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Meeting Notes Attendees: Date/Time: April 11, 2007 9:00 AM - 2:00 PM 

  Project No.: 09228.01 

  

See sign-in sheet 

  
 Place: Rhode Island Department of 

Environmental Management, 
Providence, Rhode Island 

Notes Taken by: VHB/Barton & Gingold 

T.F. Green Airport Improvement Program Environmental Impact Statement 
Summary of Inter-Agency/Tribal Coordination Group Meeting 

April 11, 2007 9:00 AM - 2:00 PM 
 
Meeting Purpose: 

 To present summary of findings for Group 2 and 3 Environmental Consequences Sections. 
 To receive and discuss Coordination Group members’ technical input on the Group 2 and 3 

Environmental Consequences Sections. 
 To receive preliminary suggestions on potential minimization and mitigation measures. 

   
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) held a Coordination Group Meeting on April 11, 2007 at 
the Rhode Island Department of Environmental Management in Providence, Rhode Island. 
Invitations to the meeting were sent to the Coordination Group on February 23, 2006 (See below for 
members of the Coordination Group). On March 9, 2007 and March 20, 2007, the Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) Team mailed the updated Alternatives Analysis Chapter and the draft 
Group 2 and Group 3 Environmental Consequences Sections to the Coordination Group. These 
Environmental Consequences Sections include: water quality, hazardous materials, noise, air quality, 
land use, socioeconomic impacts, environmental justice, historic resources, and public parks. 
 
Coordination Group Members that attended the meeting are in bold below. 
 

 Narragansett Indian Tribe   U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

 Rhode Island Coastal 
Resources Management 
Council 

 U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency 

 Federal Highway 
Administration 

 Rhode Island Office of the 
Governor 

 U.S. Department of 
Housing and Urban 
Development 

 Rhode Island Department 
of Environmental 
Management 

 Rhode Island Historical 
Preservation and Heritage 
Commission 

 U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers 

 Rhode Island Department 
of Transportation 

 Rhode Island Department of 
Health 

 Federal Transit 
Administration 

 Rhode Island Statewide 
Planning 

 Rhode Island Rivers Council 

 
John Silva, FAA Environmental Program Manager, welcomed the group. 
 
Susanna Liller, Meeting Facilitator from Barton and Gingold, provided an introduction to the group 
and reviewed the agenda for the meeting. 
 
Carol Lurie, Project Manager from Vanasse Hangen Brustlin presented an overview of the No-Action 
Alternative and the five IP Options. Ms. Lurie presented the land use impacts of the alternatives 
regarding acquisition and compatibility with noise. 

T.F. Green Airport Improvement Program 
Environmental Impact Statement 
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T.F. Green Airport Improvement Program 
Environmental Impact Statement 

 
Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Land Use 
Question Response 
What land uses are allowed in the runway 
protection zones (RPZs)? Are they cleared 
and fenced? (EPA) 

The RPZs would be cleared of all houses, most other 
buildings, and non-compatible land uses. Compatible land 
uses would include parking lots. RPZs are not typically 
fenced. 

Were multi-family houses considered in the 
analysis? (USACE) 

Yes, the analysis evaluates all types of residential units that 
would be impacted, and accounted for them separately.  

It would be helpful if the summary impacts 
tables clarified if impacts are listed in 
parcels or units. (EPA) 

This will be added. 

Have parcels that would be acquired been 
assessed archaeologically? (RIHPHC) 

No, this will happen for the Preferred Alternative. 

It would be helpful to have graphics that 
show all of the acquisitions for each 
IP Option on one graphic instead of having 
impacts shown by runway end. (RISP) 

These graphics will be created and included in the Draft 
EIS. They will also be available at the public meeting in the 
form of boards.  

 
Carol Lurie and Mary Ellen Eagan (Harris Miller Miller and Hanson) presented on the results of the 
noise study. 
 
Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Noise 
Question Response 
Have historic properties been considered in 
regards to sensitivity to noise? 

Yes. 

Which contours are which on the noise 
graphics? (USACE and RISP) 

The DNL 60 dB, 65 dB, 70 dB, and 75 dB contours were 
pointed out. 

Are residential areas experiencing 
significant noise now or under the 
No-Action Alternative? (EPA) 

Yes, under the No-Action Alternative, 3,362 people 
(1,342 residential units) would be exposed to significant 
noise in 2012? 

Under the No-Action Alternative, would 
there be a noise mitigation program? (EPA) 

Possibly.  RIAC could update the Part 150 Noise Exposure 
Maps used to determine eligibility and proceed on a 
voluntary basis. This would be determined separate from 
the EIS process. 

Are there people affected by significant 
noise now that are eligible for mitigation? 
(EPA) 

There are 270 residential units in the current Part 150 
voluntary acquisition program and more that were 
included in the sound insulation program. The current 
program depends on FAA funding and the capability to 
schedule and complete the acquisition and demolition. A 
new Part 150 study and noise exposure map would 
indicate if additional homes would be eligible, but this is 
not currently under consideration.  
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T.F. Green Airport Improvement Program 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Noise (continued) 
Question Response 
Does the EIS take into account properties in 
the current acquisition and sound insulation 
program? (RISP) 

Yes, the data and figures used in the noise study include all 
the homes within the DNL 65dB – 70 dB contours that are 
currently eligible for sound insulation and the homes 
within the DNL 70 dB and higher that are currently eligible 
for acquisition. 

Is it fair to say that most of the frustration 
about noise is due to the slow rate of the 
Part 150 Voluntary Land Acquisition 
program? 

Yes.  The current program depends on the capability to 
schedule and complete the acquisition and demolition. 
Often there is more work to be done than can be 
accomplished in any given period. 

Why isn’t the No-Action included in the 
noise mitigation table? (RISP) 

The EIS does not mitigate for the impacts associated with 
the No-Action Alternative. 

Are the homes included in the current Part 
150 Program included in the acquisition 
numbers? (HUD) 

No, the EIS assumes that the Part 150 Voluntary 
Acquisition Program would be completed by the start of 
the Improvement Program construction.  These homes 
have not been double counted. 

Were all of the sensitive receptors within the 
DNL 60 dB contours evaluated? There may 
be a new church incorporating in Pawtuxet 
Village.  (RIHPHC) 

The analysis relied on the RIGIS layers to map the sensitive 
receptors. The project team will reevaluate the sensitive 
receptors layer to confirm that it is comprehensive. 

It would be helpful to see the DNL 60 dB 
contour on all of the noise graphics. (RISP) 

The DNL 60 dB contour will be added to the noise 
graphics. 

The noise contours seem very narrow. What 
is the atmospheric affect? Why aren’t they 
wider? It would be helpful to see the 
contours imposed on the flight tracks. 
(RICRMC) 

The arrivals follow the runway centerline making the 
contours narrower. Departures often turn making contours 
wider on those ends. Temperatures affect departures, not 
arrivals. Jets are not very sensitive to winds. They mostly 
experience headwinds on takeoff as the runway use is 
dependent on wind direction. The annual noise contours 
are modeled based on actual flight tracks flown in the 2004 
base year for analysis. A new graphic will be created that 
combines flight tracks with noise contours and will be 
included in the DEIS.  

Are the noise impacted parcels (located in 
areas subject to DNL 70 dB and above) 
outlined in yellow on the graphics eligible 
for insulation or acquisition? (USACE) 

They would be eligible for acquisition following the 
guidelines set forth in the Part 150 program. FAA 
regulations encourage the Airport to use the properties 
acquired for noise mitigation for compatible land uses such 
as parking or industrial uses. The land would be rezoned 
for compatible land uses. 

Are houses outside of the acquisition area 
more affected by noise once acquired 
buildings have been demolished due to the 
sound traveling through vacant lots? 

No, because the majority of the noise is associated with 
aircraft overflights which comes from overhead. 

Evaluating supplemental metrics is a 
helpful analysis and mitigation may be 
considered based on the supplemental 
metrics. (EPA) 

Yes, the supplemental metrics add an important dimension 
to the noise study.  However, DNL is still the FAA’s 
defined appropriate measure for compatible land uses 
based on FAA surveys. Additional text will be provided on 
the supplemental metrics included in the DEIS study. 
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T.F. Green Airport Improvement Program 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Carol Lurie presented the results of the socioeconomic impacts studies. 
 
Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Socioeconomic 

Impacts 
Question Response 
Are the employment figures used just 
construction jobs? 

No, these numbers do not include construction jobs, only 
non-construction jobs. 

Would there the creation of new affordable 
housing be considered? (RISP) 

The project could involve relocation and creation of new 
affordable housing. 

Does the EIS look at subsidized housing? 
(RISP) 

Yes, two IP Options would impact 18 units of federally-
subsidized housing and the EIS team understands that 
there is a critical demand for this type of housing. 

The Department of Housing and Urban 
Development will provide to the team 
additional information on housing 
affordability, housing stock, and federally 
subsidized housing 

This information will be used to augment the 
socioeconomic impacts section.  

If 40% of the housing units in the affected 
area are occupied by low-income families; 
does this mean that there is an 
Environmental Justice concern? 

The environmental justice analysis uses U.S. Census 
Bureau data to identify low-income populations. The 
analysis determined that the impact to low-income 
households would not be disproportionate because 
percentage of low-income households that would be 
impacted compared to non-low-income households that 
would be impacted is lower than the regional threshold for 
low-income. 

 
 
Mike Kenney (KB Environmental Sciences) presented on the results of the air quality studies. 
 
Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Air Quality 
Question Response 
The PM2.5 NAAQ was recently changed to 
35 (24-hour). The threshold has been 
lowered from 65. (RIDEM) 

This change will be incorporated into the analysis. The 
background levels used in the EIS analysis are the highest 
levels in the Study Area (near the terminal building).  This 
was done as a conservative approach.  Maximum 
concentrations for all receptors are shown.  Site 21G shows 
the area with the most sources.  If the runway is moved 
south, the concentrations would decrease to 17G, 15G, and 
12G for that site.   
The PM2.5 levels indicate regional/area trends more than 
airport specifics. 

The analysis of the Hazardous Air 
Pollutants (HAPs) is incomplete because it 
only includes an inventory and does not 
include a dispersion analysis. .  How it 
affects people is the other half. The State of 
Rhode Island has standards for HAPs.   
Dispersion analyses have been done for 
VOCs, many HAPs are VOCs. (RIDEM) 

FAA is working to determine how HAPs analysis can be 
included in environmental studies, but has not identified a 
test that the Agency finds accurate. EPA does not have 
standards for HAPs. The FAA will not set precedent for 
including HAPs in this EIS. EIS’s are not responsible for 
groundbreaking science.  Nothing like the RIDEM study 
has ever been done. The FAA continues to work on 
methodologies and now has lots of data to use to create a 
consensus in the future. 
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T.F. Green Airport Improvement Program 
Environmental Impact Statement 

 
Lisa Standley (VHB) presented on the results of the cultural resources studies. 
 
Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Cultural Resources 
Question Response 
Requested information on how the area of 
impact for cultural resources was 
determined. Requested noise analysis, 
Phase 1(c) archaeological report, and Phase 
2 architectural report. (RIHPHC) 

This information is provided in the DEIS Historic chapter 
and in the forthcoming Phase 1(c) analysis. 

Relocation of potentially eligible buildings 
may be considered. Adaptive reuse could 
also be considered. Section 106 follows a 
good model. (RIHPHC) 

This will be taken into account in consideration of 
mitigation and minimization efforts 
 

Cemeteries follow different guidelines and 
fall under the City’s jurisdiction. (RIHPHC) 

The text will be checked to make sure this is clear. 

Will the EIS make a determination of 
eligibility? (RIHPHC) 

The determination of eligibility is generally made under 
the EIS. 

Have the Narragansett Indian Tribe 
provided input or comments? (USACE) 

The Tribe has not provided comments, but did observe the 
fieldwork for the archaeological survey. The Tribe has been 
sent all pertinent information. 

 
Lisa Standley (VHB) presented on the results of the public parks and recreation areas studies. 
 
Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Public Parks and 

Recreation Areas 
Question Response 
Was the DNL 65 dB contour used for this 
study? (RIHPHC) 

Yes. DNL 65dB is compatible for recreational land use. 
Certain recreational areas, such as outdoor sports arenas, 
parks, and camps have a land use compatibility threshold 
of DNL 75 dB, whereas outdoor music shells and 
amphitheatres have a land use compatibility threshold of 
DNL 70 dB. The Winslow Park ball fields are currently in 
the Runway 5 end RPZ. The ball fields not a 4(f) property 
because they are owned by the Airport and leased to the 
City of Warwick. The City is seeking a new location for the 
ball fields. The EIS assumes that they will be relocated as 
part of the No-Action Alternative. 

 
Lisa Standley (VHB) presented on the results of the environmental justice studies. 
 
Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Environmental 

Justice 
Question Response 
Does the minority and Hispanic census 
block in Cranston factor into the analysis? 
(RISP) 

No. This area would not be impacted by significant impacts 
so the population in this census block is not included in the 
analysis. 
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T.F. Green Airport Improvement Program 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Lisa Standley (VHB) presented on the results of the hazardous materials and solid waste studies. 
 
Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Hazardous Materials 

and Solid Waste 
Question Response 
Will the EIS determine the limits of the 
Truk-Away landfill? (EPA) 

No. The Department of Administration (DOA) is 
responsible for the cleanup and is working to determine 
the limits of the landfill. RIDEM is working with the DOA 
on the cleanup. Due diligence audits would be conducted 
for all properties prior to acquisition. 

 
Lisa Standley (VHB) presented on the results of the water quality studies. 
 
Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Water Quality 
Question Response 
Are there any sole source aquifers under the 
Airport? (FTA) 

No. 

It seems that most of the options could 
affect the Truk-Away Landfill.  What 
watersheds, drainage areas, and outfalls 
would be affected if the project involves 
work in the landfill? Would a reduction in 
wetlands increase pollutants in neighboring 
wetlands and waterways? (EPA) 

The grading that would have potential to impact the 
landfill would be south of the Runway 34 end and would 
impact Tributary A and possible Buckeye Brook. The 
project would not rely on wetlands to treat pollutants. 
Once a preferred alternative is selected, the potential for 
leaching would be determined.  Remedial action would be 
taken for any discharges. 

Is RIAC monitoring the landfill now? The landfill is under the jurisdiction of the DOA. The EIS 
team is not aware of any ongoing monitoring efforts.  
 

Do current operations at the Airport meet 
state stormwater design standards? 
(USACE) 

The Airport conforms to applicable design standards. 
 

Are detention basins within wetlands 
considered? (USACE) 

Detention basins would be considered if they can be 
designed in a way that would not attract waterfowl. 
Options for detention basins include subsurface infiltration 
and gravel systems. The FAA Circular states that 48 hour 
detention ponds can be designed on airports. 

RIDEM provided an overview of the 
RIPDES process. FAA needs to look at 
cumulative impacts where new construction 
is concerned. Show us that you can move 
forward with our requirements without first 
waiting for the appeal process. (RIDEM) 

All NEPA and RIPDES standards will be met in the final 
design of the Preferred Alternative. 

The Improvement Program may prohibit 
future compliance with stormwater BMPs. 
The EIS needs to demonstrate the BMPs can 
be met. (RIDEM) 

All IP Options will be incompliance with state and federal 
requirements. 

Does the No-Action Alternative include 
construction? (USACE) 

Yes. The connection of taxiway S to M, the Warwick 
Intermodal Station, and the Aircraft maintenance Facility 
(currently under construction) connection and other 
projects. 
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T.F. Green Airport Improvement Program 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Water Quality 
(continued) 

Question Response 
There are receiving waters on the State’s 
impaired waters list (303 list) including 
Warwick Pond, Tuscatucket Brook, and 
Callahan Brook. Currently, this is not 
adequately addressed in the EIS. (RIDEM) 

The EIS will review RIDEM’s comments and address 
accordingly. 

Will the outfalls include treatment measures 
to meet BMPs? Brushneck Cove is currently 
closed to shell fishing. (RICRMC) 

Yes, BMPs will be included for the design of the preferred 
alternative. Currently, some outfalls follow BMPs and 
some use catch basins. 

The EIS considered glycol use for the 2004-
2006 period. Why not earlier, too? Is there 
more information on the glycol use? 
(RICRMC) 

The affected environment chapter covers the glycol use and 
assumptions in greater detail. The 2004-2006 period was 
used because new collection usage measures began in 2004 
and earlier data would not be representative. There is also 
better inventory tracking beginning in 2004. 

The amount of glycol reported in the EIS is 
higher than expected, but the EIS predicts a 
relative increase, so this may be 
appropriate. The fluctuations are huge 
depending on the weather the way it has 
been presented. It does not seem relevant. 
(RIDEM) 

Additional clarification will be provided in the DEIS. 

Practices to reduce or eliminate the amount 
of glycol discharged into Buckeye Brook 
should be used. Is the amount of glycol 
reported in the EIS 100 percent or is it 
diluted? (RICRMC/RIDEM) 

A 50/50 mixture of glycol is used at the Airport. The EIS 
team will check the numbers reported in the EIS to 
determine if it lists 100 percent glycol or a diluted glycol 
mixture. The EIS compares the No-Action to the build 
alternatives and is based on departures. 

The EIS needs greater documentation of the 
assumptions used to calculate future glycol 
use at the Airport. (RICRMC) 

RIAC offered to meet and review the glycol use data. 

Is the Airport considering a deicing 
recovery facility? (RICRMC) 

RIAC is currently in discussion with RIDEM regarding 
such a facility. 

Will more glycol be used with the build 
alternative to accommodate larger aircraft? 

No. There would not be larger aircraft at the Airport as a 
result of the Program. The same aircraft that are in the fleet 
today are assumed to be in service in the future, . 

There could be significant impacts to the 
beginnings of waterways from deicing 
fluids and additives. A subwatershed 
approach should be used to assess these 
impacts rather than looking at the 
watershed impacts as a whole, which would 
look at relatively diluted discharges 
downstream. (RIDEM) 

The impacts of deicing associated with the proposed 
program, is taken into account in the DEIS. 
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T.F. Green Airport Improvement Program 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Water Quality 
(continued) 

Question Response 
The State is rewriting 300.6 in the coastal 
program, which will have significant 
changes in state stormwater management. 
The changes include smart development for 
a cleaner bay, non-structural and low-
impact principles, and more infiltration. 
(RICRMC) 

The consistency of the proposed Options will be evaluated 
in terms of 300.6 when it is in place. 

When will mitigation be considered? A detailed mitigation plan will be developed for the 
preferred alternative. 

 
Ms. Lurie notified the Coordination Group of the next steps and upcoming meetings. 
 
Environmental Consequences 
04/18/2007 – Comments on Groups 2 and 3 Environmental Consequences Sections due 
04/26/2007 – Range of Alternatives consensus forms due 
05/24/2007 – Coordination Group Meeting on selecting the Preferred Alternative 
05/31/2007 – Public Meeting on Environmental Consequences 
 
Preferred Alternative and Mitigation 
Agency and Public Meetings (Summer 2007) 
 
DEIS Filing and Public Hearings 
Goal - Fall 2007 
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T.F. Green Airport Improvement Program 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Questions/Input Received from the Coordination Group on Process 
Question Response 
Concerned about the range of alternatives. 
Should include additional runway lengths. 
(EPA) 

Other runway lengths may be considered. This will be 
determined based on environmental impacts, 
constructability and feasibility. The EIS team is looking at 
costs and phasing. The impacts and costs of the alternatives 
are high. 

Will the conclusion about considering 
shorter runway lengths be discussed at the 
next agency meeting? (EPA) 

Possibly. The FAA is looking to reduce impacts. 

Will the next meeting consider a preferred 
alternative? (RICRMC, RIDEM) 

The preferred alternative will not be determined by the 
next meeting. The FAA will look to the Coordination 
Group for its input on the selection of the preferred 
alternative, but ultimately the decision will be made by the 
FAA in conjunction with RIAC. The next meeting will 
present possible additional alternatives. The FAA asked the 
agencies to consider the compromises that would need to 
be made and how to get to the “what we can live with” 
point. Reviewing the impacts by the different resource 
areas each point to different Options. 

Could the compromise include the airlines 
taking penalties? (EPA) 

Yes. 

What is happening with the affected 
environment comments? (RIDEM) 

They will be incorporated into the revised affected 
environment chapter and published with the revised 
environmental consequences chapter. 

 


