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From: Amy Preston
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public comment on runway protection zone plan for Mercer airport
Date: Monday, December 10, 2018 8:38:33 AM

Amy Preston
1522 Stapler drive
Yardley PA
Amy.preston5656@gmail.com

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental
Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for
Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the
TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was
presented with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the
airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of
trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its
ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer
Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement
(EIA) that would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to
break airport build-out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale
expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected
by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted
communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport.
We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the
law. We do not wish the shut down the airport.1522

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years under the radar
screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS
NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative
effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years
PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master Plan. The Cumulative EISshould:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over
the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and
PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution;
vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware
River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in
Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this
expansion (the current Master Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA
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TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-
Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital
Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because the airport
was no longer going to expand the terminal. “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed
that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the
terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA
immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.

Sincerely,
Amy preston
Sent from my iPad
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From: Andrea Conti
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 2:06:21 PM

Andrea Conti
10 Houston Rd
Yardley, PA 19067
12/09/2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

Stop doing what you want to do and do what is right.  Your tactics including splitting up changes to the
airport and putting bogus email addresses for comment are not in keeping with a proper democratic
process.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental Assessment for the
Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN
expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with the
perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be
removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would impact the overall
operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and
frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), to
avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the entire
project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into many separate
projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall
destruction of communities affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from
neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the
airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law.
We do not wish the shut down the airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar screen”, so as
to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master Plan.  The
Cumulative EIS should:

- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+
years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; vibration
damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values
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- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River, the
Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing) who are
losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current
Master Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of Decision
(FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and
Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn
because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.  “The analyses of Build Alternative 2
revealed that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded
to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA immediately of
TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.

Sincerely,
Andrea Conti
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Draft EA Assessment for RPZ and Obstruction Mitigation Trenton Mercer Airport 

Comments re: Biological Resources 

Clearing of trees:  

Massive loss of 31 acres of trees and loss of habitat for wildlife (impact) 

EA mitigation :  re: removal leaving low growing vegetation. 

This  EA mitigation is extreme and a more ecological approach should be taken. 
Based on the information listed below from Appendix K, many of the trees are 
growing on soil that contains rock. The forest self-modifies due to the nature of 
vegetation growing on the bedrock soil. Most trees die off before reaching 
significant size. Only trees exceeding the height requirement should be removed 
on a case by case basis rather than clear cutting an entire forested area. 

Appendix-K-USDA-Custom-Soil-Resource-Report page 7 states 

If intensive use of small areas is planned, onsite investigation is needed to define and 
locate the soils and miscellaneous areas. Soil scientists make many field observations 
in the process of producing a soil map. The frequency of observation is dependent upon 
several factors, including scale of mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units, 
complexity of the landscape, and experience of the soil scientist. Observations are 
made to test and refine the soil-landscape model and predictions and to verify the 
classification of the soils at specific locations. Once the soil-landscape model is refined, 
a significantly smaller number of measurements of individual soil properties are made 
and recorded. These measurements may include field measurements, such as those for 
color, depth to bedrock, and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for 
content of sand, silt, clay, salt, and other components. Properties of each soil typically 
vary from one point to another across the landscape. Observations for map unit 
components are aggregated to develop ranges of characteristics for the components. 
The aggregated values are presented. Direct measurements do not exist for every 
property presented for every map unit component. Values for some properties are 
estimated from combinations of other properties. 

The Soil Map located on Page 10 K11 has a Legend/Map Information on Page 11 
K10as follows:  

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)  
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Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator projection, which 
preserves direction and shape but distorts distance and area. A projection that 
preserves area, such as the Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.  

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as of the version date(s) 
listed below.  

Soil Survey Area: Mercer County, New Jersey Survey Area Data: Version 12, Sep 28, 
2016  

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 1:50,000 or larger.  

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Mar 26, 2011—Jul 5, 2014  

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were compiled and digitized 
probably differs from the background imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, 
some minor shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.  

Page 9 states: 

Within the map there is UdbB Udorthents, (bedrock substratum, 0 to 8 percent slopes) 

The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of soil 
map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols displayed 
on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to produce the map, 
and a description of each soil map unit.  

UdbB Udorthents, bedrock substratum, 0 to 8 percent slopes consists of 517.2acres 
within the area of interest. That is 24.8%of the area of interest. 

 

Runway Protection Zone 

Socioeconomic : Fee simple acquisition/ relocation of 6 residences, Fee 
acquisition of state parcel Avigation easements (impact) 

Mitigation measures: Property acquisition, voluntary program with propert owners, 
replacement planting. 

The RPZ trapezoid on Runway 6 is larger than the RPZ trapezoids on the three other 
runways. It should be the same size as the trapezoids on the other runways. The
regulations of the State of NJ as set forth in the NJ Administrative Code define the 
measurements for the runway trapezoids. Under the NJ Statues the Administrative 
Code sets the guidelines for Air Safety and Zoning in NJ. 
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NJAC 16:62 AIR SAFETY AND ZONING Expires on August 14, 2024. SUBCHAPTER 
1. AIR SAFETY AND ZONING Appendix A defines the runway zones. Figures 1 through 
7 define the runway zones. Utilizing the established NJ Administrative Code removes 
the residences from the RPZ. The residences under these standards are not 
noncompliant elements in the RPZ. 

There are many other comments I want to make but am unable to comment within the 
tight timeframe provided. I know that the FAA establishes a minimum standard 
timeframe for responses, but I do not believe that an extension would be unreasonable. 
Formal presentation of the draft EA was not made until November 27, 2018 wiwth a 
deadline of December 10, 2018 4:30. After many requests for extension I was informed 
at on December 6, 2018 Mercer County Freeholders meeting that the FAA refused to 
extension timeframe for comments. 

I have not been afforded adequate time to review 4 voluminous books 
documents. 

Due to the time of 4:20 pm., I hereby submit the limited comment sI am able to 
provide. 

Hardcopy will be mailed. The version contained herein is being sent to Gayle 
McKee C&S Companies in pdf format 

Repectfully submitted, 

Anne Chmielewski 

49 Sunset Avenue  

Ewing, NJ 08628 

Comment 12.4

P-70



P-71



 

Draft EA Assessment for RPZ and Obstruction Mitigation Trenton Mercer Airport 

Comments re: Biological Resources 

Clearing of trees:  

Massive loss of 31 acres of trees and loss of habitat for wildlife (impact) 

EA mitigation :  re: removal leaving low growing vegetation. 

This  EA mitigation is extreme and a more ecological approach should be taken. 
Based on the information listed below from Appendix K, many of the trees are 
growing on soil that contains rock. The forest self-modifies due to the nature of 
vegetation growing on the bedrock soil. Most trees die off before reaching 
significant size. Only trees exceeding the height requirement should be removed 
on a case by case basis rather than clear cutting an entire forested area. 

Appendix-K-USDA-Custom-Soil-Resource-Report page 7 states 

If intensive use of small areas is planned, onsite investigation is needed to define and 
locate the soils and miscellaneous areas. Soil scientists make many field observations 
in the process of producing a soil map. The frequency of observation is dependent upon 
several factors, including scale of mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units, 
complexity of the landscape, and experience of the soil scientist. Observations are 
made to test and refine the soil-landscape model and predictions and to verify the 
classification of the soils at specific locations. Once the soil-landscape model is refined, 
a significantly smaller number of measurements of individual soil properties are made 
and recorded. These measurements may include field measurements, such as those for 
color, depth to bedrock, and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for 
content of sand, silt, clay, salt, and other components. Properties of each soil typically 
vary from one point to another across the landscape. Observations for map unit 
components are aggregated to develop ranges of characteristics for the components. 
The aggregated values are presented. Direct measurements do not exist for every 
property presented for every map unit component. Values for some properties are 
estimated from combinations of other properties. 

The Soil Map located on Page 10 K11 has a Legend/Map Information on Page 11 
K10as follows:  

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)  
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Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator projection, which 
preserves direction and shape but distorts distance and area. A projection that 
preserves area, such as the Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.  

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as of the version date(s) 
listed below.  

Soil Survey Area: Mercer County, New Jersey Survey Area Data: Version 12, Sep 28, 
2016  

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 1:50,000 or larger.  

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Mar 26, 2011—Jul 5, 2014  

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were compiled and digitized 
probably differs from the background imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, 
some minor shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.  

Page 9 states: 

Within the map there is UdbB Udorthents, (bedrock substratum, 0 to 8 percent slopes) 

The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of soil 
map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols displayed 
on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to produce the map, 
and a description of each soil map unit.  

UdbB Udorthents, bedrock substratum, 0 to 8 percent slopes consists of 517.2acres 
within the area of interest. That is 24.8%of the area of interest. 

 

Runway Protection Zone 

Socioeconomic : Fee simple acquisition/ relocation of 6 residences, Fee 
acquisition of state parcel Avigation easements (impact) 

Mitigation measures: Property acquisition, voluntary program with propert owners, 
replacement planting. 

The RPZ trapezoid on Runway 6 is larger than the RPZ trapezoids on the three other 
runways. It should be the same size as the trapezoids on the other runways. The
regulations of the State of NJ as set forth in the NJ Administrative Code define the 
measurements for the runway trapezoids. Under the NJ Statues the Administrative 
Code sets the guidelines for Air Safety and Zoning in NJ. 
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NJAC 16:62 AIR SAFETY AND ZONING Expires on August 14, 2024. SUBCHAPTER 
1. AIR SAFETY AND ZONING Appendix A defines the runway zones. Figures 1 through 
7 define the runway zones. Utilizing the established NJ Administrative Code removes 
the residences from the RPZ. The residences under these standards are not 
noncompliant elements in the RPZ. 

There are many other comments I want to make but am unable to comment within the 
tight timeframe provided. I know that the FAA establishes a minimum standard 
timeframe for responses, but I do not believe that an extension would be unreasonable. 
Formal presentation of the draft EA was not made until November 27, 2018 wiwth a 
deadline of December 10, 2018 4:30. After many requests for extension I was informed 
at on December 6, 2018 Mercer County Freeholders meeting that the FAA refused to 
extension timeframe for comments. 

I have not been afforded adequate time to review 4 voluminous books 
documents. 

Due to the time of 4:20 pm., I hereby submit the limited comment sI am able to 
provide. 

Hardcopy will be mailed. The version contained herein is being sent to Gayle 
McKee C&S Companies in pdf format 

Repectfully submitted, 

Anne Chmielewski 

49 Sunset Avenue  

Ewing, NJ 08628 
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From: Barbara Krivda
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Fwd: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting For EA for Runway Protection Zone and obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Saturday, December 8, 2018 5:02:54 PM

John and Barbara

8 Duffield Drive, Ewing, NJ
12/8/2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the
Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction
Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another
portion of the TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of
airport work and was presented with the perspective that impact would be local to
those residents living near the airport whose trees would be removed. There was
little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would impact the
overall operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the
number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton
Mercer Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental
Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN
and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into many separate projects
(whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic systematically presents
the overall destruction of communities affected by your unchecked expansion.
You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted communities to work with
them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport. We have asked
only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law.
We do not wish the shut down the airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under
the radar screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS).  WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that
measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current
Master Plan.  The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current
Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected
areas in NJ and PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities
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- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise
pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school
activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the
Delaware River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically-
disadvantaged in Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or
having trees cut down for this expansion (the current Master Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ &
PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS
be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the
Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the
Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn
because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal. “The analyses of
Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient]
noise impacts that would require the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates.
THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a
FULL EIA immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.

Sincerely,
John and Barbara Krivda

Sent from my iPad
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From: jcauley679@aol.com
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental Assessment for the Runway

Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 8:27:00 PM

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN
expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with the
perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be
removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would impact the overall
operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and
frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), to
avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the entire
project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into many separate
projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall
destruction of communities affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from
neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the
airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law.
We do not wish the shut down the airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar screen”, so as
to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has
done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master
Plan.  The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+
years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; vibration
damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River, the
Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing) who are
losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current Master
Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of
Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal
Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI
was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal. “The analyses of Build
Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would
require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the
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terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA immediately of
TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.

Sincerely,
Beth Cauley

1355 James Court
Yardley, PA 19067
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From: Clarke, Bill (SNY)
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: EMAIL SUBJECT: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and

Obstruction Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 8:31:57 PM

Bill Clarke
53 N. Delaware Avenue
Yardley, PA 19067

12/9/18

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental
Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for
Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the
TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was
presented with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the
airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of
trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its
ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer
Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement
(EIA) that would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to
break airport build-out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale
expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected
by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted
communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport.
We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the
law. We do not wish to shut down the airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar
screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS
NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative
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effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years
PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master Plan. The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over
the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and
PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution;
vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware
River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in
Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this
expansion (the current Master Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-
Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital
Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because the airport
was no longer going to expand the terminal. “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed
that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the
terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)
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I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA
immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.

Sincerely,
Bill Clarke

Sent from my iPhone
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Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental Assessment for the 
Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport 
  
On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN 
expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with the 
perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be 
removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would impact the overall 
operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes 
and frequency. 
 
This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), 
to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the eentire 
project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into many separate 
projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall 
destruction of communities affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from 
neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of 
the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the 
law. We do not wish the shut down the airport. 
  
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar screen”, so as 
to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  WWHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done 
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master 
Plan.  The Cumulative EIS should: 
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 
20+ years PPLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan. 
 
- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA 
     
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities 

Comment 11.1 Comment 11.2

Comment 11.3

P-82



      
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels 
      
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; vibration 
damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities 
    
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values 
   
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River, the 
Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands 
  
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing) who are 
losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current 
Master Plan) 
  
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA 
  
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done. 
. 
The FAA document titled ““ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of Decision 
(FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and 
Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because 
the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.    “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed 
that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. 
THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.) 
 
I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA immediately of TTN 
Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING. 
  
Sincerely, 
Bobby Hoechner 
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Bruce Hoechner  
1406 Silo Road  
Yardley, PA 19067 
 
December 10, 2018 
 
Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email. 
 
RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental Assessment for the 
Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport 
  
On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN 
expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with the 
perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be 
removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would impact the overall 
operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes 
and frequency. 
 
This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), 
to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the eentire 
project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into many separate 
projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall 
destruction of communities affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from 
neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of 
the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the 
law. We do not wish the shut down the airport. 
  
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar screen”, so as 
to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  WWHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done 
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master 
Plan.  The Cumulative EIS should: 
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- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 
20+ years PPLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan. 
 
- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA 
     
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities 
      
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels 
      
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; vibration 
damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities 
    
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values 
   
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River, the 
Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands 
  
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing) who are 
losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current 
Master Plan) 
  
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA 
  
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done. 
. 
The FAA document titled ““ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of Decision 
(FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and 
Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because 
the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.    “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed 
that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. 
THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.) 
 
I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA immediately of TTN 
Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING. 
  
Sincerely, 

Bruce Hoechner 
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From: Carol Townsend
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 8:51:20 AM

217 West Afton Avenue
Yardley, PA  19067

10 December 2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental
Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for
Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN
expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with the
perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be
removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would impact the overall
operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and
frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), to
avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the entire
project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into many separate
projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall
destruction of communities affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from
neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the
airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law. We
do not wish the shut down the airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar screen”, so as to
avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that
TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the
current Master Plan.  The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+
years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; vibration
damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River, the
Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing) who are
losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current Master
Plan)

Comment 11.1

Comment 11.2

Comment 11.3

P-86



- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of
Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for  the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal
Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states
that the FONSI was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.  “The
analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely cause
[sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING
PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA immediately of
TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.

Sincerely,

Carol Townsend
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143 North Main Street
Yardley, PA 19067

Date: 10.8.2018

Please confirm that you have received
my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the
11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the
Environmental Assessment for the
Runway Protection Zone and
Obstruction Mitigation Project for
Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was
a separate meeting held to discuss another
portion of the TTN expansion. This meeting
covered an entirely different area of airport
work and was presented with the
perspective that impact would be local to
those residents living near the airport
whose trees would be removed. There was
little attempt to connect that removal of
trees and how that would impact the overall
operation of the airport with the respect of
its ability to increase the number of flights,
lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant
attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton
Mercer Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting
a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact
Statement (EIA) that would require
the entire project be reviewed. TTN and
its consultants continue to break airport
build-out into many separate projects
(whose whole, equals large-scale
expansion). The tactic systematically
presents the overall destruction of
communities affected by your unchecked
expansion.  You have ignored pleas from
neighboring impacted communities to work
with them to find ways to mitigate the
negative impacts of the airport. We have
asked only that you be a responsible
neighbor and operate within the spirit of
the law. We do not wish the shut down the
airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the
airport for well over 20+ years “under the
radar screen”, so as to avoid conducting an
Environmental Impact Statement

From: Cheryl Laser
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 3:41:52 PM
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(EIS). WHAT IS NEEDED is an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
that measures the cumulative effects of
(a) the improvements that TTN has done
incrementally over the past 20+ years
PLUS (b) the improvements in the
current Master Plan. The Cumulative
EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the
improvements that TTN has done
incrementally over the past 20+
years PLUS the improvements in the
current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the
airport and includes all other affected areas
in NJ and PA

- Consider changes to the character and
reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our
community due to air, water, land and
noise pollution; vibration damage;
disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to
school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax
base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental
impact on our ecosystems including the
Delaware River, the Pennsylvania &
Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents
(mostly the economically- disadvantaged in
Ewing) who are losing homes being
purchased by the airport or having trees cut
down for this expansion (the current Master
Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic
landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation
of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) should
require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER
WITHDRAWING Finding of No
Significant Impact/Record of Decision
(FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006
for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN)
Terminal Replacement and Other
Projects in the Capital Improvement
Program” clearly states that the FONSI
was withdrawn because the airport was no
longer going to expand the terminal. “The
analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed
that [that] alternative would likely cause
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[sufficient] noise impacts that would
require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal
was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s
BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved
DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a
FULL EIA immediately of TTN Expansion
project. DO THE RIGHT THING.

Sincerely,

Cheryl and Norm Bubenheimer

Sent from my iPhone
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Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental
Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for
Trenton Mercer Airport

separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the
TTN expansion.

entire project

WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures
the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally
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over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master
Plan.

PLUS

“ORDERWITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton
Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital
Improvement Program” clearly states that

“The analyses of Build Alternative
2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that
would require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”(
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From: O"Brien, Dan
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Cc: Wuenschel, Rosemary; suherman54@gmail.com
Subject: Public Comment for Trenton-Mercer County Airport
Date: Monday, December 10, 2018 12:35:43 PM
Attachments: TTN Airport.pdf

Ms. McKee,
     I am contacting you on behalf of Senator-elect Steve Santarsiero from PA District 10. I have
attached a letter that Senator-elect Santarsiero would like to formally submit for the public
comment period for the Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and
Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton-Mercer Airport. Thank you for considering the
request.

Dan O'Brien
Director of Local Government Relations
Sen.-Elect Steve Santarsiero
dan.obrien@pasenate.com

This message and any attachment may contain privileged or confidential information intended
solely for the use of the person to whom it is addressed. If the reader is not the intended
recipient then be advised that forwarding, communicating, disseminating, copying or using
this message or its attachments is strictly prohibited. If you receive this message in error,
please notify the sender immediately and delete the information without saving any copies.
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From: dd.sokol@verizon.net
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 7:32:22 PM

1407 Silo Rd

Yardley, PA 19067

9 December 2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the
Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction
Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport
 
On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another
portion of the TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area
of airport work and was presented with the perspective that impact would be
local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be removed.
There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would
impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to
increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at
Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive
Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the entire project be
reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into
many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The
tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected
by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring
impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the
negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible
neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut
down the airport.
 
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years
“under the radar screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS). WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has
done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the
current Master Plan. The Cumulative EIS should:

- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done
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incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current
Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected
areas in NJ and PA
    
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities
     
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels
     
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and
noise pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to
school activities
   
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values
  
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including
the Delaware River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands
 
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically-
disadvantaged in Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the
airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current Master Plan)
 
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ
& PA
 
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS
be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the
Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the
Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn
because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.  “The
analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely
cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was
expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a
FULL EIA immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.
 
Sincerely,
David Sokol
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From: deb.sokol@verizon.net
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 7:34:17 PM

1407 Silo Rd

Yardley, PA 19067

9 December 2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the
Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction
Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport
 
On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another
portion of the TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area
of airport work and was presented with the perspective that impact would be
local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be removed.
There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would
impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to
increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at
Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive
Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the entire project be
reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into
many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The
tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected
by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring
impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the
negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible
neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut
down the airport.
 
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years
“under the radar screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS). WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has
done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the
current Master Plan. The Cumulative EIS should:

- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current
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Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected
areas in NJ and PA
    
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities
     
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels
     
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and
noise pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to
school activities
   
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values
  
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including
the Delaware River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands
 
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically-
disadvantaged in Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the
airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current Master Plan)
 
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ
& PA
 
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS
be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the
Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the
Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn
because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.  “The
analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely
cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was
expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a
FULL EIA immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.
 
Sincerely,
Deborah Sokol

Virus-free. www.avast.com
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From: DJ Nikles
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 8:34:00 AM

From:
Donald Nikles
668 Leslie Lane
Yardley, PA 19067

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental
Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for
Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the
TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was
presented with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the
airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of
trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its
ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer
Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement
(EIA) that would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to
break airport build-out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale
expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected
by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted
communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport.
We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the
law. We do not wish the shut down the airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar
screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS
NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative
effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years
PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master Plan. The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over

Comment 11.1

Comment 11.2

Comment 11.3

P-100



the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and
PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution;
vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware
River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in
Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this
expansion (the current Master Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-
Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital
Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because the airport
was no longer going to expand the terminal. “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed
that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the
terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA
immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.
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Sincerely,
Donald Nikles
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From: DONALD
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Cc: Donald A Wilcox
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Saturday, December 8, 2018 12:34:04 PM

Donald Wilcox
81 N Delaware Ave.
Yardley, PA 19067

December 8, 2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental
Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton
Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the
TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was
presented with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the
airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of
trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its
ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer
Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement
(EIA) that would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to
break airport build-out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale
expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected
by your unchecked expansion. You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted
communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport.
We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the
law. We do not wish the shut down the airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar
screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS
NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of
(a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the
improvements in the current Master Plan. The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over
the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and
PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels
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- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution;
vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware
River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in
Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this
expansion (the current Master Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer
Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement
Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because the airport was no longer
going to expand the terminal.  “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that]
alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded
to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA
immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.

Sincerely,
Donald Wilcox

Sent from XFINITY Connect Mobile App
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From: Eileen Killeen
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: ublic Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation

Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 7:23:51 PM

1116 University Drive
Yardley, PA 19067

Decemember 9, 2018

To Whom It May Concern,

I would appreciate if you would confirm that you have received my comment via email.

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN expansion. This
meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with the perspective that impact would
be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect
that removal of trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to
increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting
a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN
and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale
expansion). The tactic systematically ignores the negative impact on the communities affected by your unchecked
expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find ways to
mitigate the negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate
within the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut down the airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar screen”, so as to avoid
conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master
Plan. The Cumulative EIS should:

- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally
over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in
NJ and PA
    
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities
     
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels
     
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise
pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities
   
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values
  
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware
River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands
 
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in
Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down
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for this expansion (the current Master Plan)
 
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA
 
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record
of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN)
Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly
states that the FONSI was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand
the terminal.   “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would
likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to
4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved and conduct a FULL EIA immediately of TTN Expansion project.

Sincerely,
Eileen Killeen
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From: Holly Bussey
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: COMMENT On TTN Expansion meeting November 27,2018
Date: Monday, December 10, 2018 11:43:51 AM
Attachments: BRAAM letter response to nov 27 tree hearing TTN.pdf

TTN FONSIROD Order Withdrawing 2006.pdf

We respectfully request acknowledgement that you have received this email regarding comments related
to the November 27,2018 meeting regarding the Environmental Assessment for the Runway
Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport. Comments were
due by EOB, December 10, 2018. This communication complies to this criteria.  KINDLY RESPOND
THAT YOU’VE RECEIVED THIS EMAIL and attachments therein.

Sincerely,
Holly Bussey, President
Bucks Residents for Responsible Airport Management (BRRAM)
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10 December 2018

Dear Ms. McKee,

RE: Public Meeting for the Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection 
Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport.

We respectfully request acknowledgement that you have received this email regarding comments related
to the November 27,2018 meeting regarding the Environmental Assessment for the Runway 
Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport. Comments were 
due by EOB, December 10, 2018. This communication complies to this criteria. KINDLY RESPOND 
THAT YOU’VE RECEIVED THIS EMAIL. 

This letter is being submitted on behalf of the Bucks Residents for Responsible Airport Management 
(BRRAM). BRRAM represents over 800 members (residents/households) who are impacted by 
development of TTN and its inability to include Pennsylvania in studying the impact of expansion. 

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN 
expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with the 
perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be 
removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would impact the overall 
operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and 
frequency.

This meeting appears to be another example at how Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), continues to segment 
the expansion project to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that 
would require the entire project be reviewed in its entirety. TTN and its consultants continue to break 
airport build-out into separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic 
systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected by unchecked expansion. TTN 
has ignored pleas from neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the 
negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate 
within the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut down the airport.

Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years.
Incrementally, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS NEEDED,
is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the 
improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the 
improvements in the current Master Plan.

The Cumulative EIS should:

Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done 
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master 
Plan
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PAGE 2

Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in 
NJ and PA
Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities
Consider quality of life due to noise levels
Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise 
pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities\
Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values
Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the 
Delaware River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands\
Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged 
in Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut 
down for this expansion (the current Master Plan)

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.

The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of 
Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal 
Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the
FONSI was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal. Footnote #3 on 
page 2 of the document (ATTACHED) states, “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that 
[that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation 
of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”

Note that in Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. 

BRRAM and its members are NOT suggesting that the airport be closed. Rather, that you follow the law 
of the National Environmental Protection Act and perform and extensive EIS.

It is hoped that the airport could be a good neighbor and operate legally. Please desist in segmenting this 
project and conduct a full and complete EIS on the entire TTN Expansion. 

Sincerely,

Holly J Bussey, President
BRRAM

CC: U.S. Senator Bob Casey; US Senator PatToomey PA Governor  TomWolf* NJ Govenor Phil 
Murphy*; PA State Senator Chuck McIlhinney* Congressman Brian Fitzpatrick* ; PA State 
Representative, Perry Warren* : Lower Makefiled Township Solicitor, David Truelove; Joanne
Guiniven;Chair,LMTTrenton/MercerAirportReviewPanel Yardley Borough Council David Bria;
RRTS Susan Herman

*Certified Mail 
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From: Ilene
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 6:49:46 PM

Ilene Blanton
155 Lincoln Avenue
Yardley, PA  19067
12/09/18

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental
Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for
Trenton Mercer Airport
 
On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of
the TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and
was presented with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living
near the airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that
removal of trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport with the
respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer
Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement
(EIA) that would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue
to break airport build-out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale
expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of communities
affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring
impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts
of the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within
the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut down the airport.
 
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the
radar screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  WHAT
IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative
effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years
PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master Plan.  The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally
over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in
NJ and PA
    
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities
     
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels
     
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise
pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities
   
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values
  
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware
River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands
 
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in
Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down
for this expansion (the current Master Plan)
 
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA
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TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record
of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN)
Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly
states that the FONSI was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand
the terminal.   “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would
likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to
4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA
immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.
 
Sincerely,
Ilene Blanton
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From: James Sinisgalli
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Monday, December 10, 2018 12:41:24 PM

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental
Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for
Trenton Mercer Airport
 
On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of
the TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and
was presented with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living
near the airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that
removal of trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport with the
respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer
Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement
(EIA) that would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue
to break airport build-out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale
expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of communities
affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring
impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts
of the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within
the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut down the airport.
 
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the
radar screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  WHAT
IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative
effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years
PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master Plan.  The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally
over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in
NJ and PA
    
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities
     
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels
     
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise
pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities
   
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values
  
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware
River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands
 
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in
Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down
for this expansion (the current Master Plan)
 
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA
 
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record
of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN)
Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly
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states that the FONSI was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand
the terminal.   “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would
likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to
4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA
immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.
 
Sincerely,
Jim Sinisgalli
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From: jeanette szymanski
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation

Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 6:05:56 AM

18 Wilbur Road
Yardley, PA 19067
December 9, 2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental
Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton
Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN
expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented
with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose
trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that
would impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the
number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport
(TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that
would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport
build-out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic
systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected by your unchecked
expansion. You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted communities to work with them
to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you be a
responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut down the
airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar
screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS
NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of
(a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the
improvements in the current Master Plan. The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the
past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.
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- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution;
vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River,
the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing)
who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion
(the current Master Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record
of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN)
Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states
that the FONSI was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.
“The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely cause
[sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s
BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA
immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.

Sincerely,
JEANETTE SZYMANSKI
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From: Judith Clarke
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment on 11//27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation

Project for TTN
Date: Saturday, December 8, 2018 3:36:59 PM

December 8th, 2018
Judith Clarke
11 Orchard Avenue
Pennington, NJ 08534

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.
RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the
Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction
Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport
 
On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another
portion of the TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area
of airport work and was presented with the perspective that impact would be
local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be removed.
There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would
impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to
increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.
This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at
Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive
Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the entire project be
reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into
many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The
tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected
by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring
impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the
negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible
neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut
down the airport.
 
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years
“under the radar screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS).  
WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures
the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the
current Master Plan.  
The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current
Master Plan.
- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected
areas in NJ and PA
    
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities
     
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels
     
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and
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noise pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to
school activities
   
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values
  
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including
the Delaware River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands
 
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically-
disadvantaged in Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the
airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current Master Plan)
 
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ
& PA
 
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS
be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the
Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the
Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn
because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.   “The
analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely
cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was
expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)
I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a
FULL EIA immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.
Sincerely,
Judith Clarke
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Judy Hoechner 
1406 Silo Road  
Yardley, Pa 19067 
 
Dec 10, 2018  
 
Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email. 
 
RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental Assessment for the 
Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport 
  
On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN 
expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with the 
perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be 
removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would impact the overall 
operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes 
and frequency. 
 
This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), 
to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the eentire 
project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into many separate 
projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall 
destruction of communities affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from 
neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of 
the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the 
law. We do not wish the shut down the airport. 
  
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar screen”, so as 
to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  WWHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done 
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master 
Plan.  The Cumulative EIS should: 
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 
20+ years PPLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan. 
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- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA 
     
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities 
      
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels 
      
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; vibration 
damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities 
    
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values 
   
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River, the 
Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands 
  
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing) who are 
losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current 
Master Plan) 
  
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA 
  
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done. 
. 
The FAA document titled ““ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of Decision 
(FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and 
Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because 
the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.    “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed 
that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. 
THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.) 
 
I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA immediately of TTN 
Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Judy Hoechner 
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From: Nolan, Katherine
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Cc: Foster, Ruth; Brunatti, Megan; Pepe, David
Subject: FAA NEPA Comment Letter Trenton Mercer Airport EA
Date: Friday, December 7, 2018 1:50:31 PM
Attachments: 12-7-18 Comment Letter Trenton Mercer EA.pdf

Good Afternoon,
 
Please find attached a copy of the signed FAA Trenton Mercer Airport Environmental Assessment
comment letter. There is a hard copy in the mail. Please be sure to save a copy of the comment
letter for your records.
 
Sincerely,
 

Katie Nolan
New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection
Office of Permit Coordination & Environmental Review
401 East State Street
Trenton, NJ 08625-0420
Mailcode: 401-07J
 
Office #: (609) 272-3600
Direct #: (609) 984-6506
Fax #: (609) 633-1196
Email: Katherine.Nolan@dep.nj.gov
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separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN expansion. 
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From: eileen omahony
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment re: 11/27/18 public meeting for EA for runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation

Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 2:16:19 PM

EMAIL SUBJECT: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for
EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for TTN

THE EMAIL BODY::
Maryann E O'Mahony
151 Riverview Avenue
Yardley, PA 19067
12/8/2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for
the Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone
and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss
another portion of the TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely
different area of airport work and was presented with the perspective that
impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose
trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal
of trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport
with the respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower
altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at
Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive
Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the entire
project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport
build-out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale
expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of
communities affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored
pleas from neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find
ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only
that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law.
We do not wish the shut down the airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years
“under the radar screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of
(a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the
past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master
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Plan. The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+
years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; vibration
damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River, the
Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing) who are
losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current Master
Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of
Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal
Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI
was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal. “The analyses of Build
Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would
require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the
terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA immediately of
TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.

Sincerely,
Maryann E O'Mahony
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From: Gross, Maureen
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Monday, December 10, 2018 11:41:23 AM

Maureen Corbett Gross 12/10/2018

19 Wilfred Dr, Yardley PA 19067

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental Assessment
for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN
expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with
the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees
would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would
impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the number of
flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport
(TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would
require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out
into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic
systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected by your unchecked
expansion. You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted communities to work with them to
find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you be a
responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut down the
airport.
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar
screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS NEEDED
is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the
improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the
improvements in the current Master Plan. The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the
past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; vibration
damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values
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- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River,
the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing)
who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion
(the current Master Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of
Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal
Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the
FONSI was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal. “The
analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise
impacts that would require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build
Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA
immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.
Sincerely,

 
Maureen Corbett Gross
Sr. Professional Delivery Coordinator
mgross8@dxc.com
Cell    267-238-7179
 

DXC Technology Company - Headquarters: 1775 Tysons Boulevard, Tysons, Virginia 22102,
USA.
DXC Technology Company -- This message is transmitted to you by or on behalf of DXC
Technology Company or one of its affiliates. It is intended exclusively for the addressee. The
substance of this message, along with any attachments, may contain proprietary, confidential
or privileged information or information that is otherwise legally exempt from disclosure. Any
unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended
recipient of this message, you are not authorized to read, print, retain, copy or disseminate any
part of this message. If you have received this message in error, please destroy and delete all
copies and notify the sender by return e-mail. Regardless of content, this e-mail shall not
operate to bind DXC Technology Company or any of its affiliates to any order or other
contract unless pursuant to explicit written agreement or government initiative expressly
permitting the use of e-mail for such purpose.
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From: M
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 10:37:18 PM

Michael J Rybczynski
139 Pine Lane
Yardley, Pa 19067

December 9, 2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental Assessment
for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN
expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with
the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees
would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would
impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the number of
flights, lower altitudes and frequency.
This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport
(TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would
require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out
into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic
systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected by your unchecked
expansion. You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted communities to work with them to
find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you be a
responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut down the
airport.
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar
screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS NEEDED
is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the
improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the
improvements in the current Master Plan.
The Cumulative EIS should:

- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally
over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.
- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ
and PA
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution;
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vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware
River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in
Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for
this expansion (the current Master Plan)
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of
Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal
Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the
FONSI was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal. “The
analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise
impacts that would require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build
Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)
I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA
immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.
Sincerely,
Michael Rybczynski
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Michaele A. Mikovsky, VMD, MEd
Drexel Avenue
renceville, NJ 08648
kovsky@verizon.net
883-2472

ember 8, 2018

Whom It May Concern: I request that you please confirm you have received my public comment via email.

Comment Regarding the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental Assessment for the Runway
ection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport

November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN expansion. This
ting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with the perspective that impact
ld be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt to

nect that removal of trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its
ty to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), to avoid
ducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the entire project be
ewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into many separate projects (whose whole,
als large-scale expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected by

unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted communities to work with them to
ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and

rate within the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut down the airport.

has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar screen”, so as to avoid
ducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement
 that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the
20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master Plan.  The Cumulative EIS should:

asure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years
S the improvements in the current Master Plan.

dy beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA

nsider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

nsider quality of life due to noise levels

From: Michaele Mikovsky
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Saturday, December 8, 2018 2:30:52 PM
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lude health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; vibration damage;
uptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

nsider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

nsider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River, the Pennsylvania &
tan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

nsider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing) who are losing homes
g purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current Master Plan)

nsider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
uld require that the Cumulative EIS be done.

FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of Decision
NSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other
ects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because the airport
no longer going to expand the terminal.   “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative
ld likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of an Environmental Impact
ement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA immediately of TTN Expansion
ect. DO THE RIGHT THING.

lly, as a homeowner in Lawrenceville, NJ, my quiet life here has already been made hell, yes, hell,
he noise & vibrations of planes overhead at all hours of the day & night. I’m now limited to fewer
vities I can enjoy both indoors & outdoors because I’m being strafed day & night. Lawrenceville
a long history of being a quiet, peaceful, residential place—I have lived here for over 50 years.
hing so far has impacted our village as much as the airport. The airport has muscled its way into
peaceful lives. It has destroyed my retirement lifestyle, the property value of my dream home, &
places I could peacefully visit without the thunder of overhead jets. These planes are a mere few
dred feet overhead. The noise is indescribably deafening, at times so loud that I’ve run into the

d sure that a plane was crashing nearby. The noise terrified my little dog when we went out for
ks. I live near a nature center & I mourn the fact that there is no longer respect for the residents,
environment & the wild creatures that call this place home. What was once my solace has
ome my sorrow. There are planes overhead as I write these notes. There is never any predictable
ce & quiet. The proposed loss of additional trees for expansion will decrease the natural sound
riers even further. I ask you and all concerned to do the right thing for those of us who live here.

erely,

haele A. Mikovsky, VMD, MEd
Drexel Avenue
renceville, NJ 08648
kovsky@verizon.net
883-2472
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From: Mitch Harris
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Saturday, December 8, 2018 1:40:07 PM

Mitchell J Harris
33 Ludlow Rd
Yardley, PA 19067

December 8, 2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental
Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for
Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the
TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was
presented with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the
airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of
trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its
ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer
Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement
(EIA) that would require the entire projectbe reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to
break airport build-out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale
expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected
by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted
communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport.
We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the
law. We do not wish the shut down the airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar
screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS
NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative
effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years
PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master Plan. The Cumulative EIS should:
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- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over
the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and
PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution;
vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware
River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in
Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this
expansion (the current Master Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-
Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital
Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because the airport
was no longer going to expand the terminal. “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed
that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the
terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA
immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.
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Sincerely,
Mitchell J Harris
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Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email. 
 
  
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar screen”, so as 
to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  WWHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done 
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master Plan.  The 
Cumulative EIS should: 
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 
20+ years PPLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan. 
 
- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA 
     
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities 
      
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels 
      
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; vibration 
damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities 
    
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values 
   
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River, the 
Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands 
  
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing) who are 
losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current 
Master Plan) 
  
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA 
  
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done. 
. 
The FAA document titled ““ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of Decision 
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(FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and 
Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because 
the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.    “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed 
that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. 
THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.) 
 
I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA immediately of TTN 
Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Patricia Mc Aleavy
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From: Rep. Perry Warren
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Cc: Montgomery, Melinda (mmontgomery@mercercounty.org)
Subject: Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton-Mercer

Airport
Date: Monday, December 10, 2018 12:19:37 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png

I represent the 31st Legislative District in Bucks County, Pennsylvania, the
communities of Lower Makefield Township, Morrisville, Newtown Borough,
Newtown Township and Yardley.  I submit these comments with respect to the
Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction
Mitigation Project for Trenton-Mercer Airport.  I note that I previously submitted
comments regarding the Trenton-Mercer Airport Terminal Environmental
Assessment.

Many of our residents’ quality of life is directly affected by the operations of the
Trenton-Mercer Airport.  I have received and reviewed letters prepared by the
Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors, particularly its letter dated
November 9, 2018, the Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc., and the
Bucks Residents for Responsible Airport Management.  Each of these entities
raises in their respective letters the issue of the "segmentation" of what appear to
be "connected," or at the least "similar," actions, with respect to what amounts to
a substantial expansion of the Trenton-Mercer Airport and its operations.  The
cumulative impact of the past and future Trenton-Mercer Airport expansion may
adversely affect the health, safety and welfare of our residents.

The "segmentation" of the project is evidenced by the separate public meetings
conducted by the Trenton-Mercer Airport.  Indeed, the Notice of the November
27, 2018 "Public Meeting Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection
Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport" contains the
parenthetical "(This is not the Terminal EA or Airport Master Plan Project.)" 
Neither the public meetings nor the environmental assessments should be
conducted in a vacuum.  Rather, the assessment ought to be of all of the
proposed project(s) without segmentation.  Our residents are affected by the
entirety of the past, present and proposed future expansion of the airport and its
operations and by the off-airport projects.

Accordingly, I join the Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors and the
stakeholder organizations and other members of our community in requesting a
more holistic evaluation, such as an Environmental Impact Statement, with
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respect to the totality of the past, present and future expansion of the airport and
the airport's operations and of the off-airport projects.  Only through such a
holistic lens and examination can the actual cumulative impact of the Trenton-
Mercer Airport upon our community and its residents be accurately assessed and
any negative impact mitigated or eliminated.
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments and the best interest of our
community and the health, safety and welfare of our residents.   

 
 
Perry Warren
State Representative, 31st Legislative District
District Office: 91 South Main Street, Yardley, PA 19067 | (215) 493-5420
Capitol Office: 27A East Wing, Harrisburg PA 17120-0031 | (717) 787-5475
www.pahouse.com/warren
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From: Phillip Smith
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Cc: Phillip Smith
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Saturday, December 8, 2018 10:43:25 PM

Phillip Smith
35 Highland Dr, Morrisville, PA 19067
08 December 2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental
Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for
Trenton Mercer Airport
 
On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of
the TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and
was presented with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living
near the airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that
removal of trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport with the
respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer
Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement
(EIA) that would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue
to break airport build-out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale
expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of communities
affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring
impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts
of the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within
the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut down the airport.
 
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the
radar screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  WHAT
IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative
effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years
PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master Plan.  The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally
over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in
NJ and PA
    
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities
     
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels
     
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise
pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities
   
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values
  
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware
River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands
 
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in
Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down
for this expansion (the current Master Plan)
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- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA
 
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record
of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN)
Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly
states that the FONSI was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand
the terminal.   “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would
likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to
4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA
immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.
 
Sincerely,
Phillip Smith, Ph.D.
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From: Rich Wayne (BLOOMBERG/ PRINCETON)
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project; HIGHROCKS@GMAIL.COM
Subject: TTNCS - ATTN: Gayle McKee
Date: Friday, December 7, 2018 4:28:04 PM
Attachments: Obstruction Comment to C&S and FA.docx

Attached is a copy of my mailed comments.

Rich Wayne
115 Windsor Road
Yardley PA 19067
highrocks@gmail.com
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December 5, 2018

TTNCS@CSCOS.COM
ATTN: Gayle McKee
C&S Companies
141 Elm Street, Suite 100
Buffalo, NY 14203

I attended the November 27 public meeting for the proposed Environmental 
Assessment for RPZ and Obstruction Mitigation for the Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN). I 
am writing to formally request that an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) instead be 
performed. The EIS must cover the nearby communities of Yardley Borough and Lower 
Makefield Township. The projected increases in longer-haul flights and passengers will 
increase air, water, land, and noise pollution as well as vibration damage and 
disruptions to sleep and school activities.

Please also share your responses to my comments with U.S. Representative Brian 
Fitzpatrick (PA 1), Pennsylvania State Senator-elect Steve Santarsiero, Pennsylvania 
State Representative Perry Warren as well as the managers of Lower Makefield 
Township, Upper Makefield Township and Yardley Borough in Bucks County, 
Pennsylvania. 

1.   C&S Companies representatives acknowledge that the obstruction mitigation will 
better allow aircraft taking off and landing at TTN to start or end a flight at a lower 
trajectory.

2. This may increase safety but it will also enable TTN airlines to start commercial 
service to new, more distant locations. TTN and Frontier officials have for years 
commented with each other online about their efforts to get a non-stop flight to Denver 
from TTN. They have frequently cited obstructions and runway configuration as an 
obstacle.     

3.  These longer flights combined with the Master Plan expansion prepared by Urban 
Engineers and McFarland Johnson will fundamentally change the frequency and noise 
profile of the airport. The Master Plan alone will enable passenger enplanements at 
TTN to increase 33 percent between 2020 and 2035. Peak hour enplanements will soar 
42 percent while airline operations will increase 22 percent.   

4. The Master Plan calls for runway improvements, land acquisition, a quintupling of the 
airport’s terminal and a doubling of jet bridges/gates to make the giant increases in 
plane operations possible. These fundamental changes in plane operations coupled 
with longer-haul flights enabled by obstruction mitigation require a formal study of the 
impact on our communities.

5. There is a legal judgment requiring an EIS, according to the FAA’s Order 
Withdrawing a FONSI/ROD dated February 23, 2006. This order includes a footnote #3 
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that states: “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that that alternative would 
likely cause sufficient noise impacts that would require the preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).” 

6. Please explain why an EIS has never been performed at TTN in its history and why 
one was not performed in 2012 when the runways were replaced and the parking and 
luggage area enlarged. When was the last obstruction audit at TTN?

7. FAA order 1050.1f also allows for an airport authority to devise remedies to mitigate 
an action that causes significant impact even if an EA is performed instead of an EIS. If 
you do not perform an EIS, please include remedies for the increased noise caused by 
the extra long-haul flights anticipated between 10pm and 7am. These remedies should 
include: 

-- An earlier but strictly enforced (via fines) curfew for arriving flights at 10pm and a
cap on the number of departing flights before 7am. 

-- Creation of a funding mechanism to pay for the soundproofing of area property 
owners, especially those closest to the Yardley NAV path.

-- Establish another NAV path that avoids Yardley Borough and the Northern half of 
Lower Makefield Township. This would enable distributed takeoffs and landings so that 
the same house aren’t inundated with noise every time.

-- Establish a higher ceiling for take-offs so that pilots can get higher faster. 

Thank you,

Rich Wayne
115 Windsor Road
Yardley PA 19067
highrocks@gmail.com 
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From: Richard Preston
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 10:00:14 PM

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.
rpreston57@gmail.com

Richard Preston

1522 Stapler Drive

Yardley, PA 19067

The proposed obstacle removal is not needed for the current airport traffic and the
presenters at the public meeting were disingenuous by implying that the proposal has
nothing to do with allowing an increase in airport traffic.  Removing trees and houses in
the airport vicinity will made a substantial change to the take-off weight (increased fuel
load) and therefore flyable range of aircraft using the Trenton-Mercer airport.  This
change will significantly impact the noise levels, pollution spread and run-off associated
with airport operations.  The airport Is trying to separate many steps in the airport
expansion without acknowledging that they collectively make for a significant impact on
the environment, the community, its quality of life and housing values.  Other specific
concerns include:

1) NJ DEP Division of Water Monitoring and Standards Report FIBI512-R1 on Shabakunk
Creek which is next to the airport was rated as having a poor index of biotic Integrity
(IBI) score and marginal habitat rating.  This cause of this poor rating of a Delaware River
Tributary needs to be understood since it is adjacent and merits an environmental
impact study regarding the proposed expansion.
2) Gold Run near the airport is site AN0107 as referenced in the Environmental summary you
provided.  It was unimpaired in 1992-1993 and 1997-1998, moderately impaired in 2002-2003 and
assessed as poor (macroinvertebrate assessment categories changed) in 2008.  So Gold Run appears to
be degrading in water quality in relation to aquatic life, but the cause is not clear (which is why the
watershed is listed as impaired for aquatic life with “cause unknown”).  Certainly, the degradation of a
Delaware Tributary adjacent to the airport in the period of significantly increased airport use deserves the
study associated with an environmental impact study.
3) The actual flight paths used by aircraft are different than those used in the noise modeling
assessments.  Neighborhood residents have complained about planes flying over their houses and are
told by the airport that planes don't fly there or the airport has no control over the decisions made by pilots
once they are airborne.  But it is unfair for the noise modeling to not make use of the actual flight paths is
assessing if there is a noise impact on the neighborhoods.  It is also unfair for the noise assessments to
not take into account the paths heavier, larger aircraft will use once the "obstacle mitigation" plan is
carried out.

Clearly, lower level flights will mean more noise, and more concentrated pollution levels strewn over
houses and neighborhoods.  Please insist that the EIS be carried out before approving this project.

Sincerely, Richard Preston
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From: Jeanne and/or Rob
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Saturday, December 8, 2018 3:44:14 PM

Robert Moore
21 Austin Road
Yardley, Pa 19067

December 8, 2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the
Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and
Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion
of the TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work
and was presented with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents
living near the airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt to
connect that removal of trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the
airport with the respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes
and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton
Mercer Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact
Statement (EIA) that would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its
consultants continue to break airport build-out into many separate projects (whose
whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall
destruction of communities affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored
pleas from neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find ways to
mitigate the negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you be a
responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law. We do not wish the
shut down the airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the
radar screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).
WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that
measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has
done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in
the current Master Plan. The Cumulative EIS should: - Measure the cumulative
effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+
years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas
in NJ and PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels
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- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise
pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the
Delaware River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged
in Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut
down for this expansion (the current Master Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the
Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in
the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was
withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal. “The
analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely
cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was
expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL
EIA immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.

Sincerely,
Robert Moore
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Shelly Tatro
53 N Delaware Avenue
Yardley PA. 19067

12/8/18

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the
Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction
Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of
the TTN expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and
was presented with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living
near the airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that
removal of trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport with the
respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer
Airport (TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement
(EIA) that would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants
continue to break airport build-out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals
large-scale expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall destruction of
communities affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from
neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the
negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor
and operate within the spirit of the law. We do not wish to shut down the airport.

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the
radar screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS). WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that

From: Shelly Tatro
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public Comment Regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction

Mitigation Project for TTN
Date: Saturday, December 8, 2018 8:00:24 PM
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measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current
Master Plan. The Cumulative EIS should:
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally
over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.

- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ
and PA

- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities

- Consider quality of life due to noise levels

- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise
pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities

- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values

- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware
River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands

- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in
Ewing) who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down
for this expansion (the current Master Plan)

- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done.
.
The FAA document titled “ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-
Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital
Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because the
airport was no longer going to expand the terminal. “The analyses of Build
Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise
impacts that would require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s
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BEING PROPOSED.)

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL
EIA immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING.

Sincerely,
Shelly Tatro
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From: Susan Herman
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Cc: Susan Herman
Subject: Airport: 12/09/18 Addendum to RRTS Written Comment dated 11/27/18
Date: Sunday, December 9, 2018 7:11:25 PM
Attachments: RRTS Airport 120918 Addendum to 112718 comment submission.pdf

Dear Ms. McKee,

Attached is a 5-page, 12/09/18 Addendum to the 47-page, 11/27/18 Written Comment Submission that
you received from Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc. RE: Public Meeting for the
Environmental Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project
for Trenton Mercer Airport.

We respectfully request acknowledgement that you have received this Addendum via email.  We are also
mailing the Addendum to you tomorrow (12/10/18) via Certified Mail, Return Receipt.

Sincerely,

Susan Herman
President
Residents for Regional Traffic Solutions, Inc.

--
Sue Herman
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From: Timothy Case
To: Trenton Mercer Airport Project
Subject: Public comment regarding 11/27/18 Public Meeting for EA for runway protection zone and obstruction mitigation

project for TTN
Date: Saturday, December 8, 2018 7:18:55 PM

Pamela Durkalski
15 sunset ave
Ewing, NJ 08628

December 8, 2018

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

On 11/27/18 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the be reviewed
TTN expansion.  This meeting covered an entirely different area of the airport work and was
presented with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the
airport whose trees would be removed.  There was little attempt to connect that removal of
trees and how that would impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its
ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency.

This meeting seems to be another blatant attempt at segmentation at Trenton Mercer Airport to
avoid conducting a full expansive Environmental Impact Statement  (EIS) that would require
the entire project be reviewed.  TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out
into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large scale expansion).  The tactic
systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected by your unchecked
expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted communities to work with
them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you
be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law.  We do not wish the
shutdown of the airport.  TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+
years "under the radar screen" so as to avoid conducting an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the
cumulative effects of
(a) The improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+years and PLUS (b)
the improvements in the current master plan.  The Cumulative EIS should:
-Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over
the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan.
-Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and
PA.
-Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities.
-Consider quality of life due to noise levels.
-Include health and safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution,
vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities.
-Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values.
-Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River,
the PA and Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farm lands.
-Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically disadvantaged in ewing)
who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this
expansion (the current Master Plan).
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-Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ and PA.

TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006--why?  The FAA should
require that the Cumulative EIS be done.

The FAA document titled "ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant
Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) dated 2/23/06 for the TTN Terminal Replacement
and Other Projects in the Capital improvement program" clearly states that the FONSI
was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.  "The analysis
of Build Alternative two revealed that alternative would like cause sufficient noise impacts
that would require the preparation of an EIS (Build Alternative 2), the terminal was expanded
to 4 gates.  This is what is being proposed.

I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a full EIA
immediately of TTN expansion project.
Sincerely,
Pamela Durkalski and
Timothy Case
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From: Sirenne, Tina
To: Carlo Popolizio; katherine.nolan@dep.nj.gov; Trenton Mercer Airport Project; ruth.foster@dep.state.nj.us
Subject: Mercer Airport
Date: Thursday, December 6, 2018 11:55:57 AM
Attachments: 2015-I-0629B.pdf

Please see attached.
Thanks
Tina

--
Tina Sirenne
USFWS
New Jersey Field Office
4 East Jimmie Leeds Road
Unit 4
Galloway, NJ 08205
Phone (609) 382-5273
Fax (609) 646-0352
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Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email. 
 
 
  
On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN 
expansion. 
 
I was present at that meeting. 
 
This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with the perspective 
that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be removed. 
There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would impact the overall operation 
of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes and 
frequency. 
 
 
I DO NOT appreciate that the hard copy bound volumes of documents supporting the 11/27/18 meeting 
(the series of large volumes placed in the Ewing Library) were made available in hard copy to Ewing 
residents only on 11/27/18, and then public comments were only accepted until 12/10/18.  I view that 
behavior as a clear attempt to manipulate and limit fair & meaningful public comment into this 
process.  There was only one hard copy made available for all residents to share, and this was absolutely 
insensitive to the busy work and travel schedules for affected families at this time of the year.   
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This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), 
to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the eentire 
project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into many separate 
projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall 
destruction of communities affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from 
neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of 
the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the 
law. We do not wish the shut down the airport. 
  
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar screen”, so as 
to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  WWHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done 
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master Plan.  The 
Cumulative EIS should: 
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 
20+ years PPLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan. 
 
- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA 
     
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities 
      
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels 
      
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; vibration 
damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities 
    
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values 
   
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River, the 
Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands 
  
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing) who are 
losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current 
Master Plan) 
  
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA 
  
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done. 
. 
The FAA document titled ““ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of Decision 
(FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and 
Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because 
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the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.    “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed 
that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. 
THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.) 
 
I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA immediately of TTN 
Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING. 
  
Sincerely, 
Patricia Fletcher 
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separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN 
expansion.
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We need your help!. Please send email comment by Monday, Dec 10.   
Template provided at bottom of this email or provide your own thoughts. 
 
On November 28 The TTN Airport had a separate meeting to discuss removing trees to provide 
site line improvement to the airport. This action will impact the ability to bring in more planes, 
and will impact the overall operation of the airport enabling more planes, more often, at all times 
of the day. 
 
This tactic of separating portions of the overall expansion of the airport so that the TOTAL 
impact is not easily comprehended is reprehensible and is an example of SEGMENTATION 
(breaking a project down into portions that “fly under the radar” to avoid notice and not 
triggering a full blown Environmental Impact Statement/Study to be conducted).

WHAT TO DO? Take the letter supplied here and EMAIL IMMEDIATELY. 
 
3 QUICK STEPS WILL TAKE 5 minutes:

COPY LETTER PROVIDED at the bottom of this email into a new email.
At the top put your name/address and date onto the email and at the bottom put your 
name.  
EMAIL to: ttn.cs@cscos.com and REQUEST A RETURN ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
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The deadline is end of business MONDAY, December 10. 

Why the late notice?  While we were aware of this deadline, we JUST found out the original email 
address in the presentation handout was INCORRECT. TTN has made no attempt to publicize this 
error or correction. It is obvious they wish to avoid feedback.   PLEASE TAKE A MOMENT TO DO 
THIS. VOLUME is important.  
 
DO IT TODAY PLEASE.

 
Thank you.
Bucks Residents for Responsible Airport Management (BRRAM) 
Mercer Quiet Skys (MercerQuietSkys) 
 
------------- EMAIL TEMPLATE BELOW ---------------------

Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email.

separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN expansion. 
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Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email. 
 
RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 the Public Meeting for the Environmental Assessment 
for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport 
  
On November 27, 2018 there was aseparate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN 
expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented 
with the perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose 
trees would be removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that 
would impact the overall operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the 
number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency. 
 
This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport 
(TTN), to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would 
require the eentire project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-
out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic 
systematically presents the overall destruction of communities affected by your unchecked 
expansion.  You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted communities to work with them 
to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the airport. We have asked only that you be a 
responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the law. We do not wish the shut down the 
airport. 
  
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar 
screen”, so as to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  WWHAT IS NEEDED is 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the 
improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the 
improvements in the current Master Plan.  The Cumulative EISshould: 
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the 
past 20+ years PPLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan. 
 
- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA 
     
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities 
      
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels 
      
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; 
vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities 
    
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values 
   
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River, 
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the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands 
  
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing) 
who are losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this 
expansion (the current Master Plan) 
  
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA 
  
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done. 
. 
The FAA document titled ““ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of 
Decision (FONSI/ROD) datedFebruary 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal 
Replacement and Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the 
FONSI was withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.    “The 
analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise 
impacts that would require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build 
Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. THIS IS WHAT’s BEING PROPOSED.) 
 
I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA 
immediately of TTN Expansion project. DO THE RIGHT THING. 
  
Sincerely, 
Jim Chamberlin 
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Richard & Theresa Barrett 
61 East College Ave. 
Yardley, PA 19067 
 
 
Please confirm that you have received my public comment via email. 
 
RE: COMMENT REGARDING the 11/27/18 Public Meeting for the Environmental Assessment for the 
Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport 
  
On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss another portion of the TTN 
expansion. This meeting covered an entirely different area of airport work and was presented with the 
perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near the airport whose trees would be 
removed. There was little attempt to connect that removal of trees and how that would impact the overall 
operation of the airport with the respect of its ability to increase the number of flights, lower altitudes 
and frequency. 
 
This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at “segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), 
to avoid conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) that would require the eentire 
project be reviewed. TTN and its consultants continue to break airport build-out into many separate 
projects (whose whole, equals large-scale expansion). The tactic systematically presents the overall 
destruction of communities affected by your unchecked expansion.  You have ignored pleas from 
neighboring impacted communities to work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of 
the airport. We have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor and operate within the spirit of the 
law. We do not wish the shut down the airport. 
  
TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ years “under the radar screen”, so as 
to avoid conducting an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WWHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done 
incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master 
Plan.  The Cumulative EIS should: 
 
- Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has done incrementally over the past 
20+ years PPLUS the improvements in the current Master Plan. 
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- Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all other affected areas in NJ and PA 
     
- Consider changes to the character and reputation of our communities 
      
- Consider quality of life due to noise levels 
      
- Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, land and noise pollution; vibration 
damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to school activities 
    
- Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property values 
   
- Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems including the Delaware River, the 
Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands 
  
- Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the economically- disadvantaged in Ewing) who are 
losing homes being purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion (the current 
Master Plan) 
  
- Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected areas in NJ & PA 
  
TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006---why? The Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) should require that the Cumulative EIS be done. 
. 
The FAA document titled ““ORDER WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of Decision 
(FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton-Mercer Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and 
Other Projects in the Capital Improvement Program” clearly states that the FONSI was withdrawn because 
the airport was no longer going to expand the terminal.    “The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed 
that [that] alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would require the preparation of 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).”( Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. 
THIS IS WHAT IS BEING PROPOSED.) 
 
I am asking that all those parties involved DO WHAT IS RIGHT and conduct a FULL EIA immediately of TTN 
Expansion project. PLEASE DO THE RIGHT THING. 
  
Sincerely, 
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January 11, 2019 

Gayle M. McKee 
Senior Project Planner 
C&S Companies 
141 Elm Street, Suite 100 
Buffalo, NY  14203 

Dear Ms. McKee, 

The Watershed Institute, located in Pennington, New Jersey, respectfully submits 
the below comments on the Trenton-Mercer Airport Preliminary Environmental 
Assessment for Runway Protection Zones and Obstruction Mitigation (the 
Assessment). Since 1949, the Watershed Institute (formerly the Stony Brook 
Millstone Watershed Association) has worked to protect clean water and the 
environment in central New Jersey.  We work closely with state agencies, municipal 
governments, non-profit organizations, and citizens to improve the policies upon 
which healthy watersheds depend. We thank you for this opportunity to share our 
feedback.

The proposed project will result in the cutting and removal of trees on 30.7 acres of 
wooded land, some of which is located within and adjacent to wetlands and riparian 
buffer zones. This will result in the loss of upland forest, successional upland field, 
and forested wetlands. Much of this land will be converted to maintained 
grassland/early successional upland field. It is not clear if these areas will be 
maintained as lawn, meadow, or some combination. 

We acknowledge the mitigation steps outlined in the Assessment, but we are 
concerned that they are not commensurate with the loss of environmental services. 
Specifically, the Assessment does not fully characterize the impacts associated with 
loss of carbon storage and loss of rainfall interception. Overall, we feel that the 
mitigation measures identified do not adequately compensate for the loss of 
services. 

Impacts

With regard to climate impacts, the Assessment is focused on greenhouse gas 
emissions (GHG) associated with construction-phase equipment operation. 
However, the loss of carbon storage due to tree clearing is not insignificant and 
should be considered. According to the US Forest Service, the average northeast 
mixed hardwood and softwood forest stores approximately 50,000 lbs of carbon per  
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acre1 in mature trees (additional storage is provided by soils and the forest understory). The 
proposed project will result in the loss of 18.2 acres of upland forest, and 4.2 acres of wetland 
forest. The loss of these 22.4 acres of forest could result in the release of up to 1,120,000 lbs of 
stored carbon, or 560 tons. Assuming that the majority of these trees will not be replaced, the 
carbon storage potential of the site will be reduced by approximately 800 lbs/ year1 for each acre 
not restored as forest. This estimate does not include the additional acreage of tree clearing 
outside the Upland and Wetland Forest regions which results in greater loss of carbon storage. 

The Assessment finds that the effects of tree loss “will not change the quantity or quality of 
adjacent streams”1. However, the proposed changes in cover will increase the quantity of runoff, 
reduce infiltration to groundwater, and increase the load of nutrients and suspended sediment 
delivered to downstream water bodies. The runoff curve number2, an accepted coefficient used to 
describe imperviousness, would increase across the cleared area. These changes will directly 
affect the quality and quantity of rainfall runoff from the project site. Furthermore, the project 
will encroach on FEMA floodways and floodplains and state flood hazard areas, as well as the 
riparian zones of multiple streams. The Assessment must provide an analysis of the water quality 
and quantity impacts associated with these changes. 

According to the National Tree Benefit Calculator3, a single red maple tree of 8 inches diameter 
intercepts approximately 962 gallons of stormwater per year. Generalizing with the assumption 
that there may be approximately 50 trees of similar size and capacity per acre, the current 
stormwater interception provided by 30.7 wooded acres could be approximately 1,476,670 
gallons per year. This volume is equal to the runoff from 42 acres of impervious surface during a 
single one-year storm event.  This highlights the need for the Assessment to further analyze this 
issue and to fully quantify these impacts. Using the forest characterization data already collected, 
the Assessment should include an estimate of stormwater interception that will be lost, and 
include this information in the determination of net impact to streams. It is impossible to expect 
that the proposed tree removal will not affect downstream conditions.  

The Assessment finds that the proposed project area includes habitat for multiple species of 
federally and state-listed threatened and endangered species, and proposes to minimize impacts 
primarily by limiting the tree clearing schedule. In addition, the Habitat Assessment performed 
by C&S Engineers found that the project area includes foraging, travel corridor, and possible 
maternity habitat for little brown bats, a species that is being reviewed for listing under the 
Endangered Species Act. This information should be discussed in the body of the Assessment in 
sections 3.22 and 4.3. Furthermore, the Assessment should address the permanent loss of habitat 
for these species, and integrate this information into the suggested mitigation measures.

1 Trenton Mercer Airport Preliminary Environmental Assessment for Runway Protection Zones and Obstruction
Mitigation.
2 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Services. Urban Hydrology for Small Watersheds. Technical Release 55.
1986.
3 Casey Trees/Davey Tree Expert Co. http://www.treebenefits.com/calculator. Accessed 1/8/2019.
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Mitigation 

The Assessment describes opportunities to mitigate impacts, many of which involve various 
alternative methods of tree clearing or cutting. For example, in wetland and transition areas, the 
project proposes to leave the stumps of cut trees in place in order to minimize disturbance. 
Wetland disturbances will be further mitigated off-site. In some areas, a small number of trees 
will be replaced. However, these measures are not sufficient to mitigate the loss of ecosystem 
services provided by 30+ wooded acres that include floodways, riparian zones, and threatened 
and endangered species habitat.

We suggest a holistic, onsite approach to mitigation whereby the lost vegetation can be replaced 
with native shrub/scrub and meadow vegetation of the height and character needed to conform 
with runway obstruction safety standards in the long term. This will provide for partial 
mitigation on site while additional mitigation can occur offsite. For example, cleared forested 
areas could be restored to low-growing shrub/scrub habitat that will meet maximum height 
requirements at maturity. Areas that have been identified for conversion to “maintained 
grassland” should be converted to native meadow, which requires significantly less maintenance 
than lawn and would easily meet all height restrictions. This approach would improve long-term 
carbon storage and stormwater interception, and increase wildlife habitat while allowing for the 
safe protection of runway zones. This work should not replace offsite mitigation; rather, 
mitigation through local wetland banks or other restoration practices should be done 
concurrently.

Conclusion

The Mercer-Trenton airport is a large landholder and an important member of the local 
community. The proposed mitigation efforts are insufficient and miss a significant opportunity to 
restore ecological functions that benefit the Township of Ewing and Mercer County. In preparing 
the final draft of the Assessment, we hope you will consider the additional impacts we have 
outlined, as well as the enhanced approach to mitigation we have suggested. We thank you for 
this opportunity to share our comments.  

Respectfully submitted, 

Lia Mastropolo 
Municipal Policy Specialist 
The Watershed Institute 
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Expanded comments on item submitted on 12/6/2018 

1. Runway Protection Zone 

Socioeconomic : Fee simple acquisition/ relocation of 6 residences, Fee 
acquisition of state parcel Avigation easements (impact) 

Mitigation measures: Property acquisition, voluntary program with property owners, 
replacement planting. 

COMMENT: 

The RPZ trapezoid off Runway 6 is larger than the RPZ trapezoids off the three other 
runways. It should be the same size as the trapezoids off the other runways. The 
regulations of the State of NJ as set forth in the NJ Administrative Code define the 
measurements for the runway trapezoids. Under the NJ Statues, it is the Administrative 
Code that sets the guidelines for Air Safety and Zoning in NJ. The Citation is listed 
below: 

NJAC 16:62 AIR SAFETY AND ZONING Expires on August 14, 2024. 
SUBCHAPTER 1. AIR SAFETY AND ZONING with Appendix A 

Figures 1 through 7 in Appendix A define the runway zones.  

When following the guidelines established in the referenced NJAC 16:62 Subchapter 1, 
Appendix A, the configuration of the RPZ off Runway 6 is different from the 
configuration of the RPZ as delineated in the Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) 
and Section 4 (f) Determination report.  

The RPZ under New Jersey Code is smaller than the RPZ defined in the report. 

CONCLUSION:  

The residences off Runway 6 are definSystem Equipmented, in the DEA report, as 
noncompliant elements within the RPZ off Runway 6. Under New Jersey Administrative 
Code, the residences are not even in the boundaries of the RPZ. As a result, any action 
for easement or acquisition is not warranted. 

2. Runway Protection Zone 

Statements have been made that the RPZ off Runway 6 is larger due to the installation 
of an Instrument Navigational System. As stated by the Clerk of the Mercer County 
Freeholders Board, the System Equipment was approved by the Freeholders on June 9, 
2016. This is relevant as it relates to the FAA interim policy guidance that pertains to 
this type of action. 
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Transportation Research Board (TRB) conducted a webinar on Wednesday, February 
7, 2018 presenting the Airport Cooperative Research Program (ACRP)Report 168 
entitled: Runway Protection Zone (RPZ) Risk Assessment Tool
 
In the Webinar the following power point slide was included 

 
FAA Guidance on RPZ Land Use 

FAA interim policy guidance on land uses within RPZs, 2012  
Common incompatible land uses: Transportation facilities  
Buildings and structures  
Recreational land uses  

RPZ analysis trigger examples:  
An airfield project (e.g. runway extension, runway shift)  

A change in the critical aircraft that increases the RPZ dimensions  

A local development proposal in the RPZ (either new or reconfigured)  

RPZ Analysis: Develop a full range of alternatives  
Field staff consult with the FAA Airport Planning and Environmental Division 

(APP-400 )  

The slide cites FAA interim policy guidance on land uses within RPZs. That Policy was 
issued on September 27, 2012. Page 2 of the FAA document addresses New or 
Modified Land Uses in the RPZ.  It is copied below with highlight emphasis. 

“Interim Guidance
New or Modified Land Uses in the RPZ  
Regional and ADO staff must consult with the National Airport Planning and Environmental 
Division, APP-400 (who will coordinate with the Airport Engineering Division, AAS-I OO), when 
any of the land uses described in Table I would enter the limits of the RPZ as the result of:  
I. An airfield project (e.g., runway extension, runway shift)  

2. A change in the critical design aircraft that increases the RPZ dimensions  

3. A new or revised instrument approach procedure that increases the RPZ dimensions  

4. A local development proposal in the RPZ (either new or reconfigured)  

Tablc 1: Land Uses Requiring Coordination with APP-400  
_Buildings and structures (Examples include, but are not limited to: residences, schools, churches, 
hospitals or other medical care facilities, commercial/industrial buildings, etc.)  
-Recreational land use (Examples incl ude, but are not limited to: golf courses, sports fields, 
amusement parks, other places of public assembly, etc.) -Transportation facilities. Examples include, 
but are not limited to:  

o Rail facilities -light or heavy, passenger or freight  
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o Public roads/highways  

o Vehicular parking facilities -Fuel storage facilities (above and below ground) -Hazardous material 
storage (above and below ground) -Wastewater treatment facilities  
• Above-ground utility infrastructure (i.e. electrical substations), including any type of solar panel 
installations.” 

COMMENT: 

The new instrument approach equipment approved by the Mercer County Freeholders 
in June, 2016  should have been fully vetted by the National Airport Planning and 
Environmental Division, APP-400 “(who will coordinate with the Airport Engineering 
Division, AAS-I OO).”

If the prescribed process was followed as set forth in the Interim Policy, than Alternative 
Analysis would have provided a method to define an RFZ that would not impact on pre 
existing land use (such as residences).

It is clear that the alternative Analysis was not fully followed which resulted in impact on 
residences in the vicinity of Runway 6. 

See the Alternative analysis from the FAA Policy below: 

“Alternatives Analysis  
Prior to contacting APP-400, the RO and ADO staff must work with the airport sponsor to identify 
and document the full range ofalternatives that could:  
I. A void introducing the land use issue within the RPZ  

2. Minimize the impact of the land use in the RPZ (i.e., routing a new roadway through the 
controlled activity area, move farther away from the runway end, etc.)  

3. Mitigate risk to people and property on the ground (i.e., tunneling, depressing andlor protecting a 
roadway through the RPZ, implement operational measures to mitigate any risks, etc.)  

Documentation of the alternatives should include:  
• A description ofeach alternative including a narrative discussion and exhibits or figures depicting 
the alternative  
• Full cost estimates associated with each alternative regardless of potential funding sources.  
• A practicability assessment based on the feasibility ofthe alternative in terms ofcost, 
constructabiLity and other factors.  
• Identification of the preferred alternative that would meet the project purpose and need while 
minimizing risk associated with the location within the RPZ.  
• Identification of all Federal, State and local transportation agencies involved or interested in the 
issue.  
• Analysis ofthe specific portion(s) and percentages of the RPZ affected, drawing a clear distinction 
between the Central Portion ofthe RPZ versus the Controlled Activity Area, and clearly delineating the 
distance from the runway end and runway landing threshold.  
• Analysis of (and issues affecting) sponsor control ofthe land within the RPZ.  
• Any other relevant factors for HQ consideration.  
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APP-400 will consult with AAS-J 00 when reviewing the project documents provided by the RO/ADO. 
APP-400 and AAS-IOO will work with the Region/ADO to make ajoint detennination regarding Airport 
Layout Plan (ALP) approval after considering the proposed land use, location within the RPZ and 
documentation ofthe alternatives analysis.  
In addition, APP-400 and AAS-IOO will work with the Region/ADO to craft language for inclusion in 
the airspace detennination letter regarding any violations to ensure that all stakeholders (including tenants, 
operators, and insurers) are fully apprised of the issues and potential risks and liabilities associated with 
pennitting such facilities within the RPZ.  
Existing Land Uses in the RPZ  
This interim policy only addresses the introduction ofnew or modified land uses to an RPZ and proposed 
changes to the RPZ size or location. Therefore, at this time, the RO and ADO staff shall continue to work 
with sponsors to remove or mitigate the risk ofany existing incompatible land uses in the RPZ as 
practical.”  QUOTE from FAA document.

 

This concludes my comments at this time. 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Anne Chmielewski  

49 Sunset Ave. 

Ewing, NJ
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Comment # Commenter Appendix P 
Page # Comment Response to Comment 

1.1   #1 David Sokol  P‐1   The proposed environmental assessment is inadequate because of 
the changes to TTN over the past 20 years and proposed changes 
that will increase capacity.  

Comment noted.  It is unclear from the comment what particular past changes the 
commenter is concerned about and therefore a direct response regarding past changes, is not 
possible. However, past, present, and reasonably foreseeable actions have been considered 
in the cumulative impacts analysis. 

According to FAA Advisory Circular 150/5060‐5, Airport Capacity and Delay, Change 2, 
"capacity (throughput capacity) is a measure of the maximum number of aircraft operations 
which can be accommodated on the airport or airport component in an hour".  This EA is 
evaluating impacts associated with addressing incompatible land uses in the RPZs and critical 
obstructions.  As identified in FAA Order 5100.38D., 3‐23, b. "the FAA has interpreted 49 USC 
§ 47105(b)(3) to mean that safe approaches are part of the FAA standards that must be met 
for runway projects," and AC 150/5300‐13A, CHG 1, 310.(a)(1) states an RPZ area is "primarily 
for the purpose of safety." These projects address the safety of airport operations and will 
not result in any change in the number of aircraft operations which can be accommodated on 
the airport. Therefore the Proposed Project will not result in an increase in capacity. 

1.2  #1 David Sokol  P‐1   The FAA should require a complete and cumulative environmental 
impact statement that studies cumulative and future changes, 
considers impact on surrounding areas in NJ & PA, impact on noise 
and air quality of life, impact on tax base and the environmental 
impact on nearby state parks, Delaware River, wetlands & 
farmlands. 

As identified in Chapter 4, Section 4.11, "In order to determine cumulative impacts to the 
environment, projects occurring within the past three years and planned for the next five 
years were evaluated" (page 4‐79). According to the CEQ Guidance on the Consideration of 
Past Actions in Cumulative Effects Analysis, June 24, 2005 “CEQ interprets NEPA and CEQ's 
NEPA regulations on cumulative effects as requiring analysis and a concise description of the 
identifiable present effects of past actions to the extent that they are relevant and useful in 
analyzing whether the reasonably foreseeable effects of the agency proposal for action and 
its alternatives may have a continuing, additive and significant relationship to those 
effects…Generally, agencies can conduct an adequate cumulative effects analysis by focusing 
on the current aggregate effects of past actions without delving into the historical details of 
individual past actions…. CEQ regulations do not require the consideration of the individual 
effects of all past actions to determine the present effects of past actions. Since 2009, 
projects undertaken by the airport sponsor at TTN have been relatively minor, on airport 
property, and predominately related to rehabilitation of pavement, Runway Safety Area (RSA) 
improvements, equipment purchases, and customer accommodations including hangars, 
baggage trailers, parking, and modifications within the terminal. Each project had 
independent utility and did not increase or induce an increase in operations at the airport. An 
EIS would be warranted only if these projects were closely related; would automatically 
trigger other actions; could not proceed unless other actions are taken previously or 
simultaneously; are independent parts of a larger action and dependent on the larger action 
for justification; or would likely result in significant environmental impacts that could not be 
reduced through mitigation. These projects were subject to environmental review under 
NEPA and found not to have significant environmental impacts.  
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2  #2 Deborah Sokol  P‐2  The proposed EA is insufficient! The FAA should require that a 
cumulative EIS be done‐ one that measures the effect of TTN 
expansion over the past 20 years. Study the affected areas in PA as 
well. Consider quality of life due to NOISE levels. Consider economic 
effect on property values. Consider Health and Safety impact on 
Bucks and Mercer City. Water, air, sleep, school activities. 

See response to Comment 1.2. 
In accordance with NEPA (See 40 CFR part 1500‐1580 § 1508.25), a cumulative environmental 
review would only be warranted if these projects were closely related; would automatically 
trigger other actions; could not proceed unless other actions are taken previously or 
simultaneously; are independent parts of a larger action and dependent on the larger action 
for justification. In addition, an EIS would only be warranted if the action would likely result in 
significant environmental impacts that could not be reduced through mitigation.  The EA did 
consider the potential impacts on environmental resources, including socioeconomic impacts. 
The FAA has not established a significance threshold for socioeconomics in FAA Order 
1050.1F. However, the FAA does consider the context and intensity of a number of factors. As 
set forth in Section 4.7.1, the EA considered the impacts of the voluntary land acquisition 
program and determined that a significant impact was not expected. Indirect impacts to 
things such as property values, quality of life, and changes to the community character, are 
difficult to measure and often cannot be attributed solely to the airport. Some of these 
changes are subjective, and can result from housing and population growth, changes in 
economic drivers, shifts in demographics, or other such changes.  

3  #3 Debra LeMay  P‐3  I would like a letter stating that my home is no longer part of this 
project, so that when the time comes to sell my house, I will not be 
negatively impacted by potential buyers by the prior notices 
indicating that my home is located in an RPZ and my home was to be 
acquired by the County and the airport. 
 
This letter also must delineate the term that this in effect for. 
Whether 10 years, 20 years, whatever envisioned time is this will be 
in effect. 

Informational packets were made available at the public meeting held on November 27, 2018 
for property owner’s use. These packets included a summary sheet identifying whether the 
property owner's parcel is included in the Final Project limits or not, and a graphic was 
prepared for each parcel as well. This information will be mailed out to you for your use.  
 
According to the informational packet prepared for your parcel, FAR Part 77 transitional 
surface obstructions were identified on your property (i.e., trees and residential home).  Since 
your property is not located in the RPZ and does not contain critical obstructions that would 
negatively affect airport operations, acquisition and the removal of trees of your property 
and the removal of trees is not part of the Final Project and the County will not be acquiring 
your property.   
 

4  #4 Joe Hedge  P‐4 
P‐5 (Attachment) 

Two or three layer trees just off my back property appear/will be 
taken down. May I have replacement trees placed on my property? 
Please see attachment  

Chapter 4, Section 4.8 has been updated to include replacement planting on state parcels to 
maintain a screen of trees between the airport and residential properties (page 4‐49). 

5.1  #5 M. Stanford  P‐6, P‐7  I have lived in this community for over 30 years, my husband close to 
40 years. The airport was fine all this time, planes flying over the 
"corn fields" ‐ flying straight out from the runways. There was no 
problem at this point. Recently the planes have been flying over the 
houses ‐ why? 

This Environmental Assessment considered impacts from obstruction removal which will not 
affect aircraft flight patterns.  Trenton Mercer Airport has an Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) 
that is responsible for coordinating aircraft traffic flying into and out of the airport from 6:00 
a.m. to 10:00 p.m.  Questions regarding flight patterns should be referred to the ATCT. 

5.2  #5 M. Stanford  P‐7  There is no need for such an extensive or expensive project...You will 
destroy our community west Trenton. 

As stated in Chapter 1, Section 1.4 of the EA, the purpose and need for this project is to 
remove critical obstructions that would negatively affect airport operations, enhance the 
safety of airport operations, and comply with federal design standards and grant assurances 
(pages 1‐4 to 1‐9). 
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5.3  #5 M. Stanford  P‐7  What about the environmental destruction? Your replacement will 
never equal what you have removed. 

As identified in Section 4.8 (pages 4‐47 to 4‐51) replacement plantings with lower growing 
trees will be offered to the residential property owners at a 1:1 ratio, tree replanting will be 
offered to businesses property owners to maintain a screen between the airport and the 
business property, and replacement plantings and landscaping with lower growing trees will 
take place on the golf course property. It is correct that the replacement will not be the same 
as what has been removed. In an effort to minimize potential impacts the amount of trees to 
be removed has been reduced from the original proposed amount of 120 acres of tree 
canopy areas and 241 individual trees to 31 acres of tree canopy areas and 10 individual 
trees. This is a reduction of 74% and 95% respectively.  

6.1  #6 Pete Boughton  P‐8   Archaeology: Hope any Native American Artifacts found will be well 
documented, preserved and located on map. 

The EA includes an Avoidance Plan approved by the NJ Historic Preservation Officer (HPO) 
(Appendix J, pages J‐213 to J‐216), the Ewing Historic Preservation Commission (Appendix J, 
page J‐220), and Mercer County (Appendix J, pages J‐218 to J‐221). The Plan includes 
measures to avoid impacts to archeological resources that may be identified (pages 4‐41 to 4‐
42). 

6.2  #6 Pete Boughton  P‐8  Nearby redevelopment: Should be taken into consideration. E.g. the 
Naval site with possible W Trenton bypass for motor vehicle 
traverse. 

As stated in Chapter 4, Section 4.11 of the EA, "in order to determine cumulative impacts to 
the environment, projects occurring within the past three years, ongoing projects, and future 
projects taking place within the next five years were evaluated" (page 4‐79). The Ewing 
Parkway Avenue Redevelopment Plan, January 2013 and Parkway Avenue Redevelopment 
Plan Transportation Study, July 2014 were reviewed regarding redevelopment plans for the 
Naval Site and W. Trenton Bypass for motor vehicles. The plans for the Naval Site and W. 
Trenton Bypass are conceptual at this time (for illustrative purposes only) and neither project 
has an approved site plan in place. The Naval Site is designated as a contaminated site and 
area of groundwater contamination by the NJDEP. Since a site plan is not in place and 
environmental cleanup is required before this site can be developed, it is not anticipated that 
the project will take place within the next five years and are not considered reasonably 
foreseeable. The Bypass extends onto Airport property, is contingent upon development of 
the Naval Base site, does not have an approved site plan, and is identified as a mid to long 
range project (i.e., 25 years). Since these plans are not expected to take place within the next 
five years of future projects being evaluated in this EA, a discussion of these projects is not 
included. 
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6.3  #6 Pete Boughton  P‐8  Possible new addition of RR Station along the CSX tracks from 
current W Trenton SEPTA Station should be allotted for. 

The proposal to relocate and link the West Trenton train station and the airport terminal is 
shown in the Parkway Avenue Redevelopment Area Transportation Study, July 2014, and was 
discussed at a presentation given at the Mid‐Jersey Chamber of Commerce. At the meeting, 
Mr. Latini stated, "Ideally, the relocated station would serve as the hub of the proposed NJ 
Transit West Trenton line to New York, but construction of that line will depend on action by 
NJ Transit...What are we going to do with the train station? It’s still a big question...No 
commitment has been made. Relocating the terminal and train station would require major 
outlays by agencies that could take years to secure" (statements made at a presentation at a 
MidJersey Chamber of Commerce meeting, and recorded in Times of Trenton newspaper 
article, February 13, 2013, Emily Brill). Since these plans are not expected to take place within 
the next five years of future projects being evaluated in this EA, they are not considered 
reasonably foreseeable and a discussion of these projects is not included. 

7.1  #7 Rebecca Lynn  P‐9  Where are the trees being planted to replace those that are lost that 
currently filter all the fuels exhaust that’s wasted or take‐off and 
landing. 

The recommended replanting program will take place on the properties that trees are 
removed on. Trees will not be replanted in the RPZ due to safety requirements. In regards to 
possible effects (or no effect) removal of trees will have on filtering emissions, the emission 
standards established by EPA are not dependent on the presence of trees. See Response to 
Comment 5.3 for further information.   

7.2  #7 Rebecca Lynn  P‐9  How are the wetlands going to be preserved? Currently filter and 
keep out and fuel out of the river and canal? 

Chapter 4, Section 4.9 of the EA discusses that no filling of wetlands will take place as part of 
the proposed tree removal (pages 4‐71‐ to 4‐74). It will involve the conversion of forested 
wetlands to shrub‐scrub wetlands. Compensatory mitigation and minimization measures are 
recommended in the EA (pages 4‐72 and 4‐74). 

7.3  #7 Rebecca Lynn  P‐9  There are 31 acres of tress being removed‐ how many acres are 
being replanted? Is it a one for one ratio? 

Chapter 4, Section 4.8 of the EA discusses the visual impacts and the proposed tree replanting 
program.  On the Runway 6 end, 9 individual trees will be replaced at a 1:1 ratio since they 
are located on or adjacent to residential properties.  On the Runway 24 end the acres of tree 
canopy obstructions will not be replaced at a 1:1 ratio.  Rather, screens of trees are proposed 
between the commercial businesses and the airport.  This would involve planting 
approximately 15 individual trees in each area.  The Runway 16 end includes replacement 
plantings and/or landscaping.  Since the Runway 16 end involves removing trees in the golf 
course, the recommended action is to hire a golf course architect to work with the County to 
determine the best replanting plan.  As a result, details for this runway end are not available 
at this time.   See response to Comment 5.3.  



Trenton Mercer Airport ‐ 2019 Response to Public Comments EA for Obstruction Mitigation 

5 
07/05/19 

Comment # Commenter Appendix P 
Page # Comment Response to Comment 

8.1  #8 Susan Herman  P‐11  Tonight's meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at 
"segmentation" at Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), so as to avoid 
conducting an Environmental Impact Statement. You keep breaking 
airport build‐out into many separate projects (whose whole, equals 
large‐scale expansion) and systematically destroying communities 
affected by your unchecked expansion. 

According to 40 CFR § 1508.25 connected actions "are closely related and therefore should be 
discussed in the same impact statement...if they: (i) Automatically trigger other actions which 
may require environmental impact statements. (ii) Cannot or will not proceed unless other 
actions are taken previously or simultaneously. (iii) Are interdependent parts of a larger 
action and depend on the larger action for their justification." Chapter 4, Section 4.11 of the 
EA provides a list of past, present, and future projects for the Airport (pages 4‐80). The 
current EA addresses incompatible land uses in the RPZs and obstructions to navigable 
airspace. This action is an independent, stand‐alone project that is not dependent on other 
airport projects as identified in Table 4.10 (page 4‐80) for the next project to take place, nor 
do any of the projects in Table 4.10 depend on the RPZ and Obstruction mitigation action for 
their justification. The RPZ and Obstruction Mitigation project enhances the safety of airport 
operations (see response to Comment 1.2), while the projects identified in Table 4.10 are 
pavement rehabilitation projects, and building construction projects (i.e., SRE building, Air 
Traffic Control Tower, and new terminal building). 

8.2  #8 Susan Herman  P‐12  You have ignored pleas from neighboring impacted communities to 
work with them to find ways to mitigate the negative impacts of the 
airport. They have asked only that you be a responsible neighbor 
and operate within the spirit of the law.  

Comment noted. The purpose of this EA was to evaluate the environmental impacts of the 
airport’s proposed removal of critical obstructions in an effort to enhance the safety of 
aircraft operations. 
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8.3  #8 Susan Herman  P‐12  WHAT IS NEEDED is an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that 
measures the cumulative effects of (a) the improvements that TTN 
has done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS (b) the 
improvements in the current Master Plan. The Cumulative EIS 
should: 
• Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has 
done incrementally 
over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements in the current 
Master Plan 
• Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all 
other affected areas in 
NJ and PA 
• Consider changes to the character and reputation of our 
communities 
• Consider quality of life due to noise levels 
• Include health & safety within our community due to air, water, 
land and noise 
pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; and disruptions to 
school activities 
• Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property 
values 
• Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems 
including the Delaware 
River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, wildlife, and farmlands 
• Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the 
economically‐ disadvantaged in Ewing) who are losing homes being 
purchased by the airport or having trees cut down 
for this expansion (the current Master Plan) 
• Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected 
areas in NJ & PA 

See response to Comments 1.2 and 2.0. 

8.4  #8 Susan Herman  P‐12  Exhibit that was submitted, include a 38 page written comment 
submission at 10/23/18 mercer county public scoping meeting for 
construction of a proposed passenger terminal building. Comments 
are related Construction of a Proposed Passenger Terminal and TTN 
Master Plan. 

The exhibit has been incorporated into Appendix P as part of the public comments (Appendix 
P, pages P‐15 to P‐57). The EA for RPZ and Obstruction Mitigation analyzed environmental 
impacts from the proposed project and also discussed the cumulative impacts of past, 
present, and reasonably foreseeable projects. 

9  #9 Joan Haldenstein  P‐59  The comment consisted of a link to the New York Times Article How 
Pollution Can Hurt the Heath of the Economy 

Comment noted. 
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10.1  #10 Glen Schostak  P‐62  What is the reason that the FAA has decided to review the runway 
protection zone and obstruction mitigation? You responded at the 
meeting this is a normal review and TTN is just part of the program. 

The FAA typically requires an obstruction evaluation be completed at an airport every 10‐15 
years. An obstruction evaluation had not been done at the Trenton Mercer Airport for over 
10 years. As a result, FAA funding was provided and an RPZ and Obstruction Evaluation was 
completed in 2015. Obstruction removal is considered a safety project (see response to 
Comment 1.2). 49 USC § 47101 lists the policy directives and aviation priorities of the United 
States. These priorities include providing a safe and secure airport and airway system. In 
addition an FAA Memorandum dated August 18, 2015 states "a core part of the Office of 
Airport's (ARP) mission is to help maintain and enhance the safety, capacity and efficiency of 
airports. ARP is responsible for working with the nation’s federally obligated airports to 
ensure approach and departure surfaces are clear of obstacles to ensure safety and to 
optimize the full capability of the runway without restrictions".  

10.2  #10 Glen Schostak  P‐62  When I asked if this has anything to do with the size of commercial 
aircraft landing and taking off at TTN (Frontier Airlines) and/or the 
proposed expansion of the terminal and/or the increase of Frontier 
flights currently landing and taking off and the projected increase of 
flights over the next ten years, you again responded this a FAA 
review and not specifically related to the increase of commercial 
traffic or plane size. 

This is a safety project to clear obstructions to the critical runway approach and departure 
surfaces.  Clear runway approach and departure surfaces are needed regardless of aircraft 
type, number of operations, or terminal requirements. Comments related to the new 
terminal building can be submitted to Trenton@mjinc.com. 

11.1  #11 Amy Preston 
#12 Andrea Conti 
#14 John and Barbara Krivda 
#15 Beth Cauley 
#16 Bill Clarke 
#17 Bobby Hoechner 
#18 Bruce Hoechner 
#19 Carol Townsend 
#20 Cheryl and Norm 
Bubenheimer 
#21 Clifford Heaton 
#1 David Sokol 
#2 Deborah Sokol 
#23 Donald Nikles 
#24 Donald Wilcox 
#25 Eileen Killeen 
#26 Holly Bussey 

P‐63, 64 
P‐65, 66 
P‐75, 76 
P‐77 
P‐79, 80 
P‐82, 83 
P‐84, 85 
P‐86, 87 
P‐88, 89 
P‐91, 92 
P‐96, 97 
P‐98, 99 
P‐100, 101 
P‐103, 104 
P‐105, 106 
P‐108, 109 
P‐113, 114 

On November 27, 2018 there was a separate meeting held to discuss 
another portion of the TTN expansion. This meeting covered an 
entirely different area of airport work and was presented with the 
perspective that impact would be local to those residents living near 
the airport whose trees would be removed. There was little attempt 
to connect that removal of trees and how that would impact the 
overall operation of the airport with respect of its ability to increase 
the number of flights, lower altitudes and frequency. 

The proposed RPZ and Obstruction mitigation project is a safety related project not an airport 
expansion project. As identified in Sections 1.4 and 1.5 of the EA, the purpose and need for 
the project is to address existing incompatible land uses in the RPZ by acquiring six residential 
properties to remove residential structures (i.e., six homes and one garage) and mitigating 
existing critical obstructions that would negatively affect airport operations (pages 1‐4 to 1‐
9). This includes removing trees, installing obstruction lights along a railroad track, lowering a 
utility pole, and land acquisition. It is correct to state that impacts related to the RPZ and 
Obstruction Mitigation project would be local to those residents living near the airport whose 
trees would be removed. Figure 1.7 of the EA identifies the limits of the project limits (page 1‐
10). The proposed tree removal will take place in Ewing Township within 3,000 feet of the 
Runway 6 end, 2,679 feet of the Runway 24 end, 1,000 feet of the Runway 16 end, and 1,846 
feet of the Runway 36 end. Approximately 23.5 acres (81%) of the proposed tree removal 
takes place on airport property and 7.5 acres (19%) will be removed off airport property. The 
removal of trees will not result in an increase in the number of flights, lower altitudes, or 
affect the frequency of flights. As stated previously the Proposed Project enhances the safety 
of existing airport operations. See response to Comments 1.1, 17.2, and 18.6 for further 
information. 
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11.2  #27 Ilene Blanton 
#28 James Sinisqalli 
#29 Jeanette Szymanski 
#30 Judith Clarke 
#31 Judy Hoechner 
#32 Katherine Heaton 
#35 Kevin Cauley 
#36 Lee and Ann Farnham 
#37 Maryann E. O'Mahony 
#38 Maureen Corbett Gross 

P‐115 
P‐117, 118 
P‐119, 120 
P‐121, 122 
P‐123, 124 
P‐135 
P‐137, 138 
P‐139, 140 
P‐141, 142 
P‐143, 144 
P‐145, 146 
 

This meeting appears to be another blatant attempt at 
“segmentation” at Trenton Mercer Airport (TTN), to avoid 
conducting a FULL, expansive Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) 
that would require the entire project be reviewed. TTN and its 
consultants continue to break airport build‐out into many separate 
projects (whose whole, equals large‐scale expansion). The tactic 
systematically presents the overall destruction of communities 
affected by your unchecked expansion.  

See response to Comments 1.1, 1.2, 2.0 and 8.1. 

11.3  #39 Michael J. Rybczynski 
#40 Michaele A. Mikovosky  
#41 Mitchell J. Harris 
#42 Patricia McAleavy 
#44 Phillip Smith 
#47 Robert Moore 
#48 Shelly Tatro 
#49 Pamela Durkalski 
#51 Patricia C. Fletcher 
#52 Glenn Reitmeier 
#53 June Morreale 
#54 Jim Chamberlin 
#56 Richard & Theresa Barrett 

P‐147, 148 
P‐150 
P‐154, 155 
P‐160, 161 
P‐162, 163 
P‐171, 172 
P‐179, 180 
P‐182, 183 
P‐184 to p‐186        
P‐192, 193                
P‐195, 196 

TTN has been incrementally expanding the airport for well over 20+ 
years under the radar screen, so as to avoid conducting an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). WHAT IS NEEDED is an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) that measures the cumulative 
effects of (a) the improvements that TTN has done incrementally 
over the past 20+ PLUS (b) the improvements in the current Master 
Plan. The Cumulative EIS should: 
‐ Measure the cumulative effects of the improvements that TTN has 
done incrementally over the past 20+ years PLUS the improvements 
in the current Master Plan 
‐ Study beyond the area adjacent to the airport and includes all 
other affected areas in NJ and PA 
‐ Consider changes to the character and reputation of our 
communities 
‐ Consider quality of life due to noise levels 
‐ Include health & safety within our community due to air water, 
land and noise pollution; vibration damage; disruptions to sleep; 
and, disruptions to school activities 
‐ Consider the economic impact on our tax base in terms of property 
values 
‐ Consider the negative environmental impact on our ecosystems 
including the Delaware River, the Pennsylvania & Raritan Canals, 
wildlife, and farmlands 
‐ Consider the impacts on Mercer residents (mostly the 
economically‐disadvantaged in Ewing) who are losing homes being 
purchased by the airport or having trees cut down for this expansion 
(the current Master Plan) 
‐ Consider the negative impacts to historic landmarks in affected 
areas in NJ & PA 

See response to Comment 1.2 and 2.0. 
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11.4  TTN continues to defy the recommendation of the FAA in 2006‐‐‐
why? The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) should require that 
the cumulative EIS be done. The FAA document titled "ORDER 
WITHDRAWING Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of Decision 
(FONSI/ROD) dated February 23, 2006 for the Trenton‐Mercer 
Airport (TTN) Terminal Replacement and Other Projects in the 
Capital Improvement Program" clearly states that the FONSI was 
withdrawn because the airport was no longer going to expand the 
terminal. "The analyses of Build Alternative 2 revealed that [that] 
alternative would likely cause [sufficient] noise impacts that would 
require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS)." (Build Alternative 2, the terminal was expanded to 4 gates. 
THIS IS WHAT'S BEING PROPOSED.) 

The Order Withdrawing the FONSI / ROD issued by the FAA on February 23, 2006 was related 
to the EA and Appendices for the Trenton Mercer Airport project titled "Construction of a 
New Replacement Terminal and Other Projects in the TTN Capital Improvement Program" 
that included the construction of a new 44,000 SF terminal building accommodating two 
aircraft gates to replace the existing two‐gate terminal; expanded apron area; realignment of 
existing terminal access road; additional auto parking spaces; demolition and removal of the 
existing Tennis Center, new snow removal equipment and storage building, and taxiway 
improvement plan. 
 
The current EA addresses incompatible land uses in the RPZs and critical obstructions that 
would negatively impact airport operations. This comment is not related to the EA for RPZ 
and Obstruction Mitigation. 

12.1  #13 Anne Chmielewski (same 
comment twice ‐ one set 
submitted to C&S Engineers, 
Inc., one set submitted to 
Mercer County Freeholders) 

P‐68 
P‐72 

Massive loss of 31 acres of trees and loss of habitat for wildlife 
(impact) 

See response to Comment 5.3. 

12.2  #13 Anne Chmielewski (same 
comment twice ‐ one set 
submitted to C&S Engineers, 
Inc., one set submitted to 
Mercer County Freeholders) 

P‐68 
P‐72 

This EA mitigation is extreme and a more ecological approach should 
be taken. Based on the information listed below from Appendix K, 
many of the trees are growing on soil that contains rock. The forest 
self‐modifies due to the nature of vegetation growing on the 
bedrock soil. Most trees die off before reaching significant size. Only 
trees exceeding the height requirement should be removed on a 
case by case basis rather than clear cutting an entire forested area. 

Several measures have been taken to reduce the amount of tree removal being proposed. As 
stated in the response to Comment 5.3, the amount of trees to be removed has been reduced 
from the original amount of 120 acres of tree canopy areas and 241 individual trees to 31 
acres of tree canopy areas and 10 individual trees. This is a reduction of 74% and 95% 
respectively. In addition, the Proposed Project includes using tree removal method 3 ( 
clearing, leaving stumps in place ‐ includes individual trees or tree canopy areas, involves 
cutting the tree trunk to approximately 3 inches from the ground surface, and removal of the 
woody material, leaving understory (with a height of 4 foot or less) intact) (pages 2‐8 and 2‐
9). Lastly, replacement plantings has been proposed to minimize impacts related to the 
proposed tree removal (see response to Comment 5.3). 

12.3  #13 Anne Chmielewski (same 
comment twice ‐ one set 
submitted to C&S Engineers, 
Inc., one set submitted to 
Mercer County Freeholders) 

P‐69 
P‐73 

The RPZ trapezoid on Runway 6 is larger than the RPZ trapezoids on 
the other three runways. It should be the same according to the Air 
Safety and Zoning in NJ. 

The runway protection zone size is determined based on the type of approach to the runway 
end and design standards for RPZs identified in FAA AC 150/5300‐13A, CHG 1, Airport Design. 
The Runway 6 end has a precision instrument approach procedure. Based on a review of AC 
150/5300‐13A, CHG 1, Chapter 3, Section 310 and Table 3‐5, Runway Design Standards 
Matrix, the Runway 6 RPZ should have an inner width of 1,000 feet and outer width of 1,750 
feet and a length of 2,500 feet. The remaining three runway ends have non‐precision 
instrument approaches and the RPZs have an inner width of 500 feet an outer width of 1,010 
feet and a length of 1,700 feet. 
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12.4  #13 Anne Chmielewski (same 
comment twice ‐ one set 
submitted to C&S Engineers, 
Inc., one set submitted to 
Mercer County Freeholders) 

P‐74 
P‐179         

I have not been afforded adequate time to review 4 voluminous 
books documents.  

The public comment period was extended until January 11, 2019 via public notice (Appendix 
O, pages O‐283 to O‐285), email blast (Appendix O, pages O‐253 to O‐270), and letters to 
adjacent property owners (Appendix O, pages O‐247 to O‐251) to provide the public with 
additional time to review and comment on the Draft EA. Additional report volumes were also 
made available at all locations identified in the public notice under document availability to 
further facilitate review of the EA documents (Appendix B, pages B‐185, B‐188, B‐190 to B‐
192D). 

13.1  #22 Dan O'Brien on behalf of 
Senator Steve Santarsiero 
 

P‐94                            As the newly elected State Senator for PA Senate District 10, I am 
writing on behalf of Bucks County residents who will be greatly 
impacted by your Master Plan and proposed Runway Protection 
Zone and Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton‐Mercer Airport. 
 
 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐193 to B‐196). 

13.2  #22 Dan O'Brien on behalf of 
Senator Steve Santarsiero 
 
 

P‐94  Residents are concerned that the creation of a new terminal coupled 
with this planned clearing of local ecosystems will lead to increased 
air traffic and the use of larger jets which will only intensify the 
issues already present. Residents are only asking that the airport 
consider the community's wishes and be accountable for any 
negative impact caused to the surrounding area.  

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐193 to B‐196). 

13.3  #22 Dan O'Brien on behalf of 
Senator Steve Santarsiero 

P‐94  On behalf of the people I will be representing shortly, I am urging 
you to consider the following by conducting an Environmental 
Impact Study to assess the effect the airport's Master Plan and 
expansion proposals have had and will have on the surrounding 
community. Please consider the following: 
‐ The environmental impact of increased air and water pollution 
‐ The economic impact of decreased property values 
‐ The quality of life impact due to increased noise and vibration 
levels disrupting daily community activities 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐193 to B‐196). 

14.1  #33 Katherine Nolan, NJDEP 
 

P‐94  Endangered Non‐game Species Program ‐ The Endangered & Non‐
game Species Program (ENSP) would recommend a timing restriction 
for tree clearing (i.e. no clearing of trees :>:3" DBH from April 1‐Sept 
30) based on confirmed and possible presence of bats of concern.  
 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐197 to B‐201). 
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14.2  #33 Katherine Nolan, NJDEP 
 
 

P‐126  ENSP Program ‐ These surveys do not rule out presence of rare bats ‐ 
and by the time the proposed tree clearing will be done (2020‐
2021+, according to the E.A. "Time Frame For Action" (p. 1‐12)), the 
survey will be 5 years old. According to the USFWS Range‐wide 
Indiana Bat Survey Guidance 
https://www.fws.gov/midwest/Endangered/mam ma ls/in 
ba/survevs/pdf/20 l 8 Ran gewide!BatSurveyGuidelines.pdf (also 
used for Northern long‐eared bat), "Unless otherwise agreed to by 
the USFWS, negative PIA survey results obtained using this guidance 
are valid for a minimum of five years from the completion of the 
survey unless new information (e.g., other nearby surveys) suggest 
otherwise." In addition to the acoustic records collected on‐site by 
Eco‐Tech, the ENSP has recorded abundant little brown bat activity 
on a preserved tract within 5 miles of the airport, and subsequently 
caught a reproductive adult female little brown and a juvenile 
northern long‐eared bat at that location (July 2018; in process of 
being entered into Biotics and Landscape Project), showing that 
maternity colonies of both species are active nearby. Also, by the 
time of the proposed tree clearing at Trenton‐Mercer Airport, the 
little brown, northern long‐eared, and tri‐colored bats will likely 
have been added to NJ's endangered species list (they are currently 
candidates for E listing). 
ENSP believes a time of year restriction on tree clearing is warranted 
for bats. The applicant should double‐check if the USFWS specified 
an "expiration date" on the acoustic survey results at the time of 
consultation; if it was 5 years then the site may need to be re‐
surveyed or at least consulted again with the NJ Field Office.  

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐197 to B‐201). 

14.3  #33 Katherine Nolan, NJDEP  P‐126  ENSP Program ‐ As indicated multiple times in Appendix H, Habitat 
Assessment, tree clearing to protect nesting birds will be done 
between October 31 through March 1 of any given year. NJDFW 
agrees with this restricted time period.  

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐197 to B‐201). 

14.4  #33 Katherine Nolan, NJDEP  P‐127  ENSP Program ‐ Bureau of Freshwater Fisheries would expect little to 
no impact to aquatic resources (West end Shabacunk Creek and 
Unnamed trib. of Delaware River) from this project. Further, please 
see attached letter from the US Fish & Wildlife. 
 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐197 to B‐201). 

14.5  #33 Katherine Nolan, NJDEP  P‐127  Historic and Cultural Resources ‐ Through Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act consultation, the HPO concurred 
with the FAA that the obstruction removal project will have no 
adverse effect on historic properties. Therefore, no additional 
consultation regarding historic and archaeological resources is 
necessary.  

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐197 to B‐201). 
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14.6  #33 Katherine Nolan, NJDEP  P‐127  Division of Land Use Regulation ‐ Based on the information provided, 
the proposed project will require a Flood Hazard Area Individual 
Permit, and a Freshwater Wetlands General Permit No. 9. However, 
if the proposed project goes beyond the thresholds of the general 
permit, then a Freshwater Wetlands Individual Permit will apply.  

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐197 to B‐201). 

14.7  #33 Katherine Nolan, NJDEP  P‐127  Mitigation will be required under both the Freshwater Wetlands 
Protection Act Rules and the Flood Hazard Area Control Act Rules. 
The applicant must follow all timing restrictions set forth for 
fisheries, non‐game species, and any threatened and endangered 
species.  

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐ B‐197 to B‐
201). 

14.8  #33 Katherine Nolan, NJDEP  P‐127  Division of Land Use Regulation, Mitigation ‐ Since the proposed 
project will require both Freshwater Wetlands and Flood Hazard 
Area permits, mitigation will be required for this project. Land Use 
Mitigation recommends further consultation when the applicant 
gets closer to applying for permits.  

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐197 to B‐201). 

14.9  #33 Katherine Nolan, NJDEP  P‐127  Division of Parks and Forestry ‐ Based on the information provided in 
the Environmental Assessment, it is unclear if the No Net Loss 
Program requirements are going to be addressed. In September 
2016, the Department informed C&S Engineers of the requirement 
to address No Net Loss reforestation due to the 23.08 acres of 
deforestation that is proposed on state owned/maintained lands. A 
No Net Loss Reforestation Plan must be submitted and approved by 
the Division of Parks and Forestry prior to any deforestation 
occurring, as per the No Net Loss Compensatory Reforestation Act 
(N.J.S.A B:IL‐14.1 et.seq). 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐197 to B‐201). 

14.10  #33 Katherine Nolan, NJDEP  P‐128  Green Acres ‐ The Green Acres Program reviewed project 
information in April 2017 and determined that the proposed tree 
trimming and removal within the designated flight path would not 
constitute a diversion because FAA/CAA restrictions pre‐date Green 
Acres restrictions on the encumbered properties. Provided that the 
plans for obstruction removal have not moved outside the flight 
path, Green Acres has no further comments on the project. ‐ Should 
project plans change, please contact the Green Acres Program for 
further consultation 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐197 to B‐201). 
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14.11  #33 Katherine Nolan, NJDEP  P‐128  Delaware & Raritan Canal Commission ‐ Based on the information 
provided, the activities proposed, in combination with prior projects 
constructed within the Trenton‐Mercer Airport, will likely result in a 
"major project" under the Delaware and Raritan Canal Commission's 
(DRCC) regulations (See N.J.A.C. 7:45‐1.3) and therefore require 
DRCC authorization prior to construction. The Trenton‐Mercer 
Airport is situated on a ridge between three drainage systems that 
ultimately reach the Delaware River. The western section of the site 
drains into Reeders Creek, the eastern section of the site drains into 
West Branch Shabakunk Creek, which flows into Assunpink Creek 
before reaching the Delaware, and the northern section of the site 
drains toward Jacobs Creek. Several streams leading to each of these 
watersheds cross the site. The site contains a recorded stream 
corridor, previously established under a Memorandum of 
Agreement between the airport and the DRCC. It does not appear 
any of the proposed activities will be located within the recorded 
stream corridor on the airport. However, the scans of both the 
disturbance areas and MOA exhibit are difficult to read and verify. 
Accordingly, the Commission reserves judgement on whether the 
proposed activities intrude into a stream corridor. 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐197 to B‐201). 
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15.1  #34 Eric Shrading, USFWS 
#50 Tina Sirenne, USFWS 
 

P‐131  The Service notes that the proposed project site is located within the 
summer foraging range of the federally listed Indiana bat (Myotis 
sodalis). Indiana bats are federally listed as endangered pursuant to 
the ESA. Indiana bats hibernate in caves and abandoned mine shafts 
from October through April. Between April and August, Indiana bats 
inhabit floodplain, riparian, and upland forests, roosting under loose 
tree bark during the day, and foraging for flying insects in and 
around the tree canopy at night. During these summer months, 
numerous females roost together in maternity colonies. Maternity 
colonies use multiple roosts in both living and dead trees. From late 
August to mid‐November, Indiana bats congregate in the vicinity of 
their hibemacula, building up fat reserves for hibernation. Protection 
oflndiana bats during all phases of their annual life cycle is essential 
to the long term conservation of this species. Threats to the Indiana 
bat include disturbance or killing of hibernating and maternity 
colonies; vandalism and improper gating ofhibernacula; 
fragmentation, degradation, and destruction of forested summer 
habitats; and use of pesticides and other environmental 
contaminants. The Service recommends that any permit be 
conditioned with a tree removal restriction from April 1 to 
September 30 to protect the Indiana bat. The tree removal 
restriction would also protect the federally listed (threatened) 
northern‐long eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis) under the 4(d) rule. 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐202 to B‐204). 

15.2  #34 Eric Shrading, USFWS 
#50 Tina Sirenne, USFWS 
 
 

P‐131 
P‐175 

On October 8, 2015, the Service provided a concurrence with the 
results of summer acoustic surveys conducted during the period of 
August 10 to August 13, 2015 on the subject property and its vicinity. 
No northern long‐eared bats or Indiana bats were positively 
detected during the summer surveys. The grace period to remove 
trees year‐round would have expired on August 13, 2017, but the 
project scaled back the number of acres proposed for removal and 
the acoustic survey effort that was conducted in 2015 had a 
satisfactory level of effort to conclude likely absence of the Indiana 
bat and northern long‐eared bat based on the Service's 2018 
updated survey guidelines. Therefore, following additional 
coordination that took place between July 3 and September 19, 
2018, the Service extended the validity period of the acoustic survey 
results to August 13, 2020, after which the Service must be 
contacted to determine if additional summer surveys will be 
required. 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐202 to B‐204). 
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15.3  #34 Eric Shrading, USFWS 
#50 Tina Sirenne, USFWS 

P‐131 
P‐175 

According to Davis (pers. comm. 2018), the New Jersey Division of 
Fish and Wildlife's Endangered And Nongame Species Program 
(ENSP) has recommended a seasonal restriction on tree removal 
from April 1 to September 30 to protect little brown bats (Myotis 
lucifugus) and tricolored bats (Perimyotis subjlavus) that were 
documented onsite by the 2015 acoustic survey. According to the 
draft EA (Appendix H), the applicant has agreed to remove trees 
outside of the recommended timing restriction. 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐202 to B‐204). 

15.4  #34 Eric Shrading, USFWS 
#50 Tina Sirenne, USFWS 

P‐132 
P‐176 

The project as proposed would remove trees within properties of 
the State's Green Acres Program, requiring mitigation through either 
replanting of replacement trees or monetary compensation. If the 
applicant elects to replant trees, the Service recommends planting 
tree species that provide roost prospects to bat species (list 
enclosed). 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐202 to B‐204). 

16.1  #40 Michaele A. Mikovosky  P‐146  As a homeowner in Lawrenceville, NJ, the noise & vibrations of 
planes overhead at all hours of the day & night. I’m now limited to 
fewer activities I can enjoy both indoors & outdoors because I’m 
being strafed day & night...The noise is indescribably deafening 

Comment noted. This EA considered the environmental impacts of the airport’s proposed RPZ 
and Obstruction Mitigation project, which is not expected to change the noise levels. 

16.2  #40 Michaele A. Mikovosky  P‐146  The airport has muscled its way into peaceful lives. It has destroyed 
my retirement lifestyle, the property value of my dream home, & 
places I could peacefully visit without the thunder of overhead jets.  

Comment noted. This EA considered the environmental impacts of the airport’s proposed RPZ 
and Obstruction Mitigation project, which is not expected to change the noise levels. 

16.3  #40 Michaele A. Mikovosky  P‐146  The proposed loss of additional trees for expansion will decrease the 
natural sound barriers even further.  

Trees and vegetation around airports are more likely to affect sound levels caused by aircraft 
on the ground than when they are in the air.  When airborne aircraft are sufficiently high 
above the ground that trees do not break the line of sight from the listener, the trees provide 
no noise reduction.  When trees do break the line of sight from the listener to an aircraft on 
the ground, a relatively broad area of dense vegetation is required to provide a noticeable 
reduction in sound level.  The FAA does not provide specific guidance on noise reduction 
provided by trees and other vegetation.  The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
attributes approximately one to three decibels of noise reduction for every 100 feet of 
vegetation that is “sufficiently dense to completely block the view along the sound of 
propagation path.”  To provide this level of noise reduction, such vegetation zones must 
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consist of “long, wide regions of heavy…woods and undergrowth, not just individual trees or 
several rows of trees.” 
 
Even when not providing measurable noise reduction, vegetation can influence a listener’s 
perception of the noise environment in other ways.  Trees can provide a visual buffer and 
thereby eliminate a visual reminder of one’s proximity to an airport and other noise source.   
 
The proposed tree removal project involves removing 10 individual trees and one row of 
trees adjacent to residential areas on the Runway 6 end.  As a result, these trees likely do not 
provide a natural sound barrier based on FHWA guidance.  These trees do provide a visual 
buffer between the airport and residential areas.  Since tree replanting is proposed to 
maintain visual screens between residences and the airport (Section 4.8 of EA), and the 
limited tree removal will not result in changes to noise, no impacts related to noise or sound 
are expected.   

17.1  #40 Michaele A. Mikovosky  P‐146  I am writing to formally request that an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) instead be performed. The EIS must cover the 
nearby communities of Yardley Borough and Lower Makefield 
Township. The projected increases in longer‐haul flights and 
passengers will increase air, water, land, and noise pollution as well 
as vibration damage and disruptions to sleep and school activities.  

See response to Comment 1.2, 2.0, and 17.3. 

17.2  #45 Rich Wayne  P‐157  C&S Companies representatives acknowledge that the obstruction 
mitigation will better allow aircraft taking off and landing at TTN to 
start or end a flight at a lower trajectory. 

Based on communications with the FAA Flight Procedures Office (2/15/19), the approach and 
departure procedures will not change as a result of this project.  

17.3  #45 Rich Wayne  P‐157  This may increase safety but it will also enable TTN airlines to start 
commercial service to new, more distant locations. TTN and Frontier 
officials have for years commented with each other online about 
their efforts to get a non‐stop flight to Denver from TTN. They have 
frequently cited obstructions and runway configuration as an 
obstacle. 

No information was provided in regards to the online comments referenced by TTN and 
Frontier officials.  The FAA safety standards require removal of obstructions.   Removing 
obstructions will not change, or enable changes to the runway configuration and airlines use 
at a particular airport is typically based on demand for service.  The runway length available 
at an airport may be a limiting factor to more distant destinations.   

17.4  #45 Rich Wayne  P‐157  These longer flights combined with the Master Plan expansion 
prepared by Urban Engineers and McFarland Johnson will 
fundamentally change the frequency and noise profile of the airport. 
The Master Plan alone will enable passenger enplanements at TTN 
to increase 33 percent between 2020 and 2035. Peak hour 
enplanements will soar 42 percent while airline operations will 
increase 22 percent. 

Comment not related to this EA for RPZ and Obstruction Mitigation. A Master Plan and the 
resulting ALP looks out as far as 20‐years into the future. Whether or not a project shown on 
the ALP ever comes to fruition is dependent on many elements, such as actual airport 
operations and passenger demand, available funding (Federal, state and local), critical aircraft 
type and usage, etc. Many of the projects shown on TTN’s approved ALP may be years away 
from justification or implementation and are therefore not considered reasonably 
foreseeable.  
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17.5  #45 Rich Wayne  P‐157  The Master Plan calls for runway improvements, land acquisition, a 
quintupling of the airport’s terminal and a doubling of jet 
bridges/gates to make the giant increases in plane operations 
possible. These fundamental changes in plane operations coupled 
with longer‐haul flights enabled by obstruction mitigation require a 
formal study of the impact on our communities. 

Comment not related to this EA for RPZ and Obstruction Mitigation. See response to 
Comment 17.4  

17.6  #45 Rich Wayne  P‐157  There is a legal judgment requiring an EIS, according to the FAA’s 
Order Withdrawing a FONSI/ROD dated February 23, 2006. This 
order includes a footnote #3 that states: “The analyses of Build 
Alternative 2 revealed that that alternative would likely cause 
sufficient noise impacts that would require the preparation of an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).” 

See response to Comment 11.4. 

17.7  #45 Rich Wayne  P‐157  Please explain why an EIS has never been performed at TTN in its 
history and why one was not performed in 2012 when the runways 
were replaced and the parking and luggage area enlarged. When 
was the last obstruction audit at TTN? 

Comment not related to this EA for RPZ and Obstruction Mitigation. No response required.  
An EIS would be warranted only if the projects were closely related; would automatically 
trigger other actions; could not proceed unless other actions are taken previously or 
simultaneously; are independent parts of a larger action and dependent on the larger action 
for justification; or would likely result in significant environmental impacts that could not be 
reduced through mitigation. The projects undertaken at TTN had independent utility and did 
not increase or induce an increase in operations at the airport. The projects were also subject 
to environmental review under NEPA and found not to have significant environmental 
impacts.   It has been over 20 years since an obstruction evaluation and associated 
obstruction removal project has taken place at the airport. 

17.8  #45 Rich Wayne  P‐158  FAA order 1050.1f also allows for an airport authority to devise 
remedies to mitigate an action that causes significant impact even if 
an EA is performed instead of an EIS. If you do not perform an EIS, 
please include remedies for the increased noise caused by the extra 
long‐haul flights anticipated between 10pm and 7am. These 
remedies should include: 
‐‐ An earlier but strictly enforced (via fines) curfew for arriving flights 
at 10pm and a cap on the number of departing flights before 7am. 
‐‐ Creation of a funding mechanism to pay for the soundproofing of 
area property owners, especially those closest to the Yardley NAV 
path. 
‐‐ Establish another NAV path that avoids Yardley Borough and the 
Northern half of Lower Makefield Township. This would enable 
distributed takeoffs and landings so that the same house aren’t 
inundated with noise every time. 
‐‐ Establish a higher ceiling for take‐offs so that pilots can get higher 
faster. 

See response to Comments 1.1, 1.2, and 18.6. This project will not result in increases in noise 
or changes in flight paths and therefore, no noise mitigation is required. 
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18.1  #45 Rich Wayne  P‐158  The proposed obstacle removal is not needed for the current airport 
traffic and the presenters at the public meeting were disingenuous 
by implying that the proposal has nothing to do with allowing an 
increase in airport traffic.  

See response to Comment 5.2. 

18.2  #46 Richard Preston  P‐159  Removing trees and houses in the airport vicinity will made a 
substantial change to the take‐off weight (increased fuel load) and 
therefore flyable range of aircraft using the Trenton‐Mercer airport. 
This change will significantly impact the noise levels, pollution 
spread and run‐off associated with airport operations.  

See response to Comments 1.1 and 18.6. The Proposed Project will not affect the take‐off 
weight, fuel load, or range of aircraft using the Trenton Mercer Airport. 

18.3  #46 Richard Preston  P‐159   The airport Is trying to separate many steps in the airport expansion 
without acknowledging that they collectively make for a significant 
impact on the environment, the community, its quality of life and 
housing values. 

See response to Comments 1.2, 2.0, and 8.1. 

18.4  #46 Richard Preston  P‐159  NJ DEP Division of Water Monitoring and Standards Report FIBI512‐
R1 on Shabakunk Creek which is next to the airport was rated as 
having a poor index of biotic Integrity (IBI) score and marginal 
habitat rating. This cause of this poor rating of a Delaware River 
Tributary needs to be understood since it is adjacent and merits an 
environmental impact study regarding the proposed expansion. 

Chapter 4, Section 4.9.1 discusses surface water impacts and recommended mitigation 
measures to minimize impacts and concludes "although there will be limited adverse impacts, 
the Proposed Project will not change the quantity or quality of water of adjacent streams or 
the existing drainage patterns. Mitigation measures will be implemented to control erosion, 
and federal, state, and local regulations and standards will be met" (pages 4‐54 to 4‐55). See 
response to Comment 24.3 for further information.   

18.5  #46 Richard Preston  P‐159  Gold Run near the airport is site AN0107 as referenced in the 
Environmental summary you provided. It was unimpaired in 1992‐
1993 and 1997‐1998, moderately impaired in 2002‐2003 and 
assessed as poor (macroinvertebrate assessment categories 
changed) in 2008. So Gold Run appears to be degrading in water 
quality in relation to aquatic life, but the cause is not clear (which is 
why the watershed is listed as impaired for aquatic life with “cause 
unknown”). Certainly, the degradation of a Delaware Tributary 
adjacent to the airport in the period of significantly increased airport 
use deserves the study associated with an environmental impact 
study. 

Comment noted.  See response to Comments 18.4 and 24.3 for further information. 
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18.6  #46 Richard Preston  P‐159  The actual flight paths used by aircraft are different than those used 
in the noise modeling assessments. Neighborhood residents have 
complained about planes flying over their houses and are told by the 
airport that planes don't fly there or the airport has no control over 
the decisions made by pilots once they are airborne. But it is unfair 
for the noise modeling to not make use of the actual flight paths is 
assessing if there is a noise impact on the neighborhoods. It is also 
unfair for the noise assessments to not take into account the paths 
heavier, larger aircraft will use once the "obstacle mitigation" plan is 
carried out. 
Clearly, lower level flights will mean more noise, and more 
concentrated pollution levels strewn over houses and 
neighborhoods. Please insist that the EIS be carried out before 
approving this project. 

Chapter 3, Section 3.2.10 states "the Proposed Project will not result in an increase the 
number of annual aircraft operations, change the current aircraft fleet mix by introducing 
new aircraft types or categories, or change the current runway threshold locations or 
utilization". As a result, there will be no noise impacts related to the Proposed RPZ and 
Obstruction Mitigation project (page 3‐43).   
 
The approved noise model (AEDT) uses a wide range of inputs such as actual airport runway 
configurations, aircraft operations and/or movements (flight tracks), aircraft types using the 
airport, or aircraft flight characteristics may affect noise levels to develop the cumulative 
noise exposure of individuals to aircraft noise in areas surrounding the airport. The noise 
contours presented in the EA were developed using the AEDT model which is the best 
predictor for current and projects noise contours. 

18.7  #46 Richard Preston  P‐159  Please insist that the EIS be carried out before approving this 
project. 

Comment noted. See Comments 1.2 and 2.0.  

19.1  #46 Richard Preston  P‐159  We have several grievances about your actions during the process 
where the public had the opportunity to review the Draft 
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Runway Protection Zone and 
Obstruction Mitigation Project for Trenton‐Mercer Airport. The first 
grievance is during the public Q&A period at the 11/27/18 public 
meeting, several residents stated to the presenting engineer (Ms. 
McKee) that the Draft EA was not available at the Ewing Library as 
they had been informed it would be. 

The Draft EA (Volumes 1‐4) was mailed to the Ewing Public Library on 11/6/18 (Appendix B, 
page B‐189). The report was received on 11/8/18 at the Reference Desk (Appendix B, page B‐
191). The Draft EA public comment period was extended in order to provide the public with 
additional time to review and comment on the Draft EA (Appendix O, pages O‐283 to O‐285). 
To facilitate public review and availability of the Draft EA, a second copy of the Draft EA was 
mailed to the Ewing Library on 12/18/18 (Appendix B, page B‐190) and the report was 
received on 12/24/18 (Appendix B, page B‐192). 

19.2  #8 Susan Herman  P‐167  During the public Q & A period at the 11/27 /18 Public Meeting, one 
resident stated to Ms. McKee that she went to the Ewing Library in 
the afternoon on 11/27 /18 and the voluminous, 4‐part Draft EA was 
finally available there. 

Comment noted. No response required. 

19.3  #8 Susan Herman  P‐167   During the public Q & A period at the 11/27/18 Public Meeting, one 
well‐informed, active Ewing resident (whose home is heavily 
impacted by Trenton‐Mercer Airport's operation) asked Ms. McKee 
to extend the deadline for submission of comments. The resident 
maintained that the public was given insufficient time to review & 
comment on the Draft EA, considering the Thanksgiving holiday and 
the fact that the Draft EA was not available at the Ewing Library. 
Ms. McKee responded that Trenton‐Mercer Airport ("The Airport") 
had followed regulations. She offered no extension of the deadline. 

See response to Comment 12.4. 



Trenton Mercer Airport ‐ 2019 Response to Public Comments EA for Obstruction Mitigation 

20 
07/05/19 

Comment # Commenter Appendix P 
Page # Comment Response to Comment 

19.5  #8 Susan Herman  P‐167   On 12/7/18, RRTS learned that a member of BRAM (Bucks Residents 
for Responsible Airport Management) had submitted comments to 
the email address stated on the Written Comment Handout 
("Handout") that was distributed at the 11/27/18 Public Meeting. 
The email bounced back, as the handout had an incorrect email 
address on it. The Handout gave this email address: 
ttncs@cscos.com. The correct email address is: ttn.cs@cscos.com 
This error significantly hinders the ability of residents to submit 
comments. Probably many will not comment, as a result of this. 
There has been no attempt on the part of the Airport and its 
consultants to publicize the error and its correction. While we would 
like to think that this was a rare oversight on the part of The Airport, 
we doubt that this Is the case. Over the past 20+ years, The Airport 
has had a documented track record of providing inaccurate 
addresses and limiting notification of meeting dates/times/locations. 

See response to Comment 12.4.  This was an oversight and was remedied by providing an 
extended comment period. 

19.6  #8 Susan Herman 
#53 June Mooreale 

P‐167  On your website(s), you have omitted data and provided Insufficient 
information to enable the public to effectively comment on the Draft 
EA. You have also provided OUTDATED date. 
For example: when you go to the mercercountv.org website and 
then click on "Airport Development" it takes you to the page that 
has links outlined on it for various subject matter. If you click on 
"Appendix E: Noise Report" it redirects you to the Urban Engineers 
website which either cannot connect to their server or it says the 
document is not ready for review. This has been going on for 
months. 

The mercercounty.org website has been updated and a link to the RPZ and Obstruction 
Mitigation project can be accessed directly from the Trenton Mercer Airport / Airport 
Development / Public Documents. This provides a link to the C&S webpage that contains all 
project related documents.  

19.7  #8 Susan Herman  P‐167  Attachment is a 12/5/18 letter from Barbara Lichman to Trenton 
Mercer Airport (Attn: Melinda Montgomery, A.A.E., Airport 
Manager) Re: Comments on Trenton Mercer Airport Intention to: 
File Passenger Facility Charge Notice of Intent 19‐06‐C‐OO‐TTN. 

Attachment has been included in the public comments contained in Appendix P (pages P‐169 
to P‐170). No response required. 

20.1  #8 Susan Herman  P‐168  Are you aware that a large expansion of the Trenton Airport is 
planned? Hopewell and Bucks County residents will suffer from 
unhealthy air and noise pollution. Many are against it. Hopefully 
Gov. Murphy will look Into that and change the location to 
someplace closer to the ocean where the prevailing winds will blow 
off some of the pollution. Fort Dix could be expanded. They say it 
will be as large as LaGuardia Airport. Thank you for your concerns 
with NJ Transportation. We are all concerned with a healthy 
solution. 

Comments not related to the RPZ and Obstruction Mitigation project. No response is 
required. 



Trenton Mercer Airport ‐ 2019 Response to Public Comments EA for Obstruction Mitigation 

21 
07/05/19 

Comment # Commenter Appendix P 
Page # Comment Response to Comment 

20.2  #9 Joan Tarlow Haldenstein  P‐188  Attached letter addressed to Ms. Tarlow Haldenstein from Susan 
Casey‐Lefkowitz. 

Attached letter from NRDC to Ms. Haldenstein regarding transportation as the largest source 
of carbon pollution and driving climate change. Comments not related to the RPZ and 
Obstruction Mitigation project. No response is required. 

21  #52 Joan Tarlow Haldenstein  P‐189  Please do not expand this airport. It has caused such disruption in 
our lives. What once was a quiet lovely place to live has now become 
a take‐off and landing zone for airplanes. So please kindly consider 
leaving well enough alone and do not expand what is already a total 
disaster for those of us living in the flight path. 

Comment noted. No response is required. 

22.1  #55 Duane Love  P‐194  The aircraft noise and frequency of it is horrible.   Comment noted. 

22.2  #57 Ron Cresta  P‐197  If you home is in the flight path the particulates expelled is a very 
real problem. 

Comment noted. 

23.1  #57 Ron Cresta  P‐197  The airport is not in my district, but some of its flights do pass over 
the residents in Bucks County, who have expressed their continued 
concerns regarding the airport's FAA approved master plan. 

Comments noted. No response is required. 

23.2  #58 Congressman Brian 
Fitzpatrick 

P‐198  While Trenton Mercer Airport provides convenient travel for many 
in our community, its expansion by way of apparent segmentation 
over the last 20+ years has failed to prompt any environmental 
assessments. These studies should be performed to determine the 
impact which past, present, and future projects may have on the 
surrounding area. 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐205 to B‐207). 

23.3  #58 Congressman Brian 
Fitzpatrick 

P‐198  While I am aware that the RPZ and Obstruction Mitigation FAQ 
states that this voluntary program is not being implement to 
accommodate projects in the current master plan, there is still 
concern that this program will further pave the way for additional 
segmentation, leading to increased air traffic and use of larger 
planes without the need to perform any environmental impacts 
assessments. 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐205 to B‐207). 
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24.1  #58 Congressman Brian 
Fitzpatrick 

P‐198  We acknowledge the mitigation steps outlined in the Assessment, 
but we are concerned that they are not commensurate with the loss 
of environmental services. Specifically, the Assessment does not fully 
characterize the impacts associated with loss of carbon storage and 
loss of rainfall interception. Overall, we feel that the mitigation 
measures identified do not adequately compensate for the loss of 
services. 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐205 to B‐207). 

24.2  #59 Lia Mastropolo, The 
Watershed Institute 

P‐200  With regard to climate impacts, the Assessment is focused on 
greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) associated with construction‐phase 
equipment operation. However, the loss of carbon storage due to 
tree clearing is not insignificant and should be considered. According 
to the US Forest Service, the average northeast mixed hardwood and 
softwood forest stores approximately 50,000 lbs. of carbon per 
acre1 in mature trees (additional storage is provided by soils and the 
forest understory). The proposed project will result in the loss of 
18.2 acres of upland forest, and 4.2 acres of wetland forest. The loss 
of these 22.4 acres of forest could result in the release of up to 
120,000 lbs. of stored carbon, or 560 tons. Assuming that the 
majority of these trees will not be replaced, the carbon storage 
potential of the site will be reduced by approximately 800 lbs./year1 
for each acre not restored as forest. This estimate does not include 
the additional acreage of tree clearing outside the Upland and 
Wetland Forest regions which results in greater loss of carbon 
storage. 

Comment is noted. The ability of the forested areas to sequester carbon may be affected by 
the removal of mature trees until such a time that mature vegetation is reestablished. As this 
is a federal document, all methodologies must abide by federal guidance. The climate change 
analysis was conducted in accordance with Chapter 3, “Climate” of the FAA guidance 
document 1050.1F – Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures as well as the FAA 
Aviation Emissions and Air Quality Handbook, version 3, Update 1. There is currently no FAA‐
provided methodology for determining the total amount of carbon sequestered by forest 
acreage; the existing models used for other categories (AEDT for aviation sources, MOVES for 
on‐road vehicles, and ACEIT/MOVES for on‐road and construction vehicles) do not have the 
capabilities to calculate carbon sequestration. It should also be noted that both the Council 
on Environmental Quality (CEQ) NEPA and 1050.1F guidance documents state there are no 
thresholds of significance established for greenhouse gas emissions. Therefore, due to the 
lack of established thresholds of significance, impacts to climate change in relation to tree 
removal cannot be determined. 

24.3  #59 Lia Mastropolo, The 
Watershed Institute 

P‐200  The Assessment finds that the effects of tree loss “will not change 
the quantity or quality of adjacent streams”. However, the proposed 
changes in cover will increase the quantity of runoff, reduce 
infiltration to groundwater, and increase the load of nutrients and 
suspended sediment delivered to downstream water bodies. The 
runoff curve number, an accepted coefficient used to describe 
imperviousness, would increase across the cleared area. These 
changes will directly affect the quality and quantity of rainfall runoff 
from the project site. Furthermore, the project will encroach on 
FEMA floodways and floodplains and state flood hazard areas, as 
well as the riparian zones of multiple streams. The Assessment must 
provide an analysis of the water quality and quantity impacts 
associated with these changes. 

As identified in the response to Comment 24.6, approximately 3.47 acres of wooded upland 
forest will be converted to maintained grassland while 14.13 will be converted to early 
successional upland field. This substantially reduces the area of tree loss and early upland 
successional field will result in a substantially lower runoff curve number than mowed turf 
grass. As identified in Section 4.12, numerous permits, licenses, reviews and approvals are 
required for the Proposed Project, and will involve coordination with a number of agencies 
including NJDEP, Mercer County Soil and Water Conservation District, and the Delaware and 
Raritan Canal Commission regarding water quality and quantity (see pages 4‐86 to 4‐88). In 
addition, Section 4.9.1 states that "mitigation measures will be implemented to control 
erosion, and federal, state, and local regulations and standards will be met" (see page 4‐55).   
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24.4  #59 Lia Mastropolo, The 
Watershed Institute 

P‐201  According to the National Tree Benefit Calculator, a single red maple 
tree of 8 inches diameter intercepts approximately 962 gallons of 
stormwater per year. Generalizing with the assumption that there 
may be approximately 50 trees of similar size and capacity per acre, 
the current stormwater interception provided by 30.7 wooded acres 
could be approximately 1,476,670 gallons per year. This volume is 
equal to the runoff from 42 acres of impervious surface during a 
single one‐year storm event. This highlights the need for the 
Assessment to further analyze this issue and to fully quantify these 
impacts. Using the forest characterization data already collected, the 
Assessment should include an estimate of stormwater interception 
that will be lost, and include this information in the determination of 
net impact to streams. It is impossible to expect that the proposed 
tree removal will not affect downstream conditions.  

See response to Comment 24.3. The commenter’s comparison of annual runoff volume from 
pre‐ to post‐project conditions does not assess the ability of receiving watercourses to safely 
convey runoff downstream. Post‐project runoff volume will be substantially reduced due to 
forested upland being converted to early successional upland field rather than turf grass. The 
revised increase in runoff will be insignificant. 
 
Section 4.9.1 of the EA contains an analysis of surface water impacts. The analysis 
acknowledges the project will increase stormwater runoff, but a number of mitigation 
measures will be employed to minimize stormwater impacts, including reducing the original 
proposed tree removals, limiting grading, revegetation of disturbed areas, tree re‐planting, 
and compliance with NJ’s stormwater management rules. The EA ultimately determined the 
project’s impacts will not exceed the FAA’s significance thresholds. 

24.5  #59 Lia Mastropolo, The 
Watershed Institute 

P‐201  The Assessment finds that the proposed project area includes 
habitat for multiple species of federally and state‐listed threatened 
and endangered species, and proposes to minimize impacts 
primarily by limiting the tree clearing schedule. In addition, the 
Habitat Assessment performed by C&S Engineers found that the 
project area includes foraging, travel corridor, and possible 
maternity habitat for little brown bats, a species that is being 
reviewed for listing under the Endangered Species Act. This 
information should be discussed in the body of the Assessment in 
sections 3.22 and 4.3. Furthermore, the Assessment should address 
the permanent loss of habitat for these species, and integrate this 
information into the suggested mitigation measures.  

A discussion of the Little brown bat has been included in Chapter 3, Section 3.2.2 and Chapter 
4, Section 4.3 of the EA Report (see pages 3‐15, 4‐18, and 4‐20). This discussion includes 
communications with the USFWS that stated "to prevent injury or death to individual little 
brown bats that may roost in the footprint of the project, the Service recommends a time‐of‐
year restriction on tree clearing activities. The recommended time‐of‐year restriction on tree 
clearing activities (any trees ≥5” diameter at breast height is from April 1 to September 30” 
(see page 4‐18 and Appendix G, pages G‐72 to G‐73). The recommended measures are 
included in the mitigation measures identified on page 4‐20. Further follow up with USFWS 
will take place during project design, if USFWS identifies any additional impacts or 
recommended measures they will be addressed at that time. 
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24.6  #59 Lia Mastropolo, The 
Watershed Institute 

P‐201  The Assessment describes opportunities to mitigate impacts, many 
of which involve various alternative methods of tree clearing or 
cutting. For example, in wetland and transition areas, the project 
proposes to leave the stumps of cut trees in place in order to 
minimize disturbance. Wetland disturbances will be further 
mitigated off‐site. In some areas, a small number of trees will be 
replaced. However, these measures are not sufficient to mitigate the 
loss of ecosystem services provided by 30+ wooded acres that 
include floodways, riparian zones, and threatened and endangered 
species habitat. We suggest a holistic, onsite approach to mitigation 
whereby the lost vegetation can be replaced with native shrub/scrub 
and meadow vegetation of the height and character needed to 
conform with runway obstruction safety standards in the long term. 
This will provide for partial mitigation on site while additional 
mitigation can occur offsite. For example, cleared forested areas 
could be restored to low‐growing shrub/scrub habitat that will meet 
maximum height requirements at maturity. Areas that have been 
identified for conversion to “maintained grassland” should be 
converted to native meadow, which requires significantly less 
maintenance than lawn and would easily meet all height restrictions. 
This approach would improve long‐term carbon storage and 
stormwater interception, and increase wildlife habitat while allowing 
for the safe protection of runway zones. This work should not 
replace offsite mitigation; rather, mitigation through local wetland 
banks or other restoration practices should be done concurrently.  

Figure 4.2 and Table 4.4 have been updated. Maintained grassland and early successional 
upland field were combined under impacts and have now been separated. Of the 17.6 acres 
that will be impacted, only 3.47 acres will be converted to maintained grassland while 14.13 
will be converted to early successional upland field (see pages 4‐14 and 4‐16). FAA Advisory 
Circular 150/5200‐33B, Hazardous Wildlife Attractants on or Near Airport, states that "the 
FAA recommends a distance of 5 statute miles between the farthest edge of the airport’s 
AOA and the hazardous wildlife attractant if the attractant could cause hazardous wildlife 
movement into or across the approach or departure airspace... Airport operators should 
ensure that plant varieties attractive to hazardous wildlife are not used on the airport". As a 
result, it is important for safety that the Airport have the ability to maintain vegetation within 
the approach/departure surfaces to prevent wildlife attractants. Areas that are outside the 
limits of sensitive environmental areas (i.e., wetlands, riparian zones, flood hazard areas) will 
be maintained by mowing turf grassed areas and brush hogging early successional upland 
field to prevent wildlife hazards. Replanting with native shrub/scrub and meadow vegetation 
would be a wildlife attractant and not comply with requirements of FAA AC 150/5200‐33B. 

24.7  #59 Lia Mastropolo, The 
Watershed Institute 

P‐202  The proposed mitigation efforts are insufficient and miss a 
significant opportunity to restore ecological functions that benefit 
the Township of Ewing and Mercer County. 

Comment noted. See response to comment 24.6 for further information. 
 
Required mitigation was coordinated with, and approved by, the state and/or federal 
resources agency with expertise and jurisdiction over the resource. 

25.1  #59 Lia Mastropolo, The 
Watershed Institute 

P‐202  The RPZ trapezoid off Runway 6 is larger than the RPZ trapezoids off 
the three other runways. It should be the same size as the trapezoids 
off the other runways. The regulations of the State of NJ as set forth 
in the NJ Administrative Code define the measurements for the 
runway trapezoids.  

See response to Comment 12.3. 
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25.2  #13 Anne Chmielewski  P‐204  The new instrument approach equipment approved by the Mercer 
County Freeholders in June, 2016 should have been fully vetted by 
the National Airport Planning and Environmental Division, APP‐400 
“(who will coordinate with the Airport Engineering Division, AAS‐I 
OO).” If the prescribed process was followed as set forth in the 
Interim Policy, than Alternative Analysis would have provided a 
method to define an RFZ that would not impact on pre‐existing land 
use (such as residences). It is clear that the alternative Analysis was 
not fully followed which resulted in impact on residences in the 
vicinity of Runway 6.  

Based on a review of the Mercer County Freeholders meeting agenda from June 9, 2016, the 
Board did not approve new instrument approach equipment they "authorized the execution 
of a Memorandum of Agreement with the USDOT, FAA, for use of land for various 
navigational and visual aids installed at Trenton Mercer Airport". This is related to existing 
navigational and visual aids that are owned, operated, and maintained by the FAA. It does not 
pertain to new instrument equipment or changes to the equipment. As a result, the 
requirements of the RPZ Interim Policy Guidance are not applicable. 

26.1  #13 Anne Chmielewski  P‐206  About 1 and 1/2 ago, a public hearing was held where it was 
portended that Homes close to the runway of a commercial airport 
would be bought out due to environmental impacts. This didn't 
happen and the only properties being purchased are cemetery plots 
and NJ state property. You have made my house very difficult to sell 
because of misleading information put forward by Mercer County. 

Chapter 2, Section 2.2 identifies that numerous project areas were considered. "Based on an 
evaluation of the nine project areas (see Appendix E, pages E‐61 to E‐85) and 
communications with the FAA, a Final Project Area (i.e., a reduced version of Project Area 7) 
was selected, taking into account that not all obstructions identified would negatively affect 
airport operations...” The Final Project addresses critical obstructions that would affect 
instrument approach procedures, navigational aids, runway length available for landing, or 
the ability of commercial service to continue operations at the airport and residential 
structures in the Runway Protection Zone (six residential homes and one garage).  Some 
residential homes were identified earlier in the project for acquisition, however, if the homes 
did not negatively affect airport operations, they were not included in the Final Project.  At 
the public meeting held on November 27, 2018, tables were set up to meet one on one with 
property owners to discuss whether their property was included in the Final Project and 
provide informational packets for the property owner's use.  

26.2  #60 R. Kurisko  P‐208  The most sensitive environmental receptors, namely people, weren't 
even considered in this supposed "environmental assessment". 

Comment noted. No response is required. 
Removal of obstructions will not alter the noise levels or the areas of incompatible land use. 
The EA considered socioeconomic impacts of the proposed action in Section 4.7. In addition, 
public input was invited and has been considered as part of the EA process. 

26.3  #60 R. Kurisko  P‐208  No noise levels were recorded, no air pollution information was 
compiled, and no interviews were conducted for this environmental 
assessment. 

Chapter 3, Section 3.2.10 states since "the Proposed Project will not result in an increase the 
number of annual aircraft operations, change the current aircraft fleet mix by introducing 
new aircraft types or categories, or change the current runway threshold locations or 
utilization. As a result, a noise analysis was not conducted. Prior noise contours were 
provided for informational purposes only (see page 4‐43). An air quality analysis was 
conducted in conformance with the FAA's Air Quality Handbook as part of the EA (see 
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Chapter 4, Section 4.2.1 and Appendix N). Interviews are not required as part of the 
environmental assessment. 

26.4  #60 R. Kurisko  P‐208  This is a joke, especially considering the fact that Mercer County was 
allocated 4.5 million dollars to purchase residential homes 
surrounding the airport. 

Comment noted.  The County did set aside money for the voluntary land acquisition program 
(avigation easements and fee simple acquisition of residential homes).  As required by the 
FAA, the County is responsible to obtain appraisals and acquire land then the FAA reimburses 
the County after land acquisition is complete.  The County has not taken any action at this 
time to acquire easements or residential homes.  This will take place after the EA for RPZ and 
Obstruction Mitigation is complete and the FAA issues a determination. At that time affected 
property owners will be contacted to determine if they would like to participate in the 
voluntary land acquisition program.   

26.5  #60 R. Kurisko  P‐208  Where are commercial airplanes allowed to take off within 200 feet 
of the property line of a residential neighborhood anywhere in the 
United States not just New Jersey but at this airport! 

Comments not related to the RPZ and Obstruction Mitigation project. No response is 
required. Many areas throughout the nation have residential communities in the vicinity of an 
airport.  There are no homes within 200 feet of aircraft departing from TTN.  

26.6  #60 R. Kurisko  P‐208  Do the right thing and buy out our houses or I'm going to the press 
and provide all kinds of relevant information to this situation and 
they are going to have a field day. 

Comments noted.   Nine project areas were initially considered to address obstructions to 
protected airspace surfaces at the airport.  As discussed in Section 2.2 of the EA, a final 
project area was selected, taking into account that not all obstructions identified would 
negatively affect airport operations. The final project area was selected based on the 
following: 
 

 Actual effect/benefit of removing obstructions on airport operations—obstructions 
that affect instrument approach procedures, navigational aids, runway length 
available for landing, or the ability of commercial service to continue operations at 
the airport are addressed. 

 Safety—enhances safety of airport operations by addressing critical obstructions and 
residential structures in the RPZs (six homes and one garage). 

 Potential environmental impacts—least environmental impacts of all project areas 
considered. 

•  Need to maintain existing runway length for operational purposes 
•  Impacts to the community—least amount of land acquisition and residential 

relocation, least amount of obstruction removal on private parcels 
27.1  #43 Rep Perry Warren  P‐152  The "segmentation" of the project is evidenced by the separate 

public meetings conducted by the Trenton‐Mercer Airport. Indeed, 
the Notice of the November 27, 2018 "Public Meeting Environmental 
Assessment for the Runway Protection Zone and Obstruction 
Mitigation Project for Trenton Mercer Airport" contains the 
parenthetical "(This is not the Terminal EA or Airport Master Plan 
Project.)" Neither the public meetings nor the environmental 
assessments should be conducted in a vacuum. Rather, the 
assessment ought to be of all of the proposed project(s) without 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐208 to B‐210). 
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segmentation. Our residents are affected by the entirety of the past, 
present and proposed future expansion of the airport and its 
operations and by the off‐airport projects. 
 

27.2  #43 Rep Perry Warren  P‐152  I join the Lower Makefield Township Board of Supervisors and the 
stakeholder organizations and other members of our community in 
requesting a more holistic evaluation, such as an Environmental 
Impact Statement, with respect to the totality of the past, present 
and future expansion of the airport and the airport's operations and 
of the off‐airport projects. Only through such a holistic lens and 
examination can the actual cumulative impact of the Trenton‐
Mercer Airport upon our community and its residents be accurately 
assessed and any negative impact mitigated or eliminated. 
 

Comments addressed in letter dated June 17, 2019 (see Appendix B, pages B‐208 to B‐210). 
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