Airport Feasibility Study

James City County

Response to September 12, 2008 DOAV Comments on Draft 2 

	DOAV Comment
	Response

	1. Page 3-14.  The narrative states that the Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport is eligible for funding through one of the Commonwealth’ Aviation Special Fund.  While this is correct, the funding the Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport receives through this fund are maintenance, equipment and security related. All capital improvement projects are funded through the Commonwealth Airport Fund.  Please revise the text accordingly.
	1. The text in the Study will be revised.

	2. Page 3-12 states that the existing Williamsburg-Jamestown Airport would be eligible for federal funding if the airport is designated as a NPIAS (National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems) facility. The text should also note that inclusion into the NPIAS is not a foregone conclusion.  Lack of federal participation in capital improvement projects can greatly increase local costs.
	2.  The text in the Study will be revised.

	3. Pages 4-15, 4-17 and 4-18 recommend modifications to standards (MOS) for runway/taxiway separation, runway object free area width and the taxiway safety area width respectively.  If these modifications to standards are necessary to meet federal requirements, it would seem that an attempt to convince the Federal Aviation Administration to include the existing airport in the NPIAS would be a difficult task.  If, at the conclusion of this study, the County opts to pursue becoming an airport sponsor, they must also ask themselves if they would be willing to do so if federal inclusion into the NPIAS is not feasible.  Alternative B on Page 5-1 implies that local acquisition is only feasible if there is federal participation.


	3.  As shown on Table 4-17 (page 4-24) of the Study, there were only two modification of standards recommended, and they both related to the small section of the parallel taxiway at the approach end of Runway 31.  In subsequent discussions with the FAA, it was indicated that it would also be acceptable to them to close that section of the taxiway.  That is a viable option since a full parallel taxiway is not required by the FAA.  Further, a full length parallel taxiway at the proper separation distance could be evaluated as a part of a full Master Plan update.



	4. Page 5-13.  Although the Citizen Airport Committee will be making the final recommendation to the James City County Board of Supervisors, the Virginia Department of Aviation would like a detailed narrative summary of the results of the matrix.  This summary should include a description of the ranking of the alternatives based on the score/rating and an interpretation of what that really means.  An example would be, if the study resulted in Alternative B or Alternative C scoring/ ranking the highest, the localities next step would be a site selection study.
	4.  A brief summary will be developed.

	5. An additional attachment should be included in the Study.  Once the final report is prepared for the Citizen Airport Committee (CAC) a copy of the final written recommendation to the Board of Supervisors should be included.
	5.  “Attachment 1-E – Community Airport Committee (CAC) Recommendations” will be added to the Table of Contents.  A separate tab for this Attachment will be included in the Final Study.
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