description, Scope of Work, Site Plan, and\or Construction Drawings.

All attachments are required.  Incomplete submittals may result in delays or be returned without comment.

Latitude Longitude

Project Description:

Designated historic by a local government

Listed in the National Register

Included in the Maryland Inventory of Historic Properties  

Previously subject to archeological investigations

Revised 6/21/2013

Excavation/Ground Disturbance

Coordinates (if known):

Shoreline/Waterways/Wetlands

MHT USE ONLY 

Date Received:                                      Log Number:

Waterway

Other\Additional Description:

Federal

State

SUPPLEMENTAL EA FOR BURIED DEBRIS REMOVAL , TRANSPORT, AND DISPOSAL St. Mary's

MARY A. PEARSON, AICP FOR DELTA AIRPORT CONSULTANTS, DELTA AIRPORT CONSULTANTS, INC.

2700 POLO PARKWAY

MIDLOTHIAN Virginia 23113

MAPEARSON@DELTAAIRPORT.COM +1 (804) 955-4556

44174 AIRPORT ROAD CALIFORNIA

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

MARYLAND AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

38.3153567 -76.5501158 N/A



Project Description- Supplemental Environmental Assessment (EA) for 

Unearthed Debris Removal, Transport, and Disposal 

 
The Commissioners of St. Mary’s County, Maryland, owner and operator of the St. Mary’s County 

Regional Airport (2W6), are proposing a supplement to the 2006 ‘Environmental Assessment (EA) for 

Five-Year Capital Improvement Program’, which involved a runway extension, among other development 

projects.  A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) was issued by the Federal Aviation Administration 

(FAA) in June 2006.  In summer 2021, during construction, unearthed scrap metal and other buried debris 

was discovered while the runway extension area was being excavated and graded.  The buried debris 

consists mainly of scrap metal (such as metal sheeting, wire, and mattress springs), glass bottles, cans, 

wood, tree sumps, bricks, trash, and dark-stained soil.  The County developed a sampling plan in 

consultation with the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) and soil test pits of between five 

and six feet deep were advanced within an approximately five-acre area (see Figure 1). 

 

The removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris is considered by FAA to be a substantial change 

to the proposed action that was reviewed in 2006, and therefore, a Supplemental EA is required.   
 
Figure 1: Runway Expansion Area at 2W6 and Test Pit Area 

 
Source:  Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. 

  



The Maryland Cultural Resource Information System ‘MEDUSA’ database does not identify historic or 

architectural resources on or near the project area (see Figure 2).   

 

An archaeological and architectural Phase 1 survey was performed during the 2006 EA which identified 

one architectural resource older than 50 years (ca. 1950 house, located on the east side of Clarks Mill Road) 

which was ultimately not recommended for listing on the National Register of Historic Place (NRHP).  No 

archeological resources were identified during the survey. The 2006 EA/FONSI concluded that there would 

be no adverse impacts to historic or cultural resources as a result of the Proposed Action.  

 

St. Mary’s Regional Airport, previously known as Captain Walker Francis Duke Regional Airport, is a 

general aviation airport located in St. Mary’s County four miles northeast of Leonardtown, Maryland.  The 

airport has been operating since 1969.   

 



Figure 2: MEDUSA Search with Approximate Location of Runway Extension Construction/Unearthed Debris Removal/Transport 

 
Source: MERLIN, Delta Airport Consultants, Inc.



Figure 3: MEDUSA View with USGS Background 

 
Source: MERLIN, Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. 



 
 
 
 
March 1, 2023 
 
Kenneth Branham, Chief 
Monacan Indian Nation 
111 Highview Drive 
Madison Heights, VA 24572 
 
 
Subject:   Project Review for Supplemental Environmental Assessment 
  St. Mary’s County Regional Airport (2W6) 
 
 
Dear Chief Branham: 
 
I hope you and your tribe are doing well. The Commissioners of St. Mary’s County, Maryland, owner and operator 
of the St. Mary’s County Regional Airport (2W6), are proposing a supplement to the 2006 Environmental Assessment 
(EA) for Five-Year Capital Improvement Program, which involves a runway extension, among other development 
projects.  Your tribe has expressed interest in St. Mary’s County, Maryland.   
 
A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) was issued by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) in June 2006.  In 
summer 2021, during construction, unearthed scrap metal and other buried debris was discovered while the runway 
extension area was being excavated and graded.  The buried debris consists mainly of scrap metal (such as metal 
sheeting, wire, and mattress springs), glass bottles, cans, wood, tree sumps, bricks, trash, and dark-stained soil.  The 
County developed a sampling plan in consultation with the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) and 
soil test pits at depths of between five and six feet were advanced within an approximately five-acre area (see Figure 
1 in the enclosed package). 
 
The removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris is considered by FAA to be a substantial change to the 
proposed action that was reviewed in 2006, and therefore, a Supplemental EA is required.   
 
The enclosed package provides additional information including proposed ground disturbance.  The project area is 
entirely within airport boundaries.  Please note that a previous Phase 1 Archaeological Survey was completed in 
2004 during the previous environmental effort (see attached).  No archeological resources were identified during 
the survey.   
 
In order to fulfill our responsibilities under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am contacting you as part of the 
environmental review process.  With this letter, the FAA is seeking input or concerns that uniquely or significantly 
affect your tribe related to planned and proposed airport improvements.  Early identification of tribal concerns will 
allow the FAA and the airport owner and operator to consider ways to avoid and minimize potential impacts to tribal 
resources and practices as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.  The FAA is also extending 
an offer of Consultation on this project, if you would prefer that to providing informal comments. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
Note that FAA procedures dictate that in the event a cultural or archeological artifact is discovered during 
construction, that the construction is halted and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and/or the interested 
Tribe is notified. 
 
If you have any questions or need further information regarding the project, please contact me 
(Genevieve.J.Walker@faa.gov) directly. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Genevieve Walker, Environmental Protection Specialist 
Federal Aviation Administration – Washington Airports District Office 
13783 Park Center Road, Suite 490S 
Herndon, VA 20171 
Genevieve.J.Walker@faa.gov 
 
Enclosures:  Project Descriptions and Exhibits; 2004 Phase 1 Cultural Resources report 

mailto:Genevieve.J.Walker@faa.gov


Subject:  Project Review for Supplemental Environmental Assessment 
St. Mary’s County Regional Airport (2W6) 

Dear Ms. Bachor: 

I hope you and your tribe are doing well. The Commissioners of St. Mary’s County, Maryland, owner and operator 
of the St. Mary’s County Regional Airport (2W6), are proposing a supplement to the 2006 Environmental Assessment 
(EA) for Five-Year Capital Improvement Program, which involves a runway extension, among other development 
projects.  Your tribe has expressed interest in St. Mary’s County, Maryland.   

A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) was issued by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) in June 2006.  In 
summer 2021, during construction, unearthed scrap metal and other buried debris was discovered while the runway 
extension area was being excavated and graded.  The buried debris consists mainly of scrap metal (such as metal 
sheeting, wire, and mattress springs), glass bottles, cans, wood, tree sumps, bricks, trash, and dark-stained soil.  The 
County developed a sampling plan in consultation with the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) and 
soil test pits at depths of between five and six feet were advanced within an approximately five-acre area (see Figure 
1 in the enclosed package). 

The removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris is considered by FAA to be a substantial change to the 
proposed action that was reviewed in 2006, and therefore, a Supplemental EA is required.   

The enclosed package provides additional information including proposed ground disturbance.  The project area is 
entirely within airport boundaries.  Please note that a previous Phase 1 Archaeological Survey was completed in 
2004 during the previous environmental effort (see attached).  No archeological resources were identified during 
the survey.   

In order to fulfill our responsibilities under the National Historic Preservation Act, I am contacting you as part of the 
environmental review process.  With this letter, the FAA is seeking input or concerns that uniquely or significantly 
affect your tribe related to planned and proposed airport improvements.  Early identification of tribal concerns will 
allow the FAA and the airport owner and operator to consider ways to avoid and minimize potential impacts to tribal 
resources and practices as project planning and alternatives are developed and refined.  The FAA is also extending 
an offer of Consultation on this project, if you would prefer that to providing informal comments. 

February 28, 2023 

Susan Bachor, Preservation Representative, East Coast 
Delaware Tribe of Indians 
126 University Circle East 
Stroudsburg, PA 18301 
sbachor@delawaretribe.org 
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Sincerely, 

Genevieve Walker, Environmental Protection Specialist 
Federal Aviation Administration – Washington Airports District Office 
13783 Park Center Road, Suite 490S 
Herndon, VA 20171 
Genevieve.J.Walker@faa.gov 

Enclosures:  Project Descriptions and Exhibits; 2004 Phase 1 Cultural Resources report 

Note that FAA procedures dictate that in the event a cultural or archeological artifact is discovered during construction, that 
the construction is halted and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and/or the interested Tribe is notified. 

If you have any questions or need further information regarding the project, please contact me (Genevieve.J.Walker@faa.gov) 
directly. 
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Attachment D- EJ Screen Report  



Save as PDF

Selected Variables Percentile in State Percentile in USA
Environmental Justice Indexes

EJ Index for Particulate Matter 2.5 9 12
EJ Index for Ozone 7 31
EJ Index for Diesel Particulate Matter* 9 24
EJ Index for Air Toxics Cancer Risk* 27 36
EJ Index for Air Toxics Respiratory HI* 17 25
EJ Index for Traffic Proximity 27 32
EJ Index for Lead Paint 27 27
EJ Index for Superfund Proximity 32 41
EJ Index for RMP Facility Proximity 26 23
EJ Index for Hazardous Waste Proximity 15 28
EJ Index for Underground Storage Tanks 33 33
EJ Index for Wastewater Discharge 0 0

EJ Index for the Selected Area Compared to All People's Blockgroups in the State/US

EJ Indexes

Particulate Matter 2.5
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This report shows the values for environmental and demographic indicators and EJScreen indexes. It shows environmental and demographic raw data (e.g., the estimated concentration of ozone in the air), and also shows what
percentile each raw data value represents. These percentiles provide perspective on how the selected block group or buffer area compares to the entire state or nation. For example, if a given location is at the 95th percentile nationwide,
this means that only 5 percent of the US population has a higher block group value than the average person in the location being analyzed. The years for which the data are available, and the methods used, vary across these indicators.
Important caveats and uncertainties apply to this screening-level information, so it is essential to understand the limitations on appropriate interpretations and applications of these indicators. Please see EJScreen documentation for
discussion of these issues before using reports.

EJScreen Report (Version 2.1)
0.5 miles Ring Centered at 38.315385,-76.550689

MARYLAND, EPA Region 3
Approximate Population: 70
Input Area (sq. miles): 0.79



Sites reporting to EPA
Superfund NPL 0
Hazardous Waste Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities (TSDF) 0

Selected Variables Value
State USA

Avg. %tile Avg. %tile
Pollution and Sources

Particulate Matter 2.5 (µg/m ) 6.94 8.19 8 8.67 12
Ozone (ppb) 41.4 44.2 8 42.5 41
Diesel Particulate Matter* (µg/m ) 0.145 0.324 7 0.294 <50th
Air Toxics Cancer Risk* (lifetime risk per million) 30 30 88 28 80-90th
Air Toxics Respiratory HI* 0.3 0.37 32 0.36 <50th
Traffic Proximity (daily traffic count/distance to road) 190 810 37 760 45
Lead Paint (% Pre-1960 Housing) 0.11 0.28 35 0.27 35
Superfund Proximity (site count/km distance) 0.074 0.13 43 0.13 57
RMP Facility Proximity (facility count/km distance) 0.15 0.79 33 0.77 27
Hazardous Waste Proximity (facility count/km distance) 0.22 3.8 13 2.2 33
Underground Storage Tanks (count/km ) 0.34 1.9 34 3.9 36
Wastewater Discharge (toxicity-weighted concentration/m distance) 0 0.48 0 12 0

Socioeconomic Indicators
Demographic Index 15% 35% 21 35% 20
People of Color 22% 50% 30 40% 41
Low Income 8% 21% 23 30% 13
Unemployment Rate 4% 5% 53 5% 52
Limited English Speaking 0% 3% 0 5% 0
Less Than High School Education 13% 9% 72 12% 65
Under Age 5 8% 6% 75 6% 75
Over Age 64 10% 15% 27 16% 26

*Diesel particulate matter, air toxics cancer risk, and air toxics respiratory hazard index are from the EPA’s Air Toxics Data Update, which is the Agency’s ongoing, comprehensive evaluation of air toxics in the United States. This effort
aims to prioritize air toxics, emission sources, and locations of interest for further study. It is important to remember that the air toxics data presented here provide broad estimates of health risks over geographic areas of the country, not
definitive risks to specific individuals or locations. Cancer risks and hazard indices from the Air Toxics Data Update are reported to one significant figure and any additional significant figures here are due to rounding. More information on
the Air Toxics Data Update can be found at: https://www.epa.gov/haps/air-toxics-data-update. (https://www.epa.gov/haps/air-toxics-data-update)

3
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https://www.epa.gov/haps/air-toxics-data-update


For additional information, see: www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice (https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice)

EJScreen is a screening tool for pre-decisional use only. It can help identify areas that may warrant additional consideration, analysis, or outreach. It does not provide a basis for decision-making, but it may help identify potential areas of
EJ concern. Users should keep in mind that screening tools are subject to substantial uncertainty in their demographic and environmental data, particularly when looking at small geographic areas. Important caveats and uncertainties
apply to this screening-level information, so it is essential to understand the limitations on appropriate interpretations and applications of these indicators. Please see EJScreen documentation for discussion of these issues before using
reports. This screening tool does not provide data on every environmental impact and demographic factor that may be relevant to a particular location. EJScreen outputs should be supplemented with additional information and local
knowledge before taking any action to address potential EJ concerns.

https://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice


 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Attachment E- Coastal Zone 

Consistency  



1

Mary Ashburn Pearson

From: Laura L. Canton -DNR- <laural.canton@maryland.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 6, 2023 2:56 PM

To: Mary Ashburn Pearson

Cc: Gary.Whipple@stmaryscountymd.gov; Kristen Fleming -DNR-; Danielle Spendiff -MDE-

Subject: Conditional Concurrence - St. Mary's County Airport

Good afternoon Ms. Pearson, 
 

Thank you for your submission for the St. Mary’s County Airport. On behalf of Danielle Spendiff (MD Federal 
Consistency Coordinator), I am responding to your request for CZMA coastal consistency concurrence for the 
following project: 
 

A previous federal consistency concurrence was issued in 2006 for the initial runway extension project.  During 
construction, scrap metal and debris were found to be buried in the runway extension area.  The 2023 
Proposed Action consists of the removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris. No adverse impacts 
are anticipated.   
 

Based on our review of the information provided, the above project is consistent with the enforceable coastal 
policies of the Maryland Coastal Zone Management Program, with the conditional concurrence based on 
coordination and findings, if any, with the Maryland Historical Trust during the Supplemental EA effort for the 
removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris. 
 

Please note that this determination does not obviate the applicant’s responsibility to obtain any other State or 
local approvals that may be necessary for the project. 
 

Best regards, 
 

Laura  
 

--  

Laura Canton 

Transitioning: Coastal Policy Coordinator, Federal Consistency Review 

Center for Marine and Coastal Stewardship 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

580 Taylor Avenue, E-2 

Annapolis, MD 21401 

M: 443-223-3095 

LauraL.Canton@maryland.gov 
To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
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Mary Ashburn Pearson

From: Google Forms <forms-receipts-noreply@google.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2023 4:22 PM

To: Mary Ashburn Pearson

Subject: Maryland Coastal Consistency Request Form

To help 
protect your 
privacy, 
Micro so ft 
Office 
prevented 
auto matic  
download of 

this pictu re  
from the  
In ternet.
Google Forms

 

Thanks for filling out Maryland Coastal Consistency Request Form 

Here's what was received. 

Edit response 

Maryland Coastal Consistency Request Form 
This request document, under the authority of the Maryland Coastal Zone Management Program, initiates 

information sharing and state-federal-industry coordination to ensure projects or activities regulated under the 

Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, as amended, and NOAA's Federal Consistency Regulations (15 C.F.R Part 

930) are consistent to the maximum extent practicable with Maryland's enforceable policies.  Federal agencies and 

other applicants for federal consistency are not required to use this form; it is provided to facilitate the submission 

and timely review of a Consistency Determination or Consistency Certification.  In addition, federal agencies and 

applicants are only required to provide the information required by NOAA's Federal Consistency Regulations. 

Email * 

mapearson@deltaairport.com 

Name of Project or Activity * 

Please include organization, nature of project and location (e.g., FLETC Solar Project, Cheltenham, MD) 

St. Mary's County Airport (2W6) - Remove, Transport, and Dispose of Unearthed Debris 

Name of Requestor * 

Name of Person Submitting Coastal Consistency Request 
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Mary A. Pearson for Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. 

Phone * 

804-955-4556 

Name of Contractor or Agency 

Please provide name of contractor or receiving agency (if applicable) 

Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. for St. Mary's County 

Federal Agency * 

Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 

County * 

St. Mary's 

Address of Project or Activity * 

44174 Airport Road California, Maryland 20619 

Web-based Location of Project  

(e.g., google maps link) 

https://www.google.com/maps/place/St+Mary's+County+Regional-2W6/@38.3149655,-

76.5520128,1189m/data=!3m1!1e3!4m6!3m5!1s0x89b763f336cb41b9:0x64969ee501ac8b3b!8m2!3d38.3137702!4

d-76.5509185!16s%2Fm%2F025yvr8 

Federal Consistency Category * * 

Please select the appropriate Federal Consistency Category: 
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Subpart C - Federal Activity or Development Project (15 C.F.R. Part 930, Subpart C) 

  
Subpart D - Federal License or Permit Activity (15. C.F.R Part 930, Subpart D) 

  Subpart E - Outer Continental Shelf Exploration, Development & Production Activities (15 C.F.R. Part 930, 

Subpart E) 

  
Subpart F - Federal Financial Assistance to State & Local Governments (15 C.F.R Part 930, Subpart F) 

Summary Description * 

Please describe the nature, areal extent and location of project or activity.  Describe reasonable foreseeable effects on coastal 

resources and coastal uses. 

The Commissioners of St. Mary’s County, owner and operator of 2W6 airport, are currently constructing a runway 

extension on the airport property. The runway extension project and other on-airport development projects were 

environmentally reviewed under a 2006 Environmental Assessment (EA), and a Finding of No Significant Impact 

(FONSI) was issued by FAA in June 2006. Coordination with MDE regarding federal consistency was completed 

during the 2006 EA (see Attachment A). Since the FONSI was issued, the County has completed the land 

acquisition and obstruction removal necessary to accommodate the runway extension. The County has also 

completed the design of the project and initiated construction. In summer 2021, during construction, unearthed 

scrap metal and other buried debris was discovered while the runway extension area was being excavated and 

graded. The buried debris consists mainly of scrap metal (such as metal sheeting, wire, and mattress springs), glass 

bottles, cans, wood, tree stumps, bricks, trash, and dark-stained soil. The removal, transport, and disposal of the 

unearthed debris is considered by FAA to be a substantial change to the proposed action that is relevant to 

environmental concerns, and therefore, in accordance with the guidance in FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental 

Impacts: Policies and Procedures, Paragraph 9-3, a Supplemental EA is required. The 2023 Supplemental EA is to 

focus on the analysis and conclusions specifically in the previous trash deposit location and will not revisit other 

environmental impact categories in detail. The removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris is referred to 

as the ‘2023 Proposed Action’ in this document. This federal consistency determination is being conducted as part 

of the required Supplemental EA and is considered to be Federal Consistency Review Subpart C, Federal Activities 

& Development Projects.  

Relevant Policy Area Checklists 

Please select policy area checklists relevant to your project or activity 

✓ 
 
Core Policies (required for all projects and activities) 

  
The Chesapeake and Atlantic Coastal Bays Critical Area 

  
Tidal Wetlands 

  
Non-Tidal Wetlands 
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Forests 

✓ 
 
Historical and Archaeological Sites 

  
Living Aquatic Resources 

  
Mineral Extraction 

  
Electrical Generation and Transmission 

  
Tidal Shoreline Erosion Control 

  
Oil and Natural Gas Facilities 

  
Dredging and Disposal of Dredge Materials 

  
Navigation 

  
Transportation 

  
Agriculture 

  
Development 

  
Sewage Treatment 

Supporting Documentation 

Please list maps, diagrams, reports, letters and other materials below: 

Project Description with exhibits; Attachment A (2006 Consistency Determination) 

Create your own Google Form  

Report Abuse 

 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

Attachment F- Trash Pit Exploration 

Report  



 

 

August 14, 2023 

 

 

 

Gary B. Whipple 

Department of Public Works and Transportation 

44825 St. Andrews Church Road, P.O. Box 508 

California, MD  20619-0508 

 

Dear Gary Whipple: 

 

The Maryland Department of the Environment’s Solid Waste Program (MDE/SWP) has reviewed 

the St. Mary’s County Airport Runway Expansion Test Pit Report dated November 29, 2021 and 

agrees with the recommendations of the Maryland Environmental Service (MES) on excavation, 

removal and filling at the airport runway expansion area. 

 

Material that has already been flagged as non-conforming to the non-residential cleanup standards 

and from the documented burn area should be excavated and disposed of off-site at an appropriate 

facility. MDE/SWP requires the County to stockpile and analyze the excavated material prior to 

approval for burial at the site. Stockpiled material shall be free of metal/debris and dioxin impacted 

soil. Based on our email correspondence from March 2022, excavated material utilized for fill shall 

contain a de minimis amount of glass and plastic but there is no compliant screening size as long as 

the material can be compacted to design standards. The material should be analyzed for the 

following to compare to the non-residential standards: 

 

Typical Sampling Analyses Analytical Method* 

Priority Pollutant Metals SW-846  EPA Method 6020A 

Mercury SW-846  EPA Method 7471A 
Chromium, Hexavalent SW-846  EPA Method 7196A 

Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) – Target Compound List 

(TCL) 
SW-846  EPA Method 8260B 

Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds (SVOCs) - TCL, including 

Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs) 
SW-846  EPA Method 8270C 

Organochlorine Pesticides SW-846  EPA Method 8081B 
Chlorinated Herbicides SW-846 EPA Method 8151A 
Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) Aroclors SW-846  EPA Method 8082A 
Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons 

(TPH) 
  
  

TPH-GRO(Gasoline Range 

Organics) 
SW-846 EPA Method 8015C 

TPH-DRO(Diesel Range 

Organics) 
SW-846  EPA Method 8015C 

pH SW-846  EPA Method 9040C 

 



 

 

 

Gary Whipple 

Page 2 

 

The County estimated the stockpile at approximately 30,000 cubic yards. MDE/SWP requires four 

composite samples to characterize the material for use as fill. Should the pile exceed 50,000 cubic 

yards additional samples may be required. The County shall provide analytical results from the 

composite samples to MDE/SWP for approval prior to utilizing the material as fill. Once filling 

operations are complete the County shall provide MDE/SWP documentation of fill material 

utilization. 

 

For further information, please contact me at (410) 537-3922 or andrew.grenzer@maryland.gov 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Andrew Grenzer, Chief 

Solid Waste Operations Division 

 

 

cc: John Agnoli, MES 

 Greg Kolarik, Water and Science Administration  

Tyler Abbott, Director, Land and Materials Administration (LMA) 

Brian Coblentz, Chief, Compliance Division, LMA 

Andrew Grenzer, Chief, Solid Waste Operations Division LMA 

 



1.0 INTRODUCTION 

St. Mary’s County (SMC) Department of Public Works (DPW) is currently expanding the runway at the SMC 

Regional Airport in California, Maryland (Figures 1 and 2).  In August 2021, SMC’s consultant Delta Airport 

Consultants, Inc. (Delta) and Penn Ave Construction LLC. (Penn Ave) unearthed scrap metal and other 

buried debris while excavating and grading the runway extension area.  In August 2021, SMC informed 

the Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) of the discovery, and developed a sampling plan in 

consultation with MDE that consisted of advancing a series of soil test pits to identify and delineate the 

horizontal and vertical extents of the buried debris, screen excavated soil airspace for the presence of 

total volatile organic compound (TVOCs), and collect soil samples to chemically profile the material for 

handling and disposal. 

2.0 FIELD PROCEDURES AND SAMPLING 

Initially, 20 test pits (PIT-1 through PIT-20) were advanced by Penn Ave on September 8 and 10, 2021 

(Figure 3).  Twenty additional test pits (P-1 through P-20) were advanced on September 16, 2021 to further 

refine the extent of the debris and fill data gaps (see Figure 3).  Mr. Ron Prettyman of SMC was onsite to 

direct test pit operations on September 8 and 10, and to document the results of the investigation.  SMC 

tasked Maryland Environmental Service (MES) to document the test pits, screen the excavated soil and 

debris for TVOCs, and collect soil samples for laboratory chemical analyses.  EBA Engineering was also 

contracted by Delta to document the test pit investigation and screen the soil for TVOCs for the first group 

of test pits on September 8 and 10.  

The test pit locations were staked and surveyed by Penn to provide horizontal coordinates and vertical 

elevations to develop detailed and accurate plan maps and cross sections. Total test pit depths and depths 

to the tops and bottoms of the debris and were measured with a weighted fiberglass tape, metal 

measuring tape, or laser tape.  Photographs were taken of each test pit, stockpiled soil, and debris.  As 

each test pit was advanced, soil airspace and debris were screened in the field for TVOCs using a MultiRAE 

PGM-6228 portable photoionization detector (PID) equipped with a 10.6 electron-Volt lamp.  Test pits 

were excavated several feet below the base of the debris to ensure the bottom of the debris was reached.  

Test pit excavations were backfilled after obtaining depth measurements, photographs, and soil samples.   

Soil samples were collected for laboratory chemical analyses from test pits PIT-2 and PIT-5 on September 

10, and P-7 and P-12 on September 16.  Samples from PIT-2, PIT-5, and P-12 were collected in the area of 

the thickest debris (9-12 feet), and at locations having the highest field TVOCs readings (2.1-30.2 ppm).  

Soil from P-7 was sampled to provide chemical characterization of buried material east the area of thickest 



debris (i.e., PIT-2, PIT-5, and P-12).  The samples were submitted to ALS Environmental Services in 

Middletown, Pennsylvania using written chain-of-custody procedures.  The samples were analyzed for the 

following parameters using the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) SW-846 Compendium 

methods listed below: 

 Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) VOCs (Methods 1311/8260C) 
 TCLP semivolatile organic compounds (SVOCs) (Methods 1311/8270E) 
 TCLP pesticides/herbicides (Methods 1311/8081B/8151A) 
 TCLP metals (Methods 1311/6010C) 
 polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) (Method 8082A) 
 total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) gasoline-range organics (TPH-GRO) (Method 8015D) 
 TPH diesel-range organics (TPH-DRO) (Method 8015D) 
 total organic halogens (TOX) (Method 9023) 
 paint filter liquids (Method 9095B) 
 dioxins/furans, (Method 8290) 
 benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylenes (BTEX) (Method 8260B) 

 
The analyses include those required for characterizing wastes for offsite disposal and those recommended 

by MDE for initial site characterization. 

3.0 RESULTS 

3.1 Field Measurements 

The results of the field measurements are provided in Tables 1 through 4.  Figures 4 through 9 present 

vertical cross-sections of the site.  As shown in Tables 3 and 4, the buried debris consists mainly of scrap 

metal, glass bottles, cans, wood, tree stumps, bricks, trash, and dark-stained soil.  Metal items observed 

were metal sheeting, wire, crushed buckets, mattress springs, small empty tanks (possible propane tanks), 

and machinery. 

The results of the investigation show that the buried debris has a central area of maximum thickness of 

12 feet in the western portion of the site at PIT-2, PIT-5, and P-17, with secondary thicknesses of 9-11 feet 

around the maximum area at P-13 (9 feet), P-18 (10 feet), and P-19 (11 feet).  As shown in Figures 4-9, 

thickness of the buried debris tapers off gradually from the central area defined by PIT-2, PIT-5, and P-17 

to the east towards PIT-16, but tapers more steeply to the west, north and south. 

No TVOCs or lower levels of TVOCs (0.1-0.2 ppm) were measured in soil at most test pit locations (Tables 

3 and 4).  Elevated TVOC measurements were recorded for several locations and ranged from 2.1-30.2 

ppm at test pits PIT-2, PIT-5, P-12, and P-19 in the western portion of the investigation area where the 

buried debris is thickest. 



P-20 (not shown in Figure 3) was excavated at the lowest point in the area east of P-7 between PIT-16 and 

PIT-17 to evaluate the presence of groundwater.  Although deep soil at P-20 was wet, free flowing 

groundwater was not observed at this location.  Shallow, free-flowing groundwater was encountered at 

depths of 5.5-6 feet below grade at test pits PIT-1 and PIT-6, causing some soil caving at the pit bottoms.  

The groundwater was perched on top of a layer of fine-grained, organic soil at 5-6 feet below grade in 

those test pits.  Groundwater was also observed at a depth of 15 feet at P-19 in the westernmost portion 

of the study area.  

3.2 Soil Sampling and Chemical Analyses 

Table 5 lists the analytes detected in the four soil samples collected from test pits PIT-2 (sample TP-2), 

PIT-5 (sample TP-5), P-7 and P-12 and analyzed by ALS Environmental Services.  The results of the soil 

samples are compared to TCLP regulatory standards for chemicals that determines if the waste meets the 

definition of extraction procedure (EP) toxicity (i.e., TCLP limits).  These chemicals are used to define a 

waste as hazardous under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA; 40 Code of Federal 

Regulations [CFR] Part 261) and are used for landfills as acceptance criteria for disposal.   

Because public access to the airport runway expansion area is restricted by fencing and is used as an 

airport runway, the soil sample results are screened against MDE’s non-residential soil cleanup standards 

for TPH-DRO and TPH-GRO (MDE, 2018).  

USEPA regulates PCBs under the Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA) (40 CFR Part 700-799).  Wastes with 

PCB concentrations of less than 50 milligrams/kilogram (mg/kg or parts per million) can be disposed of at 

certain approved facilities.  USEPA has used 1 mg/kg as a starting point for PCB cleanup in soil defined as 

a PCB remediation waste and released/disposed of after 1978 (USEPA, 2017).  

The results for PCBs, dioxins, and furans are screened against the most current USEPA soil screening levels 

(SSLs) (USEPA, 2021a).  USEPA uses SSLs as a basis for which no further action or study is generally 

warranted under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA).  

SSLs can be used as Preliminary Remediation Goals (PRGs) provided appropriate conditions are met.  PRGs 

are risk-based concentrations in soil based on readily available information that are used as a starting 

point in developing final remedial goals.  Previously for dioxins, USEPA has used a toxic equivalent (TEQ) 

of 1 part per billion (ppb) or 1,000 nanograms per kilogram (ng/kg) as a starting point for setting cleanup 

levels in surface soil for residential exposure scenarios, and within the range of 5-20 ppb (5,000-20,000 

ng/kg) for cleanup levels of dioxins in surface soils using commercial/industrial exposure scenarios 



(USEPA, 1998 and 2008).  However, USEPA no longer considers a need for these previous cleanup levels 

with the release of the more current dioxin reference-dose information and SSLs (USEPA, 2021b).  The 

SSLs are considered by USEPA the preferred starting point for establishing levels protective of human 

health.  The screening levels use default exposure scenarios, a threshold risk of 1E-06 (one in one million) 

excess cancer risk, and a threshold hazard quotient of 1, and assumes the absence of multiple pathways 

and cumulative risk from other contaminants. 

Of 40 TCLP constituents tested in the samples, only TCLP cadmium and TCLP lead were detected. PCBs, 

TPH-DRO, and dioxins/furans were also detected in the soil samples. Not detected in the samples were 

TCLP VOCs, TCLP SVOCs, TCLP pesticides/herbicides, BTEX, TPH-GRO, TOX, and paint filter free liquids.  For 

non-detected analytes, laboratory reporting limits (RLs) and method detection limits (MDLs) are less than 

the screening criteria used for this investigation. 

The concentrations of TCLP cadmium and TCLP lead were detected at concentrations 10 to 300 times 

lower than the regulatory levels for these constituents; therefore, the sample results demonstrate that 

the buried debris is not considered hazardous based on consistent EP-toxicity results for the four samples. 

PCBs were detected in the soil samples, but at concentrations less than the TSCA level of 50 mg/kg, the 

USEPA soil cleanup level of 1.0 mg/kg, and USEPA SSL of 0.94 mg/kg for the industrial use scenario.  TPH-

DRO concentrations are all below the MDE level for non-residential soil and are several orders of 

magnitude lower than the average TPH-DRO required for landfill disposal. 

Concentrations of individual dioxins are less than the dioxin SSLs for industrial exposure scenario. 

Additionally, three of the four calculated dioxin TEQs, which take into account varying toxicity of each 

dioxin isomer and adjusts it to an equivalent 2,3,7,8-TCDD toxicity, are less than the 2,3,7,8-TCDD SSL for 

industrial use.  However, total dioxin concentrations in the four soil samples range from 1,493 ng/kg at 

test pit P-12 to 11,090 ng/kg at PIT-5 (sample TP-5).  These concentrations exceed the landfill acceptance 

concentration of 1,000 ng/kg (i.e., 1 ppb) for total dioxins. Therefore, this waste cannot be accepted for 

disposal in a municipal landfill based on dioxin content. 

4.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Buried debris was encountered by SMC’s construction contractor while excavating soil for the expansion 

of the SMC Regional Airport runway.  In consultation with MDE, SMC’s construction contractor advanced 

forty soil test pits over three days in September 2021 to delineate the horizontal and vertical extents of 

the debris, and to collect soil samples for chemical profiling for possible offsite disposal.  The buried debris 



consists mainly of scrap metal, glass bottles, cans, wood, tree stumps, bricks, trash, and dark-stained soil.   

Soil samples were collected from test pits PIT-2, PIT-5, and P-12 in the central portion of the site where 

the debris was thickest (9-12 feet), and where soil had elevated levels of volatile organic compounds 

measured using a portable PID (2.1-30.2 ppm).  Soil from test pit P-7 was sampled to provide chemical 

characterization of soil east the area of thickest debris and elevated field readings. 

The sample results demonstrate that the buried debris is not considered hazardous based on consistent 

EP-toxicity results for the four soil samples.  PCBs were detected in the soil samples, but at concentrations 

less than the TSCA level of 50 mg/kg, the USEPA recommended soil cleanup level of 1.0 mg/kg, and USEPA 

SSL of 0.94 mg/kg for industrial use scenario.  Detected concentrations of TPH-DRO are all below the MDE 

level for non-residential soil and are several orders of magnitude lower than the average TPH-DRO 

concentration required for landfill disposal.  Furthermore, concentrations of individual dioxins are less 

than the USEPA dioxin SSLs for industrial exposure scenario.  However, these concentrations exceed the 

landfill acceptance concentration of 1,000 ng/kg (i.e., 1 ppb) for total dioxins; therefore, this waste cannot 

be accepted for disposal in a municipal landfill based on dioxin content. 

Based on the soil sample results, SMC proposes to excavate soil containing more than 1 ppb total dioxins 

and dispose of this material at an offsite facility licensed to accept dioxin wastes at these concentrations.  

Additionally, scrap metal and other large debris will be separated from the soil and disposed of or recycled 

at an appropriate offsite facility based on the chemical analytical results of equipment wipe samples.  

Once all metal/debris and dioxin impacted soil are removed, SMC requests permission from MDE to use 

the remaining soil (with dioxins below 1 ppb) as fill for the airport runway expansion area. 
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Table 5
Analytes Detected in Test Pit Soil Samples - September 10 and 16, 2021

Runway Expansion Area
St. Mary's County Regional Airport, California, Maryland

SMC-AP-P-12 SMC-AP-TP-7

9/16/2021 9/16/2021

Analyte Detected (1) P-7 P-12
TCLP Metals (mg/L)

Cadmium 1.0 a, b 0.030 0.022 0.0033 U 0.033
Lead 5.0 a, b 0.23 0.47 0.040 0.33

Polychlorinated biphenyls (mg/kg)
Total PCBs 1.0 c 0.94 d 0.058 0.32 0.11 0.023 U
Aroclor-1248 1.0 c 0.94 d 0.038 U 0.22 0.083 0.008 U
Aroclor-1254 1.0 c 0.97 d 0.038 U 0.091 0.005 U 0.0053 U 

Miscellaneous
TPH-DRO (mg/kg) Avg <3000 b 620 e 49.8 129 59.7 35.8

Dioxins (ng/kg)
2,3,7,8-TCDD 22 d 4.33 1.49 0.508 U 0.473 JK
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDD 37.9 3.5 1.48 J 2.24
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDD 470 d 71.9 3.75 5.64 15.4
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDD 470 d 120 7.82 1.86 J 2.75 J
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDD 470 d 146 5.87 5.10 5.54
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDD 1790 220 169 572
OCDD 8920 E 4900 E 1310 9270 E
Total dioxins 1000 b 11090.13 5142.43 1493.08 9867.93
TEQ dioxins 22 d, f 96.6 10.404 4.823 13.58

Furans (ng/kg)
2,3,7,8-TCDF 1.20E+09 d 12.7 14.8 1.62 K 3.82 K
1,2,3,7,8-PeCDF 1.20E+09 d 10.5 6.23 0.897 JK 1.96 JK
2,3,4,7,8-PeCDF 1.20E+09 d 21.9 13.5 2.09 JK 4.11
1,2,3,4,7,8-HxCDF 1.20E+09 d 18.1 K 6.98 1.53 JK 3.46 J
1,2,3,6,7,8-HxCDF 1.20E+09 d 17.7 K 7.28 0.807 BJ 1.48 J
1,2,3,7,8,9-HxCDF 1.20E+09 d 5.73 K 1.77 JK 2.20 J 5.31
2,3,4,6,7,8-HxCDF 1.20E+09 d 20.4 7.43 K 1.65 JK 3.69 J
1,2,3,4,6,7,8-HpCDF 1.20E+09 d 85.9 37.1 17.8 192
1,2,3,4,7,8,9-HpCDF 1.20E+09 d 6.17 K 1.87 J 0.504 JK 6.07
OCDF 1.20E+09 d 38.7 34.1 26.5 488
Total furans 1.20E+09 d 237.8 131.06 54.791 709.9
TEQ furans 15.4 8.496 1.627 5.22

a  EP Toxicity (TCLP) concentration for defining a solid waste as hazardous
b Landfill acceptance criterion
c  USEPA cleanup level in soil for release after 1978
d  USEPA (2021a) SSL for industrial use scenario TR=1E-06 THQ=1.0
e  MDE (2018) TPH-DRO soil cleanup level for non-residential use

Data Qualifiers
E - estimated concentration above the upper quantitation limit
J - estimated concentration below the reporting limit
K - estimated or biased concentration
U - analyte not detected at the method detection limit (MDL) concentration shown left of the letter.

TCLP - Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure
VOCs - volatile organic compounds
SVOCs-semivolatile organic compounds
TPH-total petroleum hydrocarbons
GRO-gasoline-range organics
mg/kg-milligrams per kilogram (parts per million)
ug/L-micrograms per liter (i.e., parts per billion)
TOX-total organic halogens

Regulatory  
Standard or Soil 
Cleanup Levels

Risk-Based 
Screening 

Criteria

1   Samples were analyzed for TCLP VOCs, TCLP SVOCs, TCLP pesticides/herbicides, VOCs (benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes ), TPH-GRO, total organic halogens (TOX), 
paint filter (free liquids) but none were detected.

SMC-AP-TP-2

9/10/2021

PIT-2

SMC-AP-TP-5

9/10/2021

PIT-5
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SITE

MARYLAND

Figure 1
Test Pit Area

St. Mary’s County Regional Airport
California, Maryland

Site

Source: Maryland Environmental Resources and Land Information Network (MERLIN)
Maryland Department of Natural Resources
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Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 1 of 57

Maryland Environmental Services-LF Data
Maryland Environmental Services
259 Najoles Road
Millersville, MD  21108

October 25, 2021

Dear Maryland Services-LF Data:

Certificate of Analysis
Project Name:
Purchase Order:

2021-St Mary's Airport Waste Workorder:
Workorder ID:

3200672
2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

CC:  Maryland Environmental Services-WWW Data , Ms. Amy Kline ,
Ms. Cheryl Griffin

This page is included as part of the Analytical Report and
must be retained as a permanent record thereof. Project Coordinator

George J Methlie

Enclosed are the analytical results for samples received by the laboratory on Monday, September 13, 2021.

The ALS Environmental laboratory in Middletown, Pennsylvania is a National Environmental Laboratory
Accreditation Program (NELAP) accredited laboratory and as such, certifies that all applicable test results meet the
requirements of NELAP.

If you have any questions regarding this certificate of analysis, please contact George J Methlie (Project
Coordinator) at (717) 944-5541.

Analyses were performed according to our laboratory’s NELAP-approved quality assurance program and any
applicable state requirements. The test results meet requirements of the current NELAP standards or state
requirements, where applicable. For a specific list of accredited analytes, refer to the certifications section of the
ALS website at www.alsglobal.com/en/Our-Services/Life-Sciences/Environmental/Downloads.

This laboratory report may not be reproduced, except in full, without the written approval of ALS Environmental.

ALS Spring City: 10 Riverside Drive, Spring City, PA 19475  610-948-4903

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 2 of 57

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

SAMPLE SUMMARY

Lab ID Sample ID Matrix Date Collected Date Received Collected By

3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 Solid 9/10/2021 10:10 9/13/2021 17:39

3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 Solid 9/10/2021 12:10 9/13/2021 17:39

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 3 of 57

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

SAMPLE SUMMARY

Standard Acronyms/Flags

Notes

--  All Waste Water analyses comply with methodology requirements of 40 CFR Part 136.
--  All Drinking Water analyses comply with methodology requirements of 40 CFR Part 141.
--  Unless otherwise noted, all quantitative results for soils are reported on a dry weight basis.
--  The Chain of Custody document is included as part of this report.

Please reference the Project Summary section of this Certificate of Analysis for case narrative comments.

Indicates that the analyte was Not Detected (ND)

Method Detection Limit
Practical Quantitation Limit

C

U

MDL
PQL

Reporting Detection Limit
Not Detected - indicates that the analyte was Not Detected at the RDL
Analysis was performed using this container
Regulatory Limit

RDL
ND
Cntr

RegLmt
Laboratory Control Sample
Matrix Spike

LCS
MS

Matrix Spike Duplicate
Sample Duplicate
Percent Recovery

MSD
DUP

%Rec
Relative Percent DifferenceRPD

--  Samples collected by ALS personnel are done so in accordance with the procedures set forth in the ALS Field Sampling Plan (20 - 
       Field Services Sampling Plan).

N Indicates presumptive evidence of the presence of a compound

--  All Library Search analytes should be regarded as tentative identifications based on the presumptive evidence of the mass spectra. 
    Concentrations reported are estimated values.   
--  Parameters identified as "analyze immediately" require analysis within 15 minutes of collection. Any "analyze immediately" parameters
    not listed under the header "Field Parameters" are preformed in the laboratory and are therefore analyzed out of hold time.

LOD DoD Limit of Detection
LOQ DoD Limit of Quantitation
DL DoD Detection Limit

--  Method references listed on this report beginning with the prefix “S” followed by a method number (such as S2310B-97) 
    refer to methods from “Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater”.

I Indicates reported value is greater than or equal to the Method Detection Limit (MDL) but less than the Report Detection Limit (RDL)
(S) Surrogate Compound
NC Not Calculated
* Result outside of QC limits

--  For microbiological analyses, the "Prepared" value is the date/time into the incubator and
    the "Analyzed" value is the date/time out the incubator.
--  An Analysis-Prep Method Cross Reference Table is included after Analytical Results & Qualifiers section in this report.

J Indicates an estimated value between the Method Detection Limit (MDL) and the Practical Quantitation Limit (PQL) for the analyte

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 4 of 57

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

PROJECT SUMMARY

Workorder Comments

Temperature of sample taken at time of sample receipt in the laboratory. See chain of custody for actual temperature.

Sample Comments

Lab ID: 3200672001 Sample ID: SMC-AP-TP-5 Sample Type: SAMPLE

This sample was collected in a soil jar for the volatile analysis. The sample was received and prepared by Method 5035 after the 48-
hour holding time.

Lab ID: 3200672002 Sample ID: SMC-AP-TP-2 Sample Type: SAMPLE

This sample was collected in a soil jar for the volatile analysis. The sample was received and prepared by Method 5035 after the 48-
hour holding time.

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 5 of 57

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/13/2021 17:39SMC-AP-TP-5

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3200672001

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/10/2021 10:10

CntrMethod

TCLP EPA 1311 VOLATILE ORGANIC
Benzene ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C
2-Butanone ND ug/L 200 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Carbon Tetrachloride ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Chlorobenzene ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Chloroform ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C
1,2-Dichloroethane ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C
1,1-Dichloroethene ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Tetrachloroethene ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Trichloroethene ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Vinyl Chloride ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (S) 115 % 62 - 133 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C
4-Bromofluorobenzene (S) 96.8 % 79 - 114 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Dibromofluoromethane (S) 104 % 78 - 116 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Toluene-d8 (S) 92.8 % 76 - 127 9/17/21 17:51 DPC AC SW846 8260C

GASOLINE RANGE ORGANICS
Gasoline Range Organics ND ug/kg 11400 9/17/21 03:19 CHS 9/17/21 10:19 CHS AC SW846 8015D

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

a,a,a-Trifluorotoluene (S) 121 % 72 - 134 9/17/21 03:19 CHS 9/17/21 10:19 CHS AC SW846 8015D

VOLATILE ORGANICS
Benzene ND ug/kg 57.2 9/15/21 20:21 VLM 9/16/21 00:48 VLM B1C SW846 8260B
Ethylbenzene ND ug/kg 57.2 9/15/21 20:21 VLM 9/16/21 00:48 VLM B1C SW846 8260B
Toluene ND ug/kg 57.2 9/15/21 20:21 VLM 9/16/21 00:48 VLM B1C SW846 8260B
Total Xylenes ND ug/kg 172 9/15/21 20:21 VLM 9/16/21 00:48 VLM B1C SW846 8260B

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (S) 105 % 71 - 146 9/15/21 20:21 VLM 9/16/21 00:48 VLM B1C SW846 8260B
4-Bromofluorobenzene (S) 93 % 46 - 138 9/15/21 20:21 VLM 9/16/21 00:48 VLM B1C SW846 8260B
Dibromofluoromethane (S) 102 % 42 - 143 9/15/21 20:21 VLM 9/16/21 00:48 VLM B1C SW846 8260B
Toluene-d8 (S) 107 % 54 - 141 9/15/21 20:21 VLM 9/16/21 00:48 VLM B1C SW846 8260B

TCLP EPA 1311 SEMI-VOLATILES
mp-Cresol ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
o-Cresol ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2,4-Dinitrotoluene ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 6 of 57

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/13/2021 17:39SMC-AP-TP-5

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3200672001

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/10/2021 10:10

CntrMethod

Hexachlorobenzene ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Hexachlorobutadiene ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Hexachloroethane ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Nitrobenzene ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Pentachlorophenol ND ug/L 120 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Pyridine ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

2,4,6-Tribromophenol (S) 98.2 % 23 - 131 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2-Fluorobiphenyl (S) 57.4 % 24 - 116 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2-Fluorophenol (S) 54.4 % 10 - 85 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Nitrobenzene-d5 (S) 78.4 % 32 - 125 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Phenol-d5 (S) 35.7 % 7 - 56 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Terphenyl-d14 (S) 104 % 41 - 145 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:10 GEC AC SW846 8270E

PCBs
Total Polychlorinated
Biphenyl

0.058 mg/kg 0.038 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:35 JXS AC SW846 8082A

Aroclor-1016 ND mg/kg 0.038 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:35 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1221 ND mg/kg 0.038 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:35 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1232 ND mg/kg 0.038 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:35 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1242 ND mg/kg 0.038 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:35 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1248 ND mg/kg 0.038 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:35 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1254 ND mg/kg 0.038 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:35 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1260 ND mg/kg 0.038 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:35 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1262 ND mg/kg 0.038 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:35 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1268 ND mg/kg 0.038 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:35 JXS AC SW846 8082A

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

Decachlorobiphenyl (S) 62.2 % 49 - 115 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:35 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Tetrachloro-m-xylene (S) 68.9 % 27 - 137 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:35 JXS AC SW846 8082A

TCLP EPA 1311 PESTICIDES
gamma-BHC ND ug/L 0.40 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:51 KJH AC SW846 8081B
Chlordane ND ug/L 10.0 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:51 KJH AC SW846 8081B
Endrin ND ug/L 0.40 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:51 KJH AC SW846 8081B
Heptachlor ND ug/L 0.40 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:51 KJH AC SW846 8081B
Heptachlor Epoxide ND ug/L 0.40 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:51 KJH AC SW846 8081B
Methoxychlor ND ug/L 0.40 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:51 KJH AC SW846 8081B

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 7 of 57

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/13/2021 17:39SMC-AP-TP-5

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3200672001

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/10/2021 10:10

CntrMethod

Toxaphene ND ug/L 20.0 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:51 KJH AC SW846 8081B

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

Decachlorobiphenyl (S) 92.8 % 30 - 140 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:51 KJH AC SW846 8081B
Decachlorobiphenyl. (S) 81 % 30 - 140 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:51 KJH AC SW846 8081B
Tetrachloro-m-xylene (S) 67.4 % 30 - 123 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:51 KJH AC SW846 8081B
Tetrachloro-m-xylene. (S) 64.3 % 30 - 123 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:51 KJH AC SW846 8081B

PETROLEUM HC's
Diesel Range Organics C10-
C28

49.8 mg/kg 12.0 9/15/21 00:50 S7M 9/17/21 21:58 KJH AC SW846 8015D

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

o-Terphenyl (S) 56.9 % 36 - 122 9/15/21 00:50 S7M 9/17/21 21:58 KJH AC SW846 8015D

WET CHEMISTRY
Free Liquids Negative 9/20/21 11:18 MJE AC SW846 9095B
Halogen, Total Organic
(TOX)

ND mg/kg 5.5 9/16/21 17:57 PAG AC SW846 9023

Moisture 14.1 % 0.1 9/16/21 11:45 IIC S2540G-11
Total Solids 85.9 % 0.1 9/16/21 11:45 IIC S2540G-11

TCLP EPA 1311 METALS
Arsenic, Total ND mg/L 0.13 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 09:57 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Barium, Total ND mg/L 2.5 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 09:57 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Cadmium, Total 0.030 mg/L 0.0099 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 09:57 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Chromium, Total ND mg/L 0.025 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 09:57 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Lead, Total 0.23 mg/L 0.030 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 09:57 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Mercury, Total ND mg/L 0.0020 9/16/21 18:19 JSE 9/18/21 13:38 AHI AC SW846 7470A
Selenium, Total ND mg/L 0.099 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 09:57 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Silver, Total ND mg/L 0.020 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 09:57 SRT A1C SW846 6010C

TCLP EPA 1311 HERBICIDES
2,4-D ND ug/L 20.0 9/20/21 16:50 AJW 9/21/21 16:10 JXS AC SW846 8151A
2,4,5-TP ND ug/L 4.0 9/20/21 16:50 AJW 9/21/21 16:10 JXS AC SW846 8151A

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod
2,4-Dichlorophenylacetic
acid (S)

67.3 % 14 - 172 9/20/21 16:50 AJW 9/21/21 16:10 JXS AC SW846 8151A

SUBCONTRACTED ANALYSIS

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 8 of 57

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/13/2021 17:39SMC-AP-TP-5

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3200672001

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/10/2021 10:10

CntrMethod

Subcontracted Analysis Subcontra
ct results
attached
GJM
10/25/21

10/25/21 11:02 GJM AC Subcontract

Project Coordinator
George J Methlie

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 9 of 57

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/13/2021 17:39SMC-AP-TP-2

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3200672002

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/10/2021 12:10

CntrMethod

TCLP EPA 1311 VOLATILE ORGANIC
Benzene ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C
2-Butanone ND ug/L 200 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Carbon Tetrachloride ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Chlorobenzene ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Chloroform ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C
1,2-Dichloroethane ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C
1,1-Dichloroethene ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Tetrachloroethene ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Trichloroethene ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Vinyl Chloride ND ug/L 20.0 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (S) 116 % 62 - 133 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C
4-Bromofluorobenzene (S) 94 % 79 - 114 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Dibromofluoromethane (S) 103 % 78 - 116 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C
Toluene-d8 (S) 92.2 % 76 - 127 9/17/21 18:14 DPC AC SW846 8260C

GASOLINE RANGE ORGANICS
Gasoline Range Organics ND ug/kg 10800 9/17/21 03:19 CHS 9/17/21 10:47 CHS AC SW846 8015D

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

a,a,a-Trifluorotoluene (S) 115 % 72 - 134 9/17/21 03:19 CHS 9/17/21 10:47 CHS AC SW846 8015D

VOLATILE ORGANICS
Benzene ND ug/kg 54.0 9/15/21 20:22 VLM 9/16/21 01:10 VLM B1C SW846 8260B
Ethylbenzene ND ug/kg 54.0 9/15/21 20:22 VLM 9/16/21 01:10 VLM B1C SW846 8260B
Toluene ND ug/kg 54.0 9/15/21 20:22 VLM 9/16/21 01:10 VLM B1C SW846 8260B
Total Xylenes ND ug/kg 162 9/15/21 20:22 VLM 9/16/21 01:10 VLM B1C SW846 8260B

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (S) 103 % 71 - 146 9/15/21 20:22 VLM 9/16/21 01:10 VLM B1C SW846 8260B
4-Bromofluorobenzene (S) 101 % 46 - 138 9/15/21 20:22 VLM 9/16/21 01:10 VLM B1C SW846 8260B
Dibromofluoromethane (S) 105 % 42 - 143 9/15/21 20:22 VLM 9/16/21 01:10 VLM B1C SW846 8260B
Toluene-d8 (S) 105 % 54 - 141 9/15/21 20:22 VLM 9/16/21 01:10 VLM B1C SW846 8260B

TCLP EPA 1311 SEMI-VOLATILES
mp-Cresol ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
o-Cresol ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2,4-Dinitrotoluene ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 10 of 57

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/13/2021 17:39SMC-AP-TP-2

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3200672002

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/10/2021 12:10

CntrMethod

Hexachlorobenzene ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Hexachlorobutadiene ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Hexachloroethane ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Nitrobenzene ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Pentachlorophenol ND ug/L 120 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Pyridine ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol ND ug/L 60.0 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

2,4,6-Tribromophenol (S) 102 % 23 - 131 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2-Fluorobiphenyl (S) 59.6 % 24 - 116 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2-Fluorophenol (S) 57.7 % 10 - 85 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Nitrobenzene-d5 (S) 79.9 % 32 - 125 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Phenol-d5 (S) 38.3 % 7 - 56 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Terphenyl-d14 (S) 106 % 41 - 145 9/17/21 07:40 LEH 9/18/21 17:34 GEC AC SW846 8270E

PCBs
Total Polychlorinated
Biphenyl

0.32 mg/kg 0.037 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:46 JXS AC SW846 8082A

Aroclor-1016 ND mg/kg 0.037 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:46 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1221 ND mg/kg 0.037 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:46 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1232 ND mg/kg 0.037 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:46 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1242 ND mg/kg 0.037 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:46 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1248 0.22 mg/kg 0.037 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:46 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1254 0.091 mg/kg 0.037 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:46 JXS AC,1 SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1260 ND mg/kg 0.037 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:46 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1262 ND mg/kg 0.037 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:46 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1268 ND mg/kg 0.037 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:46 JXS AC SW846 8082A

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

Decachlorobiphenyl (S) 57.5 % 49 - 115 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:46 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Tetrachloro-m-xylene (S) 61.6 % 27 - 137 9/18/21 00:45 MSY 9/20/21 23:46 JXS AC SW846 8082A

TCLP EPA 1311 PESTICIDES
gamma-BHC ND ug/L 0.40 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Chlordane ND ug/L 10.0 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Endrin ND ug/L 0.40 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Heptachlor ND ug/L 0.40 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Heptachlor Epoxide ND ug/L 0.40 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Methoxychlor ND ug/L 0.40 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 11 of 57

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/13/2021 17:39SMC-AP-TP-2

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3200672002

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/10/2021 12:10

CntrMethod

Toxaphene ND ug/L 20.0 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

Decachlorobiphenyl (S) 98.9 % 30 - 140 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Decachlorobiphenyl. (S) 86.2 % 30 - 140 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Tetrachloro-m-xylene (S) 66.2 % 30 - 123 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Tetrachloro-m-xylene. (S) 63.4 % 30 - 123 9/16/21 14:40 AJW 9/17/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B

PETROLEUM HC's
Diesel Range Organics C10-
C28

129 mg/kg 12.1 9/15/21 00:50 S7M 9/17/21 22:29 KJH AC SW846 8015D

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

o-Terphenyl (S) 60.3 % 36 - 122 9/15/21 00:50 S7M 9/17/21 22:29 KJH AC SW846 8015D

WET CHEMISTRY
Free Liquids Negative 9/20/21 11:18 MJE AC SW846 9095B
Halogen, Total Organic
(TOX)

ND mg/kg 5.8 9/16/21 18:11 PAG AC SW846 9023

Moisture 14.9 % 0.1 9/16/21 11:45 IIC S2540G-11
Total Solids 85.1 % 0.1 9/16/21 11:45 IIC S2540G-11

TCLP EPA 1311 METALS
Arsenic, Total ND mg/L 0.13 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 10:00 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Barium, Total ND mg/L 2.5 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 10:00 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Cadmium, Total 0.022 mg/L 0.0099 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 10:00 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Chromium, Total ND mg/L 0.025 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 10:00 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Lead, Total 0.47 mg/L 0.030 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 10:00 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Mercury, Total ND mg/L 0.0020 9/16/21 18:19 JSE 9/18/21 13:42 AHI AC SW846 7470A
Selenium, Total ND mg/L 0.099 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 10:00 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Silver, Total ND mg/L 0.020 9/16/21 16:16 SXC 9/17/21 10:00 SRT A1C SW846 6010C

TCLP EPA 1311 HERBICIDES
2,4-D ND ug/L 20.0 9/20/21 16:50 AJW 9/21/21 16:36 JXS AC SW846 8151A
2,4,5-TP ND ug/L 4.0 9/20/21 16:50 AJW 9/21/21 16:36 JXS AC SW846 8151A

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod
2,4-Dichlorophenylacetic
acid (S)

76.4 % 14 - 172 9/20/21 16:50 AJW 9/21/21 16:36 JXS AC SW846 8151A

SUBCONTRACTED ANALYSIS

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 12 of 57

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/13/2021 17:39SMC-AP-TP-2

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3200672002

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/10/2021 12:10

CntrMethod

Subcontracted Analysis Subcontra
ct results
attached
GJM
10/25/21

10/25/21 11:03 GJM AC Subcontract

Project Coordinator
George J Methlie

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 13 of 57

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

PARAMETER QUALIFIERS

#Lab ID Analytical MethodSample ID Analyte

1
The detection of this compound was confirmed on an alternate column.  Precision between the two results exceeded in house control limits
(<40%RPD).

3200672002 SW846 8082ASMC-AP-TP-2 Aroclor-1254

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0



Report ID: 3200672 - 10/25/2021 Page 14 of 57

ANALYSIS - PREP METHOD CROSS REFERENCE TABLE

Lab ID Sample ID Analysis Method Prep Method

Workorder: 3200672 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

Leachate Method

3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 S2540G-11
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 SW846 6010C SW846 3015 SW846 3511
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 SW846 7470A SW846 7470A SW846 3511
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 SW846 8015D SW846 3546A
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 SW846 8015D SW846 5035
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 SW846 8081B SW846 3511
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 SW846 8082A SW846 3546A
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 SW846 8151A SW846 8151A
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 SW846 8260B SW846 5035
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 SW846 8260C SW846 3511
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 SW846 8270E SW846 3510C
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 SW846 9023
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 SW846 9095B
3200672001 SMC-AP-TP-5 Subcontract
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 S2540G-11
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 SW846 6010C SW846 3015
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 SW846 7470A SW846 7470A
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 SW846 8015D SW846 3546A
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 SW846 8015D SW846 5035
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 SW846 8081B SW846 3511 SW846 3511
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 SW846 8082A SW846 3546A
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 SW846 8151A SW846 8151A
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 SW846 8260B SW846 5035
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 SW846 8260C SW846 3511
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 SW846 8270E SW846 3510C
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 SW846 9023
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 SW846 9095B
3200672002 SMC-AP-TP-2 Subcontract

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114322, QC - 0
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Report ID: 3201777 - 10/25/2021 Page 1 of 58

Ms. Cheryl Griffin
Maryland Environmental Services
259 Najoles Road
Millersville, MD  21108

October 25, 2021

Dear Ms. Griffin:

Certificate of Analysis
Project Name:
Purchase Order:

2021-St Mary's Airport Waste Workorder:
Workorder ID:

3201777
2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

CC:  Maryland Environmental Services-WWW Data , Maryland
Environmental Services-LF Data , Ms. Amy Kline

This page is included as part of the Analytical Report and
must be retained as a permanent record thereof. Project Coordinator

George J Methlie

Enclosed are the analytical results for samples received by the laboratory on Friday, September 17, 2021.

The ALS Environmental laboratory in Middletown, Pennsylvania is a National Environmental Laboratory
Accreditation Program (NELAP) accredited laboratory and as such, certifies that all applicable test results meet the
requirements of NELAP.

If you have any questions regarding this certificate of analysis, please contact George J Methlie (Project
Coordinator) at (717) 944-5541.

Analyses were performed according to our laboratory’s NELAP-approved quality assurance program and any
applicable state requirements. The test results meet requirements of the current NELAP standards or state
requirements, where applicable. For a specific list of accredited analytes, refer to the certifications section of the
ALS website at www.alsglobal.com/en/Our-Services/Life-Sciences/Environmental/Downloads.

This laboratory report may not be reproduced, except in full, without the written approval of ALS Environmental.

ALS Spring City: 10 Riverside Drive, Spring City, PA 19475  610-948-4903

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114329, QC - 0
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Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

SAMPLE SUMMARY

Lab ID Sample ID Matrix Date Collected Date Received Collected By

3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 Solid 9/16/2021 08:15 9/17/2021 17:30 Collected by Client

3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 Solid 9/16/2021 09:40 9/17/2021 17:30 Collected by Client

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114329, QC - 0
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Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

SAMPLE SUMMARY

Standard Acronyms/Flags

Notes

--  All Waste Water analyses comply with methodology requirements of 40 CFR Part 136.
--  All Drinking Water analyses comply with methodology requirements of 40 CFR Part 141.
--  Unless otherwise noted, all quantitative results for soils are reported on a dry weight basis.
--  The Chain of Custody document is included as part of this report.

Please reference the Project Summary section of this Certificate of Analysis for case narrative comments.

Indicates that the analyte was Not Detected (ND)

Method Detection Limit
Practical Quantitation Limit

C

U

MDL
PQL

Reporting Detection Limit
Not Detected - indicates that the analyte was Not Detected at the RDL
Analysis was performed using this container
Regulatory Limit

RDL
ND
Cntr

RegLmt
Laboratory Control Sample
Matrix Spike

LCS
MS

Matrix Spike Duplicate
Sample Duplicate
Percent Recovery

MSD
DUP

%Rec
Relative Percent DifferenceRPD

--  Samples collected by ALS personnel are done so in accordance with the procedures set forth in the ALS Field Sampling Plan (20 - 
       Field Services Sampling Plan).

N Indicates presumptive evidence of the presence of a compound

--  All Library Search analytes should be regarded as tentative identifications based on the presumptive evidence of the mass spectra. 
    Concentrations reported are estimated values.   
--  Parameters identified as "analyze immediately" require analysis within 15 minutes of collection. Any "analyze immediately" parameters
    not listed under the header "Field Parameters" are preformed in the laboratory and are therefore analyzed out of hold time.

LOD DoD Limit of Detection
LOQ DoD Limit of Quantitation
DL DoD Detection Limit

--  Method references listed on this report beginning with the prefix “S” followed by a method number (such as S2310B-97) 
    refer to methods from “Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater”.

I Indicates reported value is greater than or equal to the Method Detection Limit (MDL) but less than the Report Detection Limit (RDL)
(S) Surrogate Compound
NC Not Calculated
* Result outside of QC limits

--  For microbiological analyses, the "Prepared" value is the date/time into the incubator and
    the "Analyzed" value is the date/time out the incubator.
--  An Analysis-Prep Method Cross Reference Table is included after Analytical Results & Qualifiers section in this report.

J Indicates an estimated value between the Method Detection Limit (MDL) and the Practical Quantitation Limit (PQL) for the analyte

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114329, QC - 0
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Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

PROJECT SUMMARY

Workorder Comments

Temperature of sample taken at time of sample receipt in the laboratory. See chain of custody for actual temperature.
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Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/17/2021 17:30SMC-AP-P-12

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3201777001

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/16/2021 08:15

CntrMethod

TCLP EPA 1311 VOLATILE ORGANIC
Benzene ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C
2-Butanone ND ug/L 200 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Carbon Tetrachloride ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Chlorobenzene ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Chloroform ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C
1,2-Dichloroethane ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C
1,1-Dichloroethene ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Tetrachloroethene ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Trichloroethene ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Vinyl Chloride ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (S) 93.1 % 62 - 133 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C
4-Bromofluorobenzene (S) 93.9 % 79 - 114 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Dibromofluoromethane (S) 83.1 % 78 - 116 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Toluene-d8 (S) 94.1 % 76 - 127 9/23/21 07:44 VLM AC SW846 8260C

WET CHEMISTRY
Free Liquids Negative 9/20/21 11:18 MJE AC SW846 9095B
Halogen, Total Organic
(TOX)

ND mg/kg 6.0 9/24/21 14:58 PAG AC SW846 9023

Moisture 21.3 % 0.1 9/21/21 09:30 IXKC S2540G-11
Total Solids 78.7 % 0.1 9/21/21 09:30 IXKC S2540G-11

GASOLINE RANGE ORGANICS
Gasoline Range Organics ND ug/kg 12400 9/20/21 04:15 CHS 9/20/21 11:33 CHS AC SW846 8015D

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

a,a,a-Trifluorotoluene (S) 107 % 72 - 134 9/20/21 04:15 CHS 9/20/21 11:33 CHS AC SW846 8015D

VOLATILE ORGANICS
Benzene ND ug/kg 62.2 9/18/21 00:19 VLM 9/22/21 03:39 VLM A1C SW846 8260B
Ethylbenzene ND ug/kg 62.2 9/18/21 00:19 VLM 9/22/21 03:39 VLM A1C SW846 8260B
Toluene ND ug/kg 62.2 9/18/21 00:19 VLM 9/22/21 03:39 VLM A1C SW846 8260B
Total Xylenes ND ug/kg 187 9/18/21 00:19 VLM 9/22/21 03:39 VLM A1C SW846 8260B

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (S) 102 % 71 - 146 9/18/21 00:19 VLM 9/22/21 03:39 VLM A1C SW846 8260B
4-Bromofluorobenzene (S) 81.4 % 46 - 138 9/18/21 00:19 VLM 9/22/21 03:39 VLM A1C SW846 8260B
Dibromofluoromethane (S) 99.2 % 42 - 143 9/18/21 00:19 VLM 9/22/21 03:39 VLM A1C SW846 8260B
Toluene-d8 (S) 90.5 % 54 - 141 9/18/21 00:19 VLM 9/22/21 03:39 VLM A1C SW846 8260B

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343
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Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/17/2021 17:30SMC-AP-P-12

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3201777001

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/16/2021 08:15

CntrMethod

TCLP EPA 1311 SEMI-VOLATILES
mp-Cresol ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
o-Cresol ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2,4-Dinitrotoluene ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Hexachlorobenzene ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Hexachlorobutadiene ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Hexachloroethane ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Nitrobenzene ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Pentachlorophenol ND ug/L 120 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Pyridine ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

2,4,6-Tribromophenol (S) 82.3 % 23 - 131 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2-Fluorobiphenyl (S) 54.4 % 24 - 116 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2-Fluorophenol (S) 56.1 % 10 - 85 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Nitrobenzene-d5 (S) 83.8 % 32 - 125 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Phenol-d5 (S) 37 % 7 - 56 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Terphenyl-d14 (S) 93.3 % 41 - 145 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 12:35 GEC AC SW846 8270E

PCBs
Total Polychlorinated
Biphenyl

0.11 mg/kg 0.041 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:36 JXS AC SW846 8082A

Aroclor-1016 ND mg/kg 0.041 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:36 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1221 ND mg/kg 0.041 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:36 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1232 ND mg/kg 0.041 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:36 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1242 ND mg/kg 0.041 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:36 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1248 0.083 mg/kg 0.041 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:36 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1254 ND mg/kg 0.041 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:36 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1260 ND mg/kg 0.041 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:36 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1262 ND mg/kg 0.041 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:36 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1268 ND mg/kg 0.041 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:36 JXS AC SW846 8082A

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

Decachlorobiphenyl (S) 115 % 49 - 115 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:36 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Tetrachloro-m-xylene (S) 120 % 27 - 137 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:36 JXS AC SW846 8082A

TCLP EPA 1311 PESTICIDES
gamma-BHC ND ug/L 0.40 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343
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Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/17/2021 17:30SMC-AP-P-12

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3201777001

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/16/2021 08:15

CntrMethod

Chlordane ND ug/L 10.0 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Endrin ND ug/L 0.40 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Heptachlor ND ug/L 0.40 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:29 JXS AC,1 SW846 8081B
Heptachlor Epoxide ND ug/L 0.40 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Methoxychlor ND ug/L 0.40 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Toxaphene ND ug/L 20.0 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

Decachlorobiphenyl (S) 97.1 % 30 - 140 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Decachlorobiphenyl. (S) 71.1 % 30 - 140 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Tetrachloro-m-xylene (S) 66.7 % 30 - 123 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Tetrachloro-m-xylene. (S) 56.4 % 30 - 123 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:29 JXS AC SW846 8081B

PETROLEUM HC's
Diesel Range Organics C10-
C28

59.7 mg/kg 13.0 9/22/21 16:20 J1H 9/23/21 20:41 DXL AC SW846 8015D

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

o-Terphenyl (S) 58.7 % 36 - 122 9/22/21 16:20 J1H 9/23/21 20:41 DXL AC SW846 8015D

TCLP EPA 1311 METALS
Arsenic, Total ND mg/L 0.13 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:34 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Barium, Total ND mg/L 2.5 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:34 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Cadmium, Total ND mg/L 0.0099 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:34 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Chromium, Total ND mg/L 0.025 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:34 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Lead, Total 0.040 mg/L 0.030 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:34 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Mercury, Total ND mg/L 0.0020 9/21/21 20:15 JSE 9/23/21 16:12 A1S AC SW846 7470A
Selenium, Total ND mg/L 0.099 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:34 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Silver, Total ND mg/L 0.020 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:34 SRT A1C SW846 6010C

TCLP EPA 1311 HERBICIDES
2,4-D ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 07:20 CAC 9/24/21 13:11 JXS AC SW846 8151A
2,4,5-TP ND ug/L 4.0 9/23/21 07:20 CAC 9/24/21 13:11 JXS AC SW846 8151A

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod
2,4-Dichlorophenylacetic
acid (S)

104 % 14 - 172 9/23/21 07:20 CAC 9/24/21 13:11 JXS AC SW846 8151A

SUBCONTRACTED ANALYSIS
Subcontracted Analysis Subcontra

ct report
attached
10/25/21
GJM

10/25/21 11:13 GJM AC Subcontract

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114329, QC - 0



Report ID: 3201777 - 10/25/2021 Page 8 of 58

Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/17/2021 17:30SMC-AP-P-12

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3201777001

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/16/2021 08:15

CntrMethod

Project Coordinator
George J Methlie
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Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/17/2021 17:30SMC-AP-P-7

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3201777002

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/16/2021 09:40

CntrMethod

TCLP EPA 1311 VOLATILE ORGANIC
Benzene ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C
2-Butanone ND ug/L 200 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Carbon Tetrachloride ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Chlorobenzene ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Chloroform ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C
1,2-Dichloroethane ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C
1,1-Dichloroethene ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Tetrachloroethene ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Trichloroethene ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Vinyl Chloride ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (S) 90.8 % 62 - 133 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C
4-Bromofluorobenzene (S) 95.6 % 79 - 114 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Dibromofluoromethane (S) 83.2 % 78 - 116 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C
Toluene-d8 (S) 95.1 % 76 - 127 9/23/21 08:07 VLM AC SW846 8260C

WET CHEMISTRY
Free Liquids Negative 9/20/21 11:18 MJE AC SW846 9095B
Halogen, Total Organic
(TOX)

ND mg/kg 6.9 9/24/21 15:10 PAG AC SW846 9023

Moisture 27.6 % 0.1 9/21/21 09:30 IXKC S2540G-11
Total Solids 72.4 % 0.1 9/21/21 09:30 IXKC S2540G-11

GASOLINE RANGE ORGANICS
Gasoline Range Organics ND ug/kg 13400 9/20/21 04:15 CHS 9/20/21 12:01 CHS AC SW846 8015D

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

a,a,a-Trifluorotoluene (S) 109 % 72 - 134 9/20/21 04:15 CHS 9/20/21 12:01 CHS AC SW846 8015D

VOLATILE ORGANICS
Benzene ND ug/kg 67.2 9/18/21 00:20 VLM 9/22/21 04:01 VLM A1C SW846 8260B
Ethylbenzene ND ug/kg 67.2 9/18/21 00:20 VLM 9/22/21 04:01 VLM A1C SW846 8260B
Toluene ND ug/kg 67.2 9/18/21 00:20 VLM 9/22/21 04:01 VLM A1C SW846 8260B
Total Xylenes ND ug/kg 201 9/18/21 00:20 VLM 9/22/21 04:01 VLM A1C SW846 8260B

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (S) 102 % 71 - 146 9/18/21 00:20 VLM 9/22/21 04:01 VLM A1C SW846 8260B
4-Bromofluorobenzene (S) 93.4 % 46 - 138 9/18/21 00:20 VLM 9/22/21 04:01 VLM A1C SW846 8260B
Dibromofluoromethane (S) 98 % 42 - 143 9/18/21 00:20 VLM 9/22/21 04:01 VLM A1C SW846 8260B
Toluene-d8 (S) 92.4 % 54 - 141 9/18/21 00:20 VLM 9/22/21 04:01 VLM A1C SW846 8260B

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343
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Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/17/2021 17:30SMC-AP-P-7

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3201777002

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/16/2021 09:40

CntrMethod

TCLP EPA 1311 SEMI-VOLATILES
mp-Cresol ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
o-Cresol ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2,4-Dinitrotoluene ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Hexachlorobenzene ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Hexachlorobutadiene ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Hexachloroethane ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Nitrobenzene ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Pentachlorophenol ND ug/L 120 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Pyridine ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol ND ug/L 60.0 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

2,4,6-Tribromophenol (S) 82.8 % 23 - 131 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2-Fluorobiphenyl (S) 52.3 % 24 - 116 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
2-Fluorophenol (S) 50.6 % 10 - 85 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Nitrobenzene-d5 (S) 78.5 % 32 - 125 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Phenol-d5 (S) 33.3 % 7 - 56 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E
Terphenyl-d14 (S) 96.9 % 41 - 145 9/22/21 11:15 CAC 9/23/21 13:00 GEC AC SW846 8270E

PCBs
Total Polychlorinated
Biphenyl

ND mg/kg 0.044 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:59 JXS AC SW846 8082A

Aroclor-1016 ND mg/kg 0.044 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:59 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1221 ND mg/kg 0.044 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:59 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1232 ND mg/kg 0.044 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:59 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1242 ND mg/kg 0.044 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:59 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1248 ND mg/kg 0.044 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:59 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1254 ND mg/kg 0.044 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:59 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1260 ND mg/kg 0.044 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:59 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1262 ND mg/kg 0.044 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:59 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Aroclor-1268 ND mg/kg 0.044 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:59 JXS AC SW846 8082A

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

Decachlorobiphenyl (S) 61.6 % 49 - 115 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:59 JXS AC SW846 8082A
Tetrachloro-m-xylene (S) 60 % 27 - 137 9/22/21 01:30 MSY 9/23/21 20:59 JXS AC SW846 8082A

TCLP EPA 1311 PESTICIDES
gamma-BHC ND ug/L 0.40 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:39 JXS AC SW846 8081B

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114329, QC - 0
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Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/17/2021 17:30SMC-AP-P-7

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3201777002

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/16/2021 09:40

CntrMethod

Chlordane ND ug/L 10.0 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:39 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Endrin ND ug/L 0.40 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:39 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Heptachlor ND ug/L 0.40 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:39 JXS AC,1 SW846 8081B
Heptachlor Epoxide ND ug/L 0.40 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:39 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Methoxychlor ND ug/L 0.40 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:39 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Toxaphene ND ug/L 20.0 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:39 JXS AC SW846 8081B

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

Decachlorobiphenyl (S) 111 % 30 - 140 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:39 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Decachlorobiphenyl. (S) 80.1 % 30 - 140 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:39 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Tetrachloro-m-xylene (S) 64.1 % 30 - 123 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:39 JXS AC SW846 8081B
Tetrachloro-m-xylene. (S) 53.2 % 30 - 123 9/22/21 17:00 AJW 9/24/21 16:39 JXS AC SW846 8081B

PETROLEUM HC's
Diesel Range Organics C10-
C28

35.8 mg/kg 14.2 9/22/21 16:20 J1H 9/23/21 21:13 DXL AC SW846 8015D

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod

o-Terphenyl (S) 51.2 % 36 - 122 9/22/21 16:20 J1H 9/23/21 21:13 DXL AC SW846 8015D

TCLP EPA 1311 METALS
Arsenic, Total ND mg/L 0.13 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:38 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Barium, Total ND mg/L 2.5 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:38 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Cadmium, Total 0.033 mg/L 0.0099 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:38 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Chromium, Total ND mg/L 0.025 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:38 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Lead, Total 0.33 mg/L 0.030 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:38 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Mercury, Total ND mg/L 0.0020 9/21/21 20:15 JSE 9/23/21 16:13 A1S AC SW846 7470A
Selenium, Total ND mg/L 0.099 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:38 SRT A1C SW846 6010C
Silver, Total ND mg/L 0.020 9/22/21 22:02 SXC 9/23/21 10:38 SRT A1C SW846 6010C

TCLP EPA 1311 HERBICIDES
2,4-D ND ug/L 20.0 9/23/21 07:20 CAC 9/24/21 13:37 JXS AC SW846 8151A
2,4,5-TP ND ug/L 4.0 9/23/21 07:20 CAC 9/24/21 13:37 JXS AC SW846 8151A

Surrogate Recoveries Flag UnitsResults Limits Prepared By Analyzed By CntrMethod
2,4-Dichlorophenylacetic
acid (S)

86.1 % 14 - 172 9/23/21 07:20 CAC 9/24/21 13:37 JXS AC SW846 8151A

SUBCONTRACTED ANALYSIS
Subcontracted Analysis Subcontra

ct report
attached
10/25/21
GJM

10/25/21 11:13 GJM AC Subcontract

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114329, QC - 0
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Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

9/17/2021 17:30SMC-AP-P-7

Matrix: Solid

Parameters

Lab ID:

Sample ID:

3201777002

Results Units RDL Prepared By ByAnalyzedFlag

Date Collected:

Date Received:

9/16/2021 09:40

CntrMethod

Project Coordinator
George J Methlie
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Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

PARAMETER QUALIFIERS

#Lab ID Analytical MethodSample ID Analyte

1
Method criteria requires continuing calibration verification (CCV) standards be less than or equal to 20% of the initial calibration for the 8081
analysis. This compound was biased high 22% in the bracketing CCV.

3201777001 SW846 8081BSMC-AP-P-12 Heptachlor

1
Method criteria requires continuing calibration verification (CCV) standards be less than or equal to 20% of the initial calibration for the 8081
analysis. This compound was biased high 22% in the bracketing CCV.

3201777002 SW846 8081BSMC-AP-P-7 Heptachlor

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114329, QC - 0
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ANALYSIS - PREP METHOD CROSS REFERENCE TABLE

Lab ID Sample ID Analysis Method Prep Method

Workorder: 3201777 2021-St Mary's Airport Waste

Leachate Method

3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 S2540G-11
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 SW846 6010C SW846 3015 SW846 3511
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 SW846 7470A SW846 7470A SW846 3511
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 SW846 8015D SW846 3546A
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 SW846 8015D SW846 5035
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 SW846 8081B SW846 3511
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 SW846 8082A SW846 3546A
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 SW846 8151A SW846 8151A SW846 3511
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 SW846 8260B SW846 5035
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 SW846 8260C SW846 3511
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 SW846 8270E SW846 3510C SW846 3511
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 SW846 9023
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 SW846 9095B
3201777001 SMC-AP-P-12 Subcontract
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 S2540G-11
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 SW846 6010C SW846 3015 SW846 3511
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 SW846 7470A SW846 7470A SW846 3511
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 SW846 8015D SW846 3546A
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 SW846 8015D SW846 5035
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 SW846 8081B SW846 3511 SW846 3511
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 SW846 8082A SW846 3546A
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 SW846 8151A SW846 8151A SW846 3511
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 SW846 8260B SW846 5035
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 SW846 8260C SW846 3511
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 SW846 8270E SW846 3510C SW846 3511
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 SW846 9023
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 SW846 9095B
3201777002 SMC-AP-P-7 Subcontract

 

NELAP Certifications:  NJ  PA010 , NY 11759 , PA 22-293    DoD ELAP:  PJ LA 74618
State Certifications:  FL E871113 , WA C999 , MD 128 , VA 460157 , WV DW 9961-C , WV 343

DL ID - 114329, QC - 0



Page 15 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 16 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 17 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 18 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 19 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 20 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 21 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 22 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 23 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 24 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 25 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 26 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 27 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 28 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 29 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 30 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 31 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 32 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 33 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 34 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 35 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 36 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 37 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 38 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 39 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 40 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 41 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 42 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 43 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 44 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 45 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 46 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 47 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 48 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:13 PM



Page 49 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:14 PM



Page 50 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:14 PM



Page 51 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:14 PM



Page 52 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:14 PM



Page 53 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:14 PM



Page 54 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:14 PM



Page 55 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:14 PM



Page 56 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:14 PM



Page 57 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:14 PM



Page 58 of 58

Monday, October 25, 2021 12:19:14 PM



 

 

 

Attachment G- Public and 

Agency Review  



	 Publication	 Start	 Stop	 Inserts	

Southern Maryland News	 09/01/23	 09/15/23	 2	 $253.00

PT	 CT	 CN	 Number	 Exp.	 Amnt.

APG Media of Chesapeake, LLC	 INVOICE
	 08/29/23
29088 Airpark Drive
Easton, MD 21601

Phone:   Fax:

Notice of Availability
On behalf of the Commissioners of St. Mary’s County, own-
er and operator of the St. Mary’s County Regional Airport 
(2W6), Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. has prepared a Sup-
plemental Environmental Assessment (SEA) for the 2006 
Environmental Assessment (EA) for Five Year Capital Im-
provement Program. The purpose of the SEA is to review 
the potential environmental impacts of the following action, 
which was not included in the 2006 EA:  

• Remove, transport, and dispose of unearthed  
 debris discovered during construction
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead 
agency under the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA). 
A copy of the Draft SEA is available for public review 
during business hours from 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM at the De-
partment of Public Works and Transportation, 44825 St. 
Andrews Church Road, California, Maryland, 20619 and 
on the airport website (www.stmaryscountymd.gov/dpw/
airport-operations/).
Hard copies of the draft document are available upon re-
quest. Please contact Mary A. Pearson (mapearson@delta-
airport.com, 804-955-4556) if you need special accommoda-
tions to review the document.
Comments received will be reviewed and addressed in the 
Final SEA, as appropriate.  Written comments on the Draft 
SEA may be submitted to Mary A. Pearson, AICP, Delta 
Airport Consultants, Inc., 2700 Polo Parkway, Midlo-
thian, Virginia 23113 or mapearson@deltaairport.
com.  Comments on the Draft EA must be received no later 
than 5:00 pm Eastern Time, October 01, 2023.
Before including your address, phone number, e-mail ad-
dress, or other personal identifying information in your 
comment, be advised that your entire comment, including 
your personal identifying information, may be made pub-
licly available at any time pursuant to the Maryland Public 
Information Act. 

3032757 EN           9/1,9/15/2023

	  Creation Date:	 08/28/23
	 Ad Date:	 09/01/23
	 Class:	 3270
	 Ad ID:	 3032757
	 Words:	 267
	 Lines:	 39
	 Agate Lines:	 138
	 Depth:	 5.75
	 Inserts:	 4
	 Blind Box:	

	 Cust. AcctID:	 415831

	 Name:	 ALLISON SWINT
	 Company:	 ST. MARY'S PUBLIC 
WORKS & TRANSPORTATION
	 Address:	 PO BOX 409
		  44825 ST. ANDREWS 
CHURCH RD
		  CALIFORNIA, MD  20619

	 Other Charges:	 $0.00
	 Discount:	 $0.00
	 Surcharge:	 $0.00
	 Credits:	 $0.00
	 Bill Depth:	 5.75

Ad Note:

Customer Note:

We Appreciate Your Business!
Thank You ALLISON SWINT!

	 Total:	    $253.00
	
	 Paid Amount:	 -  $0.00

	 Amount Due:	    $253.00

CREDIT CARD DETAILS



 

 

 

 

Wes Moore, Governor 

Aruna Miller, Lt. Governor 

Rebecca L. Flora, AICP, Secretary 

 

Maryland Department of Planning   •   301 West Preston Street, Suite 1101   •   Baltimore    •   Maryland   •   21201 
 

Tel: 410.767.4500   •   Toll Free: 1.877.767.6272   •   TTY users: Maryland Relay   •   Planning.Maryland.gov 

August 25, 2023 

 

 

Ms. Mary Ashburn Pearson, AICP 

Project Manager,  

Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. 

9711 Farrar Court, Suite 100 

Richmond, VA   23236 

 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE REVIEW PROCESS 

State Application Identifier: MD20230824-0730  

Reply Due Date: 09/29/2023 

Project Description: Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) FONSI: St. Mary’s County Regional Airport 

Project Address: 44200 Airport Road, California, MD 20619 

Project Location: County(ies) of St. Mary's 

Clearinghouse Contact: Myra Barnes  

 

Dear Ms. Ashburn Pearson: 

 

Thank you for submitting your project for intergovernmental review.  Your participation in the Maryland Intergovernmental 

Review and Coordination (MIRC) process helps to ensure that your project will be consistent with the plans, programs, and 

objectives of State agencies and local governments. 

 

We have forwarded your project to the following agencies and/or jurisdictions for their review and comments: the Maryland 

Department(s) of Transportation, the Environment, Natural Resources; and the Maryland Department of Planning; including 

the Maryland Historical Trust.  A composite review and recommendation letter will be sent to you by the reply due date.  Your 

project has been assigned a unique State Application Identifier that you should use on all documents and correspondence. 

 

Please be assured that we will expeditiously process your project.  The issues resolved through the MIRC process enhance the 

opportunities for project funding and minimize delays during project implementation.  Also, if you need assistance or have 

questions, contact the State Clearinghouse staff noted above at 410-767-4490 or through e-mail at myra.barnes@maryland.gov.  

Thank you for your cooperation with the MIRC process. 

 

 

       Sincerely, 

      

        
 

       Myra Barnes, Lead Clearinghouse Coordinator 

 

 

MB:MB 

cc: Jessica Andritz - STMA 

23-0730_NRR.NEW.docx 

 



 

 

MD20230824-0730 

Delta Airport Consultants, Inc.  

Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) FONSI: St. Mary’s County Regional 

Airport 

 Ms. Mary Ashburn Pearson, AICP 

Project Manager,  

Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. 
9711 Farrar Court, Suite 100 

Richmond, VA   23236           

Jessica Andritz - STMA   

U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT/FAA) 

----MD    
  

   

   

   

   

 

FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 



 

 

 

 

Wes Moore, Governor 

Aruna Miller, Lt. Governor 

Rebecca L. Flora, AICP, Secretary 

 

October 2, 2023 

 

 

 

Ms. Mary Ashburn Pearson, AICP 

Project Manager 

Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. 

9711 Farrar Court, Suite 100 

Richmond, VA   23236 

 

 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE RECOMMENDATION 

State Application Identifier: MD20230824-0730  

Applicant: Delta Airport Consultants, Inc.  

Project Description: Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) FONSI: St. Mary’s County Regional Airport 

Project Address: 44200 Airport Road, California, MD 20619 

Project Location: County(ies) of St. Mary's  

Approving Authority: U.S. Department of Transportation/Federal Aviation Administration (DOT/FAA) 

Recommendation: Consistent with Qualifying Comments 

 

Dear Ms. Ashburn Pearson: 

 

In accordance with Presidential Executive Order 12372 and Code of Maryland Regulation 34.02.01.04-.06, the State 

Clearinghouse has coordinated the intergovernmental review of the referenced project.  This letter constitutes the State 

process review and recommendation.  This recommendation is valid for a period of three years from the date of this letter. 

 

Review comments were requested from the Maryland Department(s) of Natural Resources, Transportation, the 

Environment; and the Maryland Department of Planning, including the Maryland Historical Trust. 

 

The Maryland Department(s) of Transportation, and Natural Resources; and the Maryland Department of Planning, 

including the Maryland Historical Trust found this project to be consistent with their plans, programs, and objectives. 

 

Our Department (Planning) noted the following: 

 

(1.) The proposed action of removing unearthed debris and scrap metal will take place on dedicated airport property 

that was previously disturbed.  

 

(2.)  The removal, transport, and disposal of the unearthed debris is considered by the FAA to be a substantial change 

and is referred to as the "2023 Proposed action" in the document.  

 

(3.) The need for the 2023 Proposed Action is the existence of unearthed debris in the area where construction of a 

runway extension is ongoing.  

 



 
Ms. Mary Ashburn Pearson, AICP 

October 2, 2023 

Page 2 

State Application Identifier:  MD20230824-0730 

 

 

 

(4.) The supplemental EA is consistent with all federal laws. 

 

(5.)  The airport is surrounded by industrial uses and open space and transport would occur on public roads. 

 

(6.)  There are no land use impacts anticipated as a result of this action. 

 

(7.)  The airport is located within a Priority Funding Area. 

 

The Maryland Historical Trust has determined that the project will have "no effect" on historic properties and that the 

federal and/or State historic preservation requirements have been met.   

 

The Maryland Department of Environment (MDE) found this project to be generally consistent with their plans, 

programs, and objectives, but included certain qualifying commens summarized below. 

 

1.   Construction, renovation and/or demolition of buildings and roadways must be performed in 

conformance with State regulations pertaining to "Particulate Matter from Materials Handling and 

Construction" (COMAR 26.11.06.03D), requiring that during any construction and/or demolition work, 

reasonable precaution must be taken to prevent particulate matter, such as fugitive dust, from becoming 

airborne.  

 

2.   During the duration of the project, soil excavation/grading/site work will be performed; there is a 

potential for encountering soil contamination.  If soil contamination is present, a permit for soil remediation is 

required from MDE's Air and Radiation Management Administration.  Please contact the New Source Permits 

Division, Air and Radiation Management Administration at (410) 537-3230 to learn about the State's 

requirements for these permits. 

 

3.  Any above ground or underground petroleum storage tanks, which may be utilized, must be installed 

and maintained in accordance with applicable State and federal laws and regulations. Underground storage 

tanks must be registered and the installation must be conducted and performed by a contractor certified to install 

underground storage tanks by the Land and Materials Administration in accordance with COMAR 26.10.   

Contact the Oil Control Program at (410) 537-3442 for additional information. 

 

4.  Any solid waste including construction, demolition and land clearing debris, generated from the subject 

project, must be properly disposed of at a permitted solid waste acceptance facility, or recycled if possible.  

Contact the Solid Waste Program at (410) 537-3315 for additional information regarding solid waste activities 

and contact the Resource Management Program at (410) 537-3314 for additional information regarding 

recycling activities. 

 

 

 

 



 
Ms. Mary Ashburn Pearson, AICP 

October 2, 2023 
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State Application Identifier:  MD20230824-0730 

 

 

5.  The Solid Waste Program should be contacted directly at (410) 537-3315 by those facilities which 

generate or propose to generate or handle hazardous wastes to ensure these activities are being conducted in 

compliance with applicable State and federal laws and regulations.  The Program should also be contacted prior 

to construction activities to ensure that the treatment, storage or disposal of hazardous wastes and low-level 

radioactive wastes at the facility will be conducted in compliance with applicable State and federal laws and 

regulations. 

 

6.  The proposed project may involve rehabilitation, redevelopment, revitalization, or property acquisition 

of commercial, industrial property.  Accordingly, MDE's Brownfields Site Assessment and Voluntary Cleanup 

Programs (VCP) may provide valuable assistance to you in this project. These programs involve environmental 

site assessment in accordance with accepted industry and financial institution standards for property transfer. 

For specific information about these programs and eligibility, please contact the Land Restoration Program at 

(410) 537-3437. 

 

7.  Borrow areas used to provide clean earth back fill material may require a surface mine permit.  Disposal 

of excess cut material at a surface mine may require site approval.  Contact the Mining Program at (410) 537-

3557 for further details. 
 

8. Additional comments from the Water and Science Administration are located in the zipped file.

 

Any statement of consideration given to the comments should be submitted to the approval authority, with a copy 

to the State Clearinghouse.  The State Application Identifier Number must be placed on any correspondence pertaining 

to this project.  The State Clearinghouse must be kept informed if the approving authority cannot accommodate the 

recommendation. 

Please remember, you must comply with all applicable state and local laws and regulations.  If you need assistance or 

have questions, contact the State Clearinghouse staff person noted above at 410-767-4490 or through e-mail at 

myra.barnes@maryland.gov.  Also please complete the attached form and return it to the State Clearinghouse as 

soon as the status of the project is known.  Any substitutions of this form must include the State Application Identifier 

Number.  This will ensure that our files are complete. 

 

Thank you for your cooperation with the MIRC process. 

 

       Sincerely, 

        

        
       Myra Barnes, Lead Clearinghouse Coordinator  

 
MB:MB 

Enclosure(s) 

cc: Jessica Andritz - STMA 

Tyson Byrne - MDOT 

Amanda Redmiles - MDE 

Tony Redman - DNR 

Sarah Diehl - MDPLS 

Bihui Xu - MDPI-T 

Beth Cole – MHT 
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Maryland Department of Planning   •   301 West Preston Street, Suite 1101   •   Baltimore    •   Maryland   •   21201 
 

Tel: 410.767.4500   •   Toll Free: 1.877.767.6272   •   TTY users: Maryland Relay   •   Planning.Maryland.gov 

Wes Moore, Governor 

Aruna Miller, Lt. Governor 

Rebecca L. Flora, AICP, Secretary 

 

 

PROJECT   STATUS   FORM 
 

Please complete this form and return it to the State Clearinghouse upon receipt of notification that the project has been approved 

or not approved by the approving authority. 

 

TO: Maryland State Clearinghouse     DATE: ______________________ 

 Maryland Department of Planning               (Please fill in the date form completed) 

 301 West Preston Street 

 Room 1104 

 Baltimore, MD   21201-2305 

 

FROM: _______________________________    PHONE:  _____-____-_________ 

 (Name of person completing this form.)     (Area Code & Phone number)     

 

RE: State Application Identifier:   MD20230824-0730 

Project Description:  Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) FONSI: St. Mary’s County Regional Airport 

 

PROJECT APPROVAL 

This project/plan was: 
 

Approved 
 

Approved with Modification 
 

Disapproved 

  
Name of Approving Authority: 

     _______________________________________________________________________ 

Date Approved: 

     ___________________ 

 

FUNDING APPROVAL 

The funding (if applicable) has been approved for the period of: 

___________________________, 202____ to  ___________________________, 202____ as follows: 

Federal $: 

 ___________________ 

Local $:  

 ___________________ 

State $:  

 ____________________ 

Other $:  

 ____________________ 

 

 

OTHER 

 Further comment or explanation is attached 

 

MDPCH-1F 



 

 

Ms. Mary Ashburn Pearson, AICP 

Project Manager,  

Delta Airport Consultants, Inc. 
9711 Farrar Court, Suite 100 

Richmond, VA   23236          

  

Jessica Andritz - STMA   

U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT/FAA) 

----MD    
  

   

   

   

   

 

 



MDE Comments for Environmental Clearinghouse Project MD20230824-0730 
 

Response Code: R-1 
 

1.  Construction, renovation and/or demolition of buildings and roadways must be performed in 

conformance with State regulations pertaining to "Particulate Matter from Materials Handling and 

Construction" (COMAR 26.11.06.03D), requiring that during any construction and/or demolition work, 

reasonable precaution must be taken to prevent particulate matter, such as fugitive dust, from becoming 

airborne.  

2.  During the duration of the project, soil excavation/grading/site work will be performed; there is a 

potential for encountering soil contamination.  If soil contamination is present, a permit for soil 

remediation is required from MDE's Air and Radiation Management Administration.  Please contact the 

New Source Permits Division, Air and Radiation Management Administration at (410) 537-3230 to learn 

about the State's requirements for these permits. 

3. Any above ground or underground petroleum storage tanks, which may be utilized, must be installed 

and maintained in accordance with applicable State and federal laws and regulations. Underground 

storage tanks must be registered and the installation must be conducted and performed by a contractor 

certified to install underground storage tanks by the Land and Materials Administration in accordance 

with COMAR 26.10.   Contact the Oil Control Program at (410) 537-3442 for additional information. 

4. Any solid waste including construction, demolition and land clearing debris, generated from the 

subject project, must be properly disposed of at a permitted solid waste acceptance facility, or recycled if 

possible.  Contact the Solid Waste Program at (410) 537-3315 for additional information regarding solid 

waste activities and contact the Resource Management Program at (410) 537-3314 for additional 

information regarding recycling activities. 

5. The Solid Waste Program should be contacted directly at (410) 537-3315 by those facilities which 

generate or propose to generate or handle hazardous wastes to ensure these activities are being 

conducted in compliance with applicable State and federal laws and regulations.  The Program should 

also be contacted prior to construction activities to ensure that the treatment, storage or disposal of 

hazardous wastes and low-level radioactive wastes at the facility will be conducted in compliance with 

applicable State and federal laws and regulations. 

6. The proposed project may involve rehabilitation, redevelopment, revitalization, or property 

acquisition of commercial, industrial property.  Accordingly, MDE's Brownfields Site Assessment and 

Voluntary Cleanup Programs (VCP) may provide valuable assistance to you in this project. These 

programs involve environmental site assessment in accordance with accepted industry and financial 

institution standards for property transfer. For specific information about these programs and eligibility, 

please Land Restoration Program at (410) 537-3437. 

7. Borrow areas used to provide clean earth back fill material may require a surface mine permit.  

Disposal of excess cut material at a surface mine may requires site approval.  Contact the Mining 

Program at (410) 537-3557 for further details. 
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 Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) FONSI: St. Mary’s County Regional Airport 

Maryland Department of the Environment – WSA/WPRPP 

REVIEW FINDING: R1 Consistent with Qualifying Comments  

 (MD20230824-0730)  

 

Direct any questions regarding the Antidegradation Review to Angel Valdez via email at 

angel.valdez@maryland.gov, or by phone at 410-537-3606. 

 

Special protections for high-quality waters in the local vicinity, which are identified pursuant to 

Maryland’s anti-degradation policy. 

 

Anti-degradation of Water Quality:  Maryland requires special protections for waters of very 

high quality (Tier II waters).  The policies and procedures that govern these special waters are 

commonly called “anti-degradation policies.”  This policy states that “proposed amendments to 

county plans or discharge permits for discharge to Tier II waters that will result in a new, or an 

increased, permitted annual discharge of pollutants and a potential impact to water quality, shall 

evaluate alternatives to eliminate or reduce discharges or impacts.”  Satisfactory completion of 

the Tier II Antidegradation Review is required to receive numerous State permits, such as those 

for wastewater treatment, nontidal wetlands disturbance, waterways construction, and coverage 

under the general construction permit. 

 

The Tier II review is applicable to all portions of the project within the Tier II watersheds of St 

Mary’s River 1 and McIntosh Run 2.  The Review consists of (1) a no-discharge alternatives 

analysis which considers if the activity can avoid any impacts to Tier II waters, i.e., an alternative 

site or strategic design, (2) a minimization alternatives analysis to limit associated water quality 

degradation, and potentially (3) a mitigation analysis to account for net loss of vital resources 

such as forest cover.  If there is no assimilative capacity within the Tier II watershed identified 

above, additional social and economic justification for unavoidable impacts is required. No 

assimilative capacity means that new water quality data indicates that the Tier II stream 

segment has degraded below Tier II standards.   

 

To ensure that essential information is provided to MDE when conducting the Tier II Review, 

MDE has developed forms to assist applicants in completing the no-discharge alternatives 

analysis, minimization analysis, and mitigation analysis. Adequate completion of these forms 

and accompanying Tier II report is required to successfully satisfy the Review and is necessary 
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for State permitting and other approvals.  A Tier II report template, which uses the information 

from the completed forms, is also available to help with document formatting and information 

organization.  There are some activities that may require MDE permitting and approval but may 

not warrant additional Tier II review.  Applicants are encouraged to review the Tier II 

Determination of No Additional Review Form and its applicability to the project before 

proceeding with the more detailed review analysis explained below. 

 

Determination of No Additional Tier II Review Form V1.11 

 

1.  Code of Maryland Regulations (COMAR) 26.08.02.04-1 (G(1)) states that “If a Tier II 

antidegradation review is required, the applicant shall provide an analysis of reasonable 

alternatives that do not require direct discharge to a Tier II water body (no-discharge 

alternative). The analysis shall include cost data and estimates to determine the cost 

effectiveness of the alternatives”. 

2.  This form is for the evaluation of land disturbing activities such as those requiring a 

nontidal wetlands or waterways construction permit, or a general stormwater 

construction permit (NOI), to demonstrate that:  

 

a. the project is exempt from the no-discharge alternatives analysis; and 

b. the project consists of minor, unavoidable impacts to on-site streams, including stream 

buffers averaging 100’; and 

c. the project will not cause net forest loss in the affected Tier II watershed, or loss will 

be less than 1 acre; and 

d. all impervious surfaces associated with the project are treated with 

environmental site design practices, with existing structures with remaining capacity.  

Tier II No-Discharge Analysis Form V1.2:2 

1.  Code of Maryland Regulations (COMAR) 26.08.02.04-1 (G(1)) states that “If a Tier II 

antidegradation review is required, the applicant shall provide an analysis of reasonable 

alternatives that do not require direct discharge to a Tier II water body (no-discharge alternative). 

 
1 https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tier-II-

Forms/TierII_NoAdditionalReview_v1.1.pdf 

2
 https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tier-II-

Forms/TierII_NoDischargeAnalysis_Form.pdf 

https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tier-II-Forms/TierII_NoAdditionalReview_v1.1.pdf
https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/Water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tier-II-Forms/TierII_NoDischargeAnalysis_Form_1.2.pdf
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The analysis shall include cost data and estimates to determine the cost effectiveness of the 

alternatives”. 

 

2.  For land disturbing projects that result in permanent land use change, this ‘no discharge’ 

analysis specifically evaluates the reasonability of other sites or alternate routes which could be 

developed to meet the project purpose, but are located outside of the Tier II watershed.  

Reasonability considerations, as applicable, may take into account property availability, site 

constraints, natural resource concerns, size, accessibility, and cost to make the property suitable 

for the project.   

 

3.  This analysis shall be performed regardless of whether or not the applicant has ownership or 

lease agreements to a preferred property or route. 

 

Tier II Minimization Alternative Analysis Form V1.1:3 

   

1.  Code of Maryland Regulations (COMAR) 26.08.02.04-1 (G(3)) states that “If the Department 

determines that the alternatives that do not require direct discharge to a Tier II water body are not 

cost effective, the applicant shall: (a) Provide the Department with plans to configure or structure 

the discharge to minimize the use of the assimilative capacity of the water body”.  

 

2.  This form helps to ensure that water quality impacts due to the proposed project are 

comprehensively identified and minimized. 

 

3.  To demonstrate that appropriate minimization practices have been considered and 

implemented, applicants must identify any minimization practices used when developing the 

project, calculate major Tier II resource impacts, consider alternatives for impacts, and 

adequately justify unavoidable impacts.   

 

Tier II Mitigation Analysis Form V1.0:4 

 

1. Code of Maryland Regulations (COMAR) 26.08.02.04-1 (G(3)) states that “If the Department 

determines that the alternatives that do not require direct discharge to a Tier II water body are not 

 
3
 https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tier-II-Forms/TierII_Minimization_Form.pdf 

4 https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tier-II-Forms/TierII_Mitigation_Form_v1.0.pdf 

https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/Water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tier-II-Forms/TierII_Minimization_Form_1.1.pdf
https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tier-II-Forms/TierII_Mitigation_Form_v1.0.pdf
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cost effective, the applicant shall: (a) Provide the Department with plans to configure or structure 

the discharge to minimize the use of the assimilative capacity of the water body”.  

  

2.  No net change in Tier II water quality is the overarching goal of the Tier II Review, and 

mitigation is an essential part the analysis process to reduce cumulative degradation prior to 

justification of unavoidable impacts. 

 

3.  This form helps to ensure that alternatives to mitigate or offset unavoidable impacts to Tier II 

watersheds and streams are identified and properly implemented.  

 

4.  Mitigation and offsets are required before MDE can evaluate any social and economic 

justifications. 

 

Construction Stormwater Antidegradation Checklist - Version 1.1 :5 

 

1.  To complete the checklist, applicants are required to coordinate with the County or appropriate 

approval authority when developing construction plans and stormwater management plans. 

 

2.  Applicants are required to provide this form when seeking a NOI/DOI for coverage under the 

General Permit for Stormwater Associated with Construction.    

 

3. Applicants are required to submit a Tier II Letter of Completion before coverage under the 

General Permit for Stormwater Associated with Construction is granted. 

 

 

St Mary’s River 1 and McIntosh Run 2, which are located within the vicinity of the Project, 

have been designated as Tier II streams.  The Project is within the Catchment 

(watershed) of the segment. (See attached map).   

 

Currently, there is assimilative capacity in this watershed; therefore at this time, no detailed 

social and economic justification is needed.  

 
5
 https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tier-II-Forms/Antidegradation-Checklist.pdf 

https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/Water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tier-II-Forms/AntiDegradation%20Checklist%20V1.1.pdf
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Planners should be aware of legal obligations related to Tier II waters described in the Code of 

Maryland Regulations (COMAR) 26.08.02.04 with respect to current and future land use plans.  

Information on Tier II waters can be obtained online at: 

http://www.dsd.state.md.us/comar/comarhtml/26/26.08.02.04.htm 

and policy implementation procedures are located at 

http://www.dsd.state.md.us/comar/comarhtml/26/26.08.02.04-1.htm 

 

Planners should also note as described in the Code of Maryland Regulations (COMAR) 

26.08.02.04-1(C), "Compilation and Maintenance of the List of High Quality Waters", 

states that "When the water quality of a water body is better than that required by water 

quality standards to support the existing and designated uses, the Department shall list 

the water body as a Tier II water body. All readily available information may be 

considered to determine a listing. The Department shall compile and maintain a public 

list of the waters identified as Tier II waters."  

 

Additional Tier II resources are available on the Maryland’s High Quality Waters (Tier II) 

website: 

https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/water/tmdl/waterqualitystandards/pages/antidegrad

ation_policy.aspx.   

 

The public list is available in PDF from the following MDE website: 

http://mde.maryland.gov/programs/Water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tie

r_II_Updates/Antidegradation-Tier-II-Data-Table.pdf. 

 

The interactive Tier II webmap is located at the following website: 

(https://mdewin64.mde.state.md.us/WSA/TierIIWQ/index.html). 

 

Direct any questions regarding the Antidegradation Review to Angel Valdez via email at 

angel.valdez@maryland.gov, or by phone at 410-537-3606. 

 

 

http://www.dsd.state.md.us/comar/comarhtml/26/26.08.02.04.htm
http://www.dsd.state.md.us/comar/comarhtml/26/26.08.02.04-1.htm
https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/water/tmdl/waterqualitystandards/pages/antidegradation_policy.aspx
https://mde.maryland.gov/programs/water/tmdl/waterqualitystandards/pages/antidegradation_policy.aspx
http://mde.maryland.gov/programs/Water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tier_II_Updates/Antidegradation-Tier-II-Data-Table.pdf
http://mde.maryland.gov/programs/Water/TMDL/WaterQualityStandards/Documents/Tier_II_Updates/Antidegradation-Tier-II-Data-Table.pdf
https://mdewin64.mde.state.md.us/WSA/TierIIWQ/index.html
about:blank
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Mary Ashburn Pearson

From: Mary Ashburn Pearson

Sent: Tuesday, October 3, 2023 3:34 PM

To: Angel Valdez -MDE-

Cc: myra.barnes@maryland.gov; jessica.andritz@stmaryscountymd.gov

Subject: RE: Review and Recommendation of Clearinghouse Project: MD20230824-0730

Angel, 

 

Nothing needed from you, we are simply closing the loop on that comment. 

 

Thanks to you all! 

 

Mary Ashburn 
 

Mary  Ashburn Pearson,  A ICP 

Pro ject  Manager 

DELTA A IRPORT  CONSULTANTS,  INC. 

P .  804.955.4556 | WWW.DELTAAIRPORT .COM 

 

 

 

From: Angel Valdez -MDE- <angel.valdez@maryland.gov>  

Sent: Tuesday, October 3, 2023 3:32 PM 

To: Mary Ashburn Pearson <mapearson@deltaairport.com> 

Cc: myra.barnes@maryland.gov; jessica.andritz@stmaryscountymd.gov 

Subject: Re: Review and Recommendation of Clearinghouse Project: MD20230824-0730 

 

Mary, 
 
Did you need me to provide something, or do you still have your copies of the forms and Tier II Report? 
 
Angel 
 

On Tue, Oct 3, 2023 at 3:07 PM Mary Ashburn Pearson <mapearson@deltaairport.com> wrote: 

Thank you Myra! It appears that MDE is asking for a Tier II form and justification.  We actually prepared this previously 

for this project- see attached.  The trash removal does not change the footprint or final condition of the overall project. 

  

Mary Ashburn 

  

Mary Ashburn Pearson,  A ICP  

Pro ject  Manager  

DELTA A IRPORT  CONSULTANTS,  INC.  

P.  804.955.4556 | WWW.DELTAAIRPORT .COM  
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From: myra.barnes@maryland.gov <myra.barnes@maryland.gov>  

Sent: Tuesday, October 3, 2023 2:28 PM 

To: Mary Ashburn Pearson <mapearson@deltaairport.com> 

Cc: myra.barnes@maryland.gov; jessica.andritz@stmaryscountymd.gov 

Subject: Review and Recommendation of Clearinghouse Project: MD20230824-0730 

  

Hello Ms. Mary Ashburn Pearson, 

 

The following link below includes the State Clearinghouse Review and Recommendation letter for your project, Draft 

Environmental Assessment (EA) FONSI: St. Mary’s County Regional Airport . 

 

Click this link to view the letter, https://apps.planning.maryland.gov/EMIRC_Files/MD20230824-0730.zip . This is a 34 

MB file.  

 

Thank you. 

 

 

Myra Barnes, Lead Clearinghouse Coordinator 

myra.barnes@maryland.gov 

 

 

Please take our customer service survey.  

 

 

 

--  

 

 

 

 

 

Angel D. Valdez 
Antidegradation Implementation Coordinator 
Water and Science Administration 
Maryland Department of the Environment 
1800 Washington Blvd, Suite 540 
Baltimore, MD 21230-1718 

Phone: 410-537-3606 

Fax: 410-537-3998 
angel.valdez@maryland.gov 
Website | Facebook | Twitter  

 
Click here to complete a three question customer experience survey. 

 

 

Click here to complete a three question customer experience survey. 



 
January 5, 2021 

 
RE:  Saint Mary’s Regional Airport 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
This letter shall serve as documentation that the Applicant has adequately addressed avoidance and 
minimization alternatives analysis, including an acceptable social and economic justification for unavoidable 
impacts to Tier II resources, as required by Code of Maryland Regulations (COMAR) 26.08.02.04-1, and 
therefore has satisfied the Antidegradation Tier II Review.   
 
Summary of Tier II Review 
 
This development project will impact Tier II watersheds of McIntosh River 2, and Saint Marys River 1, the 
latter of which has no remaining assimilative capacity.   
 
Avoidance analysis:  This project is exempt from the no-discharge alternatives analysis as it is located within 
a State identified Priority Funding Area (PFA).  It is also an upgrade of the existing airport, so relocating the 
project in another location is not feasible. 
 
Minimization Analysis:  On-site, in-kind mitigation was not considered as reforestation would represent a 
safety hazard to airport operations.  As the Applicant is Saint Mary’s County, the in-kind mitigation analysis 
property search was limited to those owned by the county or state.  While the Applicant identified over 200 
potential properties, they were unable to identify any feasible properties for in-kind mitigation due to cost, 
and limitations on property size within either Saint Marys River 1 and McIntosh River 2.  The Maryland 
Department of Natural Resources determined that state-owned land could not be used for project 
mitigation.  The Applicant also considered reduction of forest clearing along with removing the tops of 
remaining trees.  These additional alternatives were not feasible for funding through the either the Federal 
Aviation Administration or the county.  Stormwater management practices include Environmental Site 
Design while maintaining operational safety.  
 
Social and Economic Justification (SEJ):  The Applicant provided an acceptable SEJ on November 20, 2020.  
Primary justification includes the following: 

 The project is located within a State Priority Funding Area.  While the Tier II review seeks to mitigate 
changes in the affected Tier II watersheds,  this mitigation should not impact state designated 
planned growth and development areas. 

 The project will improve safety conditions at the airport and surrounding areas. 
 The project will provide additional jobs and tax revenue for the county and state.  This includes 

during construction, as well as indirect jobs generated through events and businesses associated 
with the airport. 

 Additional social benefits include providing a transportation hub, gathering place for community 
events, and as a place to coordinate with emergency response agencies. 
 



 
 
 

 
Name 
Page 2 

 

The Applicant shall provide this cover letter, along with all other Tier II Review documentation (i.e. Tier II 
Report and SEJ) used by the Department to support the satisfactory determination for future State 
approvals, reviews, and permitting, where necessary.  There are no further Tier II comments.  Additional 
comments may be provided if there is a major modification to the project, as stipulated by COMAR 
26.08.02.04-1(F).   Applicants may still have to update the Antidegradation Review Checklist for each set of 
approved construction plans when applying for coverage or transfers under the General Construction 
Permit. 
 
Best regards, 
 
 
 
Angel Valdez 
 
Tier II Implementation Coordinator 
Environmental Assessment and Standards Program 
Water Management Administration, MDE 
 
 
 


