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Ekwok Airport Rehabilitation 
Agency Coordination Log 

Correspondence to Agencies Subject Date Pages

Agency Coordination Letter and Mail List  07/24/02 32-41

Alaska Dept. of Natural Resources / 

Cynthia Zuelow-Osborne 
Coastal Project Questionnaire 05/07/03 3-10

*Bureau of Indian Affairs / Ricky Hoff, 

Regional Archaeologist 
Archaeological Clearance 08/28/02 23

*Ekwok Village Council / Fred Tom Hurley, Jr. Tribal Consultation 07/19/02 22

Environmental Protection Agency / Tribal 

Solid Waste Interagency Workgroup 

Village Proposal to Relocate 

Sanitary Landfill 
01/13/03 17

State Historic Preservation Office / 

Judith Bittner 

Request for Determination of No 

Historic Properties Affected 
09/19/02 20-28

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers / Dennis Stone Jurisdictional Determination Request 12/03/02 19

U.S. Dept. of Agriculture – Wildlife Services / 

Corey Rossi 

Copy of 7/24/02 Agency Scoping 

Letter
01/21/03 12-16

*included as attachment to 9/19/02 SHPO letter

    

Agency / Person Replying Subject Date Pages

Alaska Dept. of Environmental Conservation / 

Jim Frechione 

Environmental Status of Historic 

Landfill
09/09/03 2

Alaska Dept. of Fish & Game / Wayne Dolezal Scoping Comments 08/27/02 30

Alaska Dept. of Transportation and Public 

Facilities / David Eberle 
Air & Water Quality Certification 04/11/03 11

Alaska Div. of Governmental Coordination / 

Cynthia Zuelow-Osborne 
Scoping Comments 08/05/02 31

State Historic Preservation Office / 

Judith Bittner 
No Historic Properties Affected 10/08/02 21

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers / Dennis Stone 
Jurisdictional Determination – No 

Section 404 Permit Required 
12/17/02 18-19

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers / Dennis Stone 
Response to Request for Permit 

Information 
08/13/02 30

U.S. Dept. of Agriculture – Wildlife Services / 

Corey Rossi 
Wildlife Hazard Assessment 09/05/03 Appendix G

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service – Ecological 

Services / Ann Rappoport 
Scoping Comments 09/12/02 29

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service / Phil Brna Bald Eagle Survey 09/22/03 1

Agency Scoping Meeting  08/13/02 42-45
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Anchorage 
Fairbanks

MEETING MINUTES 

Location Anchorage, AK Date August 13, 2002 

PDC # 

State # 

Name 

F02009 

55377 

Ekwok Airport Rehabilitation 

Attendees Don Baxter, ADOT&PF 
Brian Hanson, ADOT&PF 
Dan Golden, 

ADOT&PF Environmental 
John Fritz, 

ADOT&PF Geology 
Dennis Stone, COE 

Don Perrin, DGC 
Donna Robertson, 

Harding ESE 
Ron Gebhart, PDC 
Ken Risse, PDC 
Neil Stichert, USF&WS 

Minutes 
Prepared

August 16, 2002 
by Ken Risse 

Subject Agency Meeting 

OVERVIEW 

This meeting was held between members of the Ekwok Airport Rehabilitation project team and 
representatives of several governmental regulatory agencies.  Project team members present were 
Don Baxter, Brian Hanson, Dan Golden, and John Fritz of the Alaska Department of Transportation and 
Public Facilities (ADOT&PF); Ron Gebhart and Ken Risse of PDC, Inc. Consulting Engineers; and 
Donna Robertson of Harding ESE.  Agency representatives in attendance were Don Perrin, Alaska 
Division of Governmental Coordination (DGC); Dennis Stone, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE), 
and Neil Stichert, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USF&WS). 

The purpose of the meeting was to introduce the project to the agencies, present the preliminary design 
alternatives, and allow the agencies to discuss their initial questions, comments, and/or concerns with 
the project team.  Presentation materials used in the meeting included an aerial photo of Ekwok, full- 
and half-size drawings of the design alternatives, a handout defining relevant airport terms and 
acronyms, and copies of the meeting agenda. 

MEETING NOTES 

Project and Staff Introductions

Don Baxter introduced the project and described the need for the project and its history to date.  The 
current budget for the project is $4.9 million. 

Ken Risse listed the project team: 
PDC, Inc. – Design 
Harding ESE – Environmental Consultant 
McClintock Land Associates – Surveying 
Brooks and Associates – Public Involvement 
Dryden Instrumentation – Wind Data Collection 

Ken presented the project's purpose and need and the facility requirements, as follows: 
The airport is the only reliable year-round transportation linking the community to the rest of the 
state.  There are no roads connecting the community to any other settled area. 
The runway has lost most, if not all, of its surfacing material. 
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Drainage is poor, and there are numerous times when the airport is unusable during spring break-up. 
Currently without lighting; during the winter when daylight is at a minimum, airport operations are 
severely limited. 
The short length and poor surface conditions of the runway contribute to reduced service and limit 
emergency medical evacuations and support of the Alaska State Troopers. 
The Alaska Aviation System Plan (AASP) addresses the needs of community airports in its 
recommendations for airport improvements to bring all community airports up to a minimum 
standard.  Ekwok Airport improvements will provide for an airport reference code (ARC) of B-II 
(defined in the Airport Definitions handout attached to the agenda.) 
Facility requirements will be based on the airport B-II designation with a runway of 3,300' as 
recommended in the Southwest Alaska Regional Transportation Plan. 

Presentation of Alternatives

Ken Risse presented the alternatives developed to meet the project's purpose and need, describing the 
advantages and disadvantages of each.  All of the alternatives were designed for a B-II facility with a 
3,300' runway length.  All of the alternatives except A-1 were designed to provide for Non-Precision 
Instrument GPS approaches.  For the purposes of estimating property requirements, it was assumed 
that the tree height in the vicinity could reach 35' above the runway elevation.  Property limits were 
shown to provide for clearing of trees from the airspace. 

Alternative A – Extend Existing Alignment

Advantages: 
Reuse of existing area and nearly all of the embankment. 
Smallest footprint of the alternatives that support GPS approaches:  145 acres are shown within 
airport boundary, including 79 acres of existing airport property. 
Existing orientation has been described by pilots as OK for winds, although there are crosswinds. 
Estimated to have the lowest cost of the alternatives that support GPS approaches. 

Disadvantages: 
Apron on opposite side of most of the community; encourages trespass runway crossings. 
Property acquisitions for the boundary shown will affect about 21 properties. 
Drainage from the southwest end of the runway may require ditching back to the existing ditch 
system to the old borrow pit.  No clear drainage pattern flowing toward the Nushagak River was 
apparent in the mapping. 
Rerouting of the access roads to the existing landfill and to the properties on the north end of the 
airport would be necessary to provide the required airspace clearance. 
Possible airspace penetrations by power poles. 

Alternative A-1 – Limit Design to a Visual, Utility Runway

Advantages: 
Reuse of existing area and some of the embankment. 
Smallest footprint of the alternatives:  105 acres are shown within airport boundary of this 
alternative, including 79 acres of existing airport property. 
Runway tree-clearing width is reduced by about 125 feet on each side of the runway with the lower 
clearing requirements of the visual, utility runway. 
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Existing orientation has been described by pilots as OK for winds, although there are crosswinds. 
Estimated to have the lowest cost of all the build alternatives. 

Disadvantages: 
Does not support Non-Precision Instrument GPS approaches, which will limit pilots' ability to land at 
Ekwok. 
Not designed for planes larger than 12,500 lbs. 
The smaller airport property requirements will limit the opportunity to expand the airport in the 
future.
The room for apron expansion is limited.  With adjacent lease lots, apron expansion will require an 
additional taxiway. 
Drainage from the southwest end of the runway may require ditching back to the existing ditch 
system to the old borrow pit.  No clear drainage pattern flowing toward the Nushagak River was 
apparent in the mapping. 

Alternative B – Move North and Rotate About 6º Counterclockwise

Advantages: 
Apron can be placed on the east side of the runway, convenient to most of the community. 
Allows GPS approaches. 
Airport property requirement is only slightly larger footprint than Alternative A:  155 acres total, 
including the 79 acres of existing airport property. 

Disadvantages: 
No reuse of existing runway or apron improvements. 
Requires property acquisition from about 15 properties. 
Requires potential lease lots to be placed adjacent to the apron rather than the desired 
configuration with the lease lots behind the apron.  Future apron expansion will require a second 
taxiway. 
Estimated to have the highest cost of all alternatives. 

Alternative C – Move North and Rotate as Required

Advantages: 
Although this requires the greatest land area, it affects the smallest number of properties of all the 
build alternatives. 
Least disturbance of the existing trails surrounding Ekwok. 
The old runway could be reused for the new apron and/or access road. 
Most flexible in terms of orientation for optimization of wind coverage. 
Allows GPS approaches.  Best able to support future upgrades to lower visibility minimums. 

Disadvantages: 
Extends runway into a Native allotment and perhaps a blueberry-picking area.  Right-of-Way 
acquisition may be more difficult. 
Estimated to have a higher construction cost than Alternatives A and A-1. 
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Alternative D – No-Build

Advantages: 
Least impact to the natural environment. 

Disadvantages: 
Does not address the transportation needs of the people of Ekwok. 

Planned Environmental Studies and Considerations

After describing the alternatives, Ken turned the meeting over to Donna Robertson, who described the 
planned environmental and hazardous materials studies.  Wetlands assessment will be by photo 
interpretation.  There are no NWI maps available.  A Phase I Hazardous Materials Assessment and a 
Windshield Survey will also be conducted.  The site assessment will use aerial photos from 1962, 1974, 
1976 and the most recent photo (1996) to identify potential areas of contamination.  The “windshield 
survey does not include excavation and identification of contaminants in old landfill areas, or 
identification of hazardous materials found.  

Question & Answer Discussion

A question and answer discussion followed.  The following topics were discussed: 
The material sites for the project have not been identified at this time.  Bars in the Nushagak River 
and along the creek west of Ekwok are being considered.  The airport project at New Stuyahok has 
material permits in hand for using the river sources.  ADOT&PF plans to mobilize a rig to Ekwok this 
week and complete the geotechnical investigation, including locating a material site, before freeze-
up.  They will need Right-of-Entry permits for the exploration on the Native allotment.  Neil Stichert 
asked how material from the river sources would be transported.  USF&WS prefers winter haul and 
the use of unvegetated gravel bars where possible.  They would like the project to avoid tributary 
gravel bars and small areas that would produce little material, and also to avoid the island just 
upstream of the village to keep from causing a channel shift in the river toward the village. 
Don Baxter asked, and John Fritz agreed, that the Geotechnical Report would provide drainage 
recommendations for the airport project. 
Neil asked if the geotechnical borings would classify the soils (for wetland implications).  John 
clarified that only the engineering properties of the soils would be classified. 
The wetland delineation will be done by photo interpretation, with some ground truthing of the 
vegetation that appears as light-colored areas in the aerial photographs.  Dennis Stone (COE) 
accepted that approach. 
Neil asked when the Harding ESE would be going out for the Phase I Site Assessment, Donna 
thought August 27-28, Neil may go out at the same time. 

Agency Comments and Concerns

At the end of the presentation, the agencies were asked for any comments or concerns they might have 
at this stage of the project. 

Neil Stichert said that USF&WS preferred Alternatives A and A-1 strictly because they avoided land 
impacts the best.  USF&WS's preference, in this order, is 1) avoid impacts; 2) restore lands; 
3) compensate.  During the August 14 Ekwok site visit, the project team should look around to see what 
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restoration opportunities exist.  Neil asked when the Harding would be going out for the Phase I Site 
Assessment,  

Dennis Stone said the COE will need to see what areas, if any, are wetlands.  If in-stream gravel sources 
are used for construction material, permits will need to be obtained from the Alaska Department of 
Natural Resources, the Alaska Department of Fish & Game, and the National Marine Fisheries Service. 

The agencies were reminded to send their written comments by August 28, 2002, and the meeting 
ended.

File: P:\2002\F02009\0Cor\Agency\081302 Meeting Minutes.doc 






