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Response

I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site
in Bay County, Florida, and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama
City-Bay County Airport Authority to allow the destruction of wetlands and wildlife
habitat for the proposed project.

Thank you for your participation in the EIS process. The FAA acknowledges your
objection to the relocation of the Panama City-Bay County International Airport to
the West Bay site. The FAA is not responsible for the issuance of the Clean Water
Act permit and we understand the USACE will be issuing its own Record of
Decision document.

The existing airport in Panama City is more than adequate to meet projected air
travel demand and does not justify the need for a new airport at the West Bay site.

Section 3.4.1 of the FEIS documents that the existing airport is not sufficient to meet
aviation demand in the service area or FAA safety and design standards.

Authorizing the destruction of 2,000 acres of wetlands and the filling of streams and
other waterways to build a new airport would have a substantial and irreversible
adverse impact on the ecosystems, habitat and wildlife in West Bay and the St.
Andrew Bay watershed.

Please see Chapter 5 of the FEIS for an accurate description of impacts to water
quality (Section 5.8), biotic communities (Section 5.10), endangered and threatened
species (Section 5.12), and wetlands (Section 5.13). Also included in these sections
are discussions of best management practices and mitigation measures to avoid and
minimize impacts. While the FAA ROD approves the project, authorization of
construction in wetlands is the responsibility of the state and federal permitting
agencies.

The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of its proximity to the
headwaters of Crooked Creek and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed into West Bay. Any
development at this site would disrupt the natural flow of water into West Bay and
bury entire segments of streambeds under runways, leading to degraded water
quality and loss of habitat for sea turtles, Gulf sturgeon and manatees.

Section 5.8 of the FEIS documents the impacts to tributaries of Crooked Creek and
Burnt Mill Creek as well as best management practices and stormwater quality and
quantity controls to minimize impacts. USFWS did not identify sea turtles or
manatees as species potentially affected by the proposed project. USFWS concurred
with the FAA’s finding of no effect for the Gulf sturgeon in the Biological
Assessment prepared during the Section 7 consultation process. See Appendix T of
the FEIS.

The substantial environmental problems that would result from building the airport
itself are just the beginning, paving the way for even greater cumulative impacts
form industrial development, as well as hotels, rental car facilities, restaurants and
other construction projects.

The FEIS documents secondary impacts and cumulative impacts including future
development in the area as described in the West Bay Detailed Specific Area Plan
(DSAP) and approved by Bay County. See Section 5.26 of the FEIS.



Allen L. Jelks, Jr.
1010 Form Letter

Comment 6 In the future, should airport expansion become necessary, the existing airport site
would provide the best and most environmentally sound alternative.

Response The FEIS documents the impacts of expansion at the existing airport which include
substantial impacts to Goose Bayou and/or the Forest Park residential area. See
Section 7.1 of the ROD for identification of the environmentally preferred
alternative.
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March 24, 2006

Mr. Dean Stringer, Manager
Federal Aviation Administration
Orlando Airport District One
5650 Hazeltine Naticnal Drive
Suite 400

Orlando, FL 32822

Mr . Lawrence Evans

Chief, Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Jacksonville District

701 San Marco Boulevard
Jacksonville, FL 32207-0019

Dear My. Btringer & Mr. Evans:

I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new
alrport at the West Bay site in Bay County, Florida, and to
deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama City-Bay
County Airport Authority to allow the destructicon of
wetlande and wildlife habitat for the proposed project.

The existing airport in Panama City 1s more than adeguate = 3
meet projected air travel demand and does not justify the
need for a new airport at the West Bay site. Authorizing theZl
destruction of 2,000 acreg of wetlands and the filling of
streams and cother waterways to build a new airport would =2
have a substantial and irreversible adverse impact on the
ecogystems, habitat and wildlife in West Bay and the St. o
Andrew Bay watershed.

The proposed alrport site is among the mosgst sensitive by
virtue of its proximity to the headwaters of Croocked Creek
and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed into West Bay. Any %ﬁ
development at this eite would disrupt the natural flow of
water into Wesgt Bay and bury entire segments of streambeds
under runways, leading to degraded water gquality and loss of
habitat for sea turtles, CGulf sturgeon and manatees. The e
substantial environmental problems that would result from ﬂ}



Mr. Dean Stringer
Mr. Lawrence Bvans
March 24, 2006
Page Two

building the airport itself are just the beginning, paving

the way for even greater cumulative impacts from industrial § 5
development, as well as hotels, rental car facilities,
reastaurants and other constructicon projects.

Again, I urge you to reject the proposal to build a new
airport at the West Bay site and to deny issuing the Panama
City-Bay County Airport Authority a Clean Water Act permit

to build a new airport at this site. In the future, should 7
airport expansion become necessary, the existing airport ”{&9
site would provide the best and most environmentally sound
alternative.

Thank you.

ALLEN N. JELKS, JR., P.A.

Gt 1 flef

Allen N. Yelks, Jrxr.

ANJ/ah



Mr. and Mrs. Raymond Vershum
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Comment 2
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Comment 3
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Comment 4

Response

Comment 5

Response

I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site
in Bay County, Florida, and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama
City-Bay County Airport Authority to allow the destruction of wetlands and wildlife
habitat for the proposed project.

Thank you for your participation in the EIS process. The FAA acknowledges your
objection to the relocation of the Panama City-Bay County International Airport to
the West Bay site. The FAA is not responsible for the issuance of the Clean Water
Act permit and we understand the USACE will be issuing its own Record of
Decision document.

The existing airport in Panama City is more than adequate to meet projected air
travel demand and does not justify the need for a new airport at the West Bay site.

Section 3.4.1 of the FEIS documents that the existing airport is not sufficient to meet
aviation demand in the service area or FAA safety and design standards.

Authorizing the destruction of 2,000 acres of wetlands and the filling of streams and
other waterways to build a new airport would have a substantial and irreversible
adverse impact on the ecosystems, habitat and wildlife in West Bay and the St.
Andrew Bay watershed.

Please see Chapter 5 of the FEIS for an accurate description of impacts to water
quality (Section 5.8), biotic communities (Section 5.10), endangered and threatened
species (Section 5.12), and wetlands (Section 5.13). Also included in these sections
are discussions of best management practices and mitigation measures to avoid and
minimize impacts. While the FAA ROD approves the project, authorization of
construction in wetlands is the responsibility of the state and federal permitting
agencies.

The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of its proximity to the
headwaters of Crooked Creek and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed into West Bay. Any
development at this site would disrupt the natural flow of water into West Bay and
bury entire segments of streambeds under runways, leading to degraded water
quality and loss of habitat for sea turtles, Gulf sturgeon and manatees.

Section 5.8 of the FEIS documents the impacts to tributaries of Crooked Creek and
Burnt Mill Creek as well as best management practices and stormwater quality and
quantity controls to minimize impacts. USFWS did not identify sea turtles or
manatees as species potentially affected by the proposed project. USFWS concurred
with the FAA’s finding of no effect for the Gulf sturgeon in the Biological
Assessment prepared during the Section 7 consultation process. See Appendix T of
the FEIS.

The substantial environmental problems that would result from building the airport
itself are just the beginning, paving the way for even greater cumulative impacts
form industrial development, as well as hotels, rental car facilities, restaurants and
other construction projects.

The FEIS documents secondary impacts and cumulative impacts including future
development in the area as described in the West Bay Detailed Specific Area Plan
(DSAP) and approved by Bay County. See Section 5.26 of the FEIS.



Mr. and Mrs. Raymond Vershum
1011 Form Letter

Comment 6 In the future, should airport expansion become necessary, the existing airport site
would provide the best and most environmentally sound alternative.

Response The FEIS documents the impacts of expansion at the existing airport which include
substantial impacts to Goose Bayou and/or the Forest Park residential area. See
Section 7.1 of the ROD for identification of the environmentally preferred
alternative.
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Dean Stringer, Manager

Federal Aviation Administration
Orlando Airports District Office

5950 Hazeltine National Dr., Suite 400
Orlando, F1. 32822

Lawrence Evans

Chief, Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Jacksonville District

701 San Marco Blvd.
Jacksonville, FL 32207-0019

Dear Mr. Stringer and Mr. Evans,

I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site in Bay

County, Florida, and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama City-Bay County !
“Airport Authority to allow the destruction of wetlands and wildlife habitat for the proposed

project.

The existing airport in Panama City is more than adequate to meet projected air travel demand M.E -
and does not justify the need for a new airport at the West Bay site. Authorizing the destruction™

of 2,000 acres of wetlands and the filling of streams and other waterways to build a new airport | 3
would have a substantial and irreversible adverse impact on the ecosystems, habitat and wildlife mi
in West Bay and the St. Andrew Bay watershed. :

The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of its proximity to the headwaters

of Crooked Creek and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed into West Bay. Any development at this site Y
would disrupt the natural flow of water into West Bay and bury entire segments of streambeds
under runways, leading to degraded water quality and loss of habitat for sea turtles and Gulf
sturgeon. The substantial environmental problems that would result from building the airport
itself are just the beginning, paving the way for even greater cumulative impacts from industrial
development, as well as hotels, rental car facilities, restaurants and other construction projects.

>

Again, | urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site and to deny

issuing the Panama City-Bay County Airport Authority a Clean Water Act permit to build a new
airport at this site. In the future, should airport expansion become necessary, the existing airport {p
site would provide the best and most environmentally sound alternative. '

Sincerely,

it A foAacn e/o/0c

Mr. & Mrs. Raymond Vershum
3728 Joyce Abn Dr,
B Youngsiown, OH 44511




Terry L. Pitt
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I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site
in Bay County, Florida, and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama
City-Bay County Airport Authority to allow the destruction of wetlands and wildlife
habitat for the proposed project.

Thank you for your participation in the EIS process. The FAA acknowledges your
objection to the relocation of the Panama City-Bay County International Airport to
the West Bay site. The FAA is not responsible for the issuance of the Clean Water
Act permit and we understand the USACE will be issuing its own Record of
Decision document.

The existing airport in Panama City is more than adequate to meet projected air
travel demand and does not justify the need for a new airport at the West Bay site.

Section 3.4.1 of the FEIS documents that the existing airport is not sufficient to meet
aviation demand in the service area or FAA safety and design standards.

Authorizing the destruction of 2,000 acres of wetlands and the filling of streams and
other waterways to build a new airport would have a substantial and irreversible
adverse impact on the ecosystems, habitat and wildlife in West Bay and the St.
Andrew Bay watershed.

Please see Chapter 5 of the FEIS for an accurate description of impacts to water
quality (Section 5.8), biotic communities (Section 5.10), endangered and threatened
species (Section 5.12), and wetlands (Section 5.13). Also included in these sections
are discussions of best management practices and mitigation measures to avoid and
minimize impacts. While the FAA ROD approves the project, authorization of
construction in wetlands is the responsibility of the state and federal permitting
agencies.

The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of its proximity to the
headwaters of Crooked Creek and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed into West Bay. Any
development at this site would disrupt the natural flow of water into West Bay and
bury entire segments of streambeds under runways, leading to degraded water
quality and loss of habitat for sea turtles, Gulf sturgeon and manatees.

Section 5.8 of the FEIS documents the impacts to tributaries of Crooked Creek and
Burnt Mill Creek as well as best management practices and stormwater quality and
quantity controls to minimize impacts. USFWS did not identify sea turtles or
manatees as species potentially affected by the proposed project. USFWS concurred
with the FAA’s finding of no effect for the Gulf sturgeon in the Biological
Assessment prepared during the Section 7 consultation process. See Appendix T of
the FEIS.

The substantial environmental problems that would result from building the airport
itself are just the beginning, paving the way for even greater cumulative impacts
form industrial development, as well as hotels, rental car facilities, restaurants and
other construction projects.

The FEIS documents secondary impacts and cumulative impacts including future
development in the area as described in the West Bay Detailed Specific Area Plan
(DSAP) and approved by Bay County. See Section 5.26 of the FEIS.



Terry L. Pitt
1012 Form Letter

Comment 6 In the future, should airport expansion become necessary, the existing airport site
would provide the best and most environmentally sound alternative.

Response The FEIS documents the impacts of expansion at the existing airport which include
substantial impacts to Goose Bayou and/or the Forest Park residential area. See
Section 7.1 of the ROD for identification of the environmentally preferred
alternative.
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Dean Stringer, Manager S
Federal Aviation Administration

Orlando Airports District Office

5950 Hazeltine National Dr., Suite 400
Orlando, FL 32822

Dear Mr. Stringer,

I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site in

Bay County, Florida, and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama City- !
Bay County Airport Aunthority to allow the destruction of wetlands and wildlife habitat

for the proposed project.

The existing airport in Panama City is more than adequate to meet projected air travelj ES
demand and does not justify the need for a new airport at the West Bay site. Authorizin

the destruction of 2,000 acres of wetlands and the filling of streams and other waterwafs] k4
to build a new airport would have a substantial and irreversible adverse impact on the

ecosystems, habitat and wildlife in West Bay and the St. Andrew Bay watershed.

The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of its proximity to the
headwaters of Crooked Creek and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed into West Bay. Any Iy
development at this site would disrupt the natural flow of water into West Bay and bury "
entire segments of streambeds under runways, leading to degraded water quality and loss

of habitat for sea turtles and Gulf sturgeon. The substantial environmental problems that

would result from building the airport itself are just the beginning, paving the way for &
even greater cumulative impacts from industrial development, as well as hotels, rental car
facilities, restaurants and other construction projects.

Again, [ urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site and to

deny issuing the Panama City-Bay County Airport Authority a Clean Water Act permit to
build a new airport at this site. In the future, should airport expansion become necessary, o
the existing airport site would provide the best and most environmentally sound

alternative.

Sincerely,

Tong 2 2
W g

Mr. Terry L. Pitt

5726 N.E. Detroit

Kansas City, Missouri 64119
t.pitt@sbeglobal.net



Joshua Hough
1013 Form Letter
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Comment 4
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Comment 5

Response

Comment 6

I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site
in Bay County, Florida, and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama
City-Bay County Airport Authority to allow the destruction of wetlands and wildlife
habitat for the proposed project.

Thank you for your participation in the EIS process. The FAA acknowledges your
objection to the relocation of the Panama City-Bay County International Airport to
the West Bay site. The FAA is not responsible for the issuance of the Clean Water
Act permit and we understand the USACE will be issuing its own Record of
Decision document.

The existing airport in Panama City is more than adequate to meet projected air
travel demand and does not justify the need for a new airport at the West Bay site.

Section 3.4.1 of the FEIS documents that the existing airport is not sufficient to meet
aviation demand in the service area or FAA safety and design standards.

Authorizing the destruction of 2,000 acres of wetlands and the filling of streams and
other waterways to build a new airport would have a substantial and irreversible
adverse impact on the ecosystems, habitat and wildlife in West Bay and the St.
Andrew Bay watershed.

Please see Chapter 5 of the FEIS for an accurate description of impacts to water
quality (Section 5.8), biotic communities (Section 5.10), endangered and threatened
species (Section 5.12), and wetlands (Section 5.13). Also included in these sections
are discussions of best management practices and mitigation measures to avoid and
minimize impacts. While the FAA ROD approves the project, authorization of
construction in wetlands is the responsibility of the state and federal permitting
agencies.

The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of its proximity to the
headwaters of Crooked Creek and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed into West Bay. Any
development at this site would disrupt the natural flow of water into West Bay and
bury entire segments of streambeds under runways, leading to degraded water
quality and loss of habitat for sea turtles, Gulf sturgeon and manatees.

Section 5.8 of the FEIS documents the impacts to tributaries of Crooked Creek and
Burnt Mill Creek as well as best management practices and stormwater quality and
quantity controls to minimize impacts. USFWS did not identify sea turtles or
manatees as species potentially affected by the proposed project. USFWS concurred
with the FAA’s finding of no effect for the Gulf sturgeon in the Biological
Assessment prepared during the Section 7 consultation process. See Appendix T of
the FEIS.

The substantial environmental problems that would result from building the airport
itself are just the beginning, paving the way for even greater cumulative impacts
form industrial development, as well as hotels, rental car facilities, restaurants and
other construction projects.

The FEIS documents secondary impacts and cumulative impacts including future
development in the area as described in the West Bay Detailed Specific Area Plan
(DSAP) and approved by Bay County. See Section 5.26 of the FEIS.

In the future, should airport expansion become necessary, the existing airport site
would provide the best and most environmentally sound alternative.



Joshua Hough
1013 Form Letter

Response The FEIS documents the impacts of expansion at the existing airport which include
substantial impacts to Goose Bayou and/or the Forest Park residential area. See
Section 7.1 of the ROD for identification of the environmentally preferred
alternative.
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Jeshua Hbugh
(54 Willow Sprivgs Dr.
Taknt, OR q75UO-PBUL

Dean Striaes, /U\a.;/zag@r

Federal Aviation Admimistration

Orlando Mqorts District 0 ze

5350 Hazebine Nodivoval Drive., Sfe. oo
Orlands, FL 32%22-

Dear Maovager Stringer;

| Shongly wae Yoo 1¢ject Hhe proposal o build o pew airpoct o
The Wesk Bay sie 1 Bay Cowtty, Florida, and 2 deny a
Clean Wader Act permit Fo the Ponama City~ Bay (ouithy
A*i'ﬁﬂbf t Aw}’th%/ b ollow e destrudtion of wetands and
wildlbe Mabitat For the prposed preject: B \E

Meet ooy ecied air Fravel demand and doesn ot jushdy Hie

reed oF o new airport (4 the West Bay site. Avdhorczag 11
destrpchion of 7,000 acres oF wetlands and +he Filling of streams
ad other waterways 4o bwld & few aivpett wonld have a
substatic) ard (rreversible adesse imPact on +he Ce6SY.SHes, =
habitat and wildlife m West Bay and the St Andrew Bay
wadesshad.

The existing airport w1 Panama Ciiy is More fian adequade o
2.
e



The. profosed qirport Ske. 1S aMong e Most senstve by virtue of its
proxiity 4o e headivaders of Crooked Creek and Burng A Creek, which
Ceed wib> West Bay. Ay duelopment ot this site wwadd disrupt tv Y
Aol Flow of wierter it West Bay and bary entive Segments of
Streambeds Wider ruways, ading o degraded water quality ard loss

oF Yabitad-Bor Sea turtles and GulF shugeon- The sulastutial
evuvopmenat peoblems that would vesud frem ladlding tie adpert-
nself ave just the beginamg, paving fhe wayy R even Greater S5
cumulative. iMpacts From ndustrial developient qs well as hetels,
fendal car Facddies, [estacdants and oter constiicction Pro jeeds

Frgain, Fwge o o reject Hie proposal +o build a pew curpoct at +Hhe

West Bay site and 4o dony issaag The Parama CidyBay Cixmh/ Arvpors
Avthority o Claan Wader Aet perinit 40 build anaws Gurpoft ot s

aFe . W Hie &Mﬂzﬁ should oir port expansion e comna. Vecessary, Heg T
exisivig alrport S wOWd prouide Hae. best and wast envive mmﬂv‘ai(zj i
Seend alderfative.

Thanks fov your ovsiderato n.



Linn D. Barrett
1014 Form Letter
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Comment 2

Response

Comment 3

Response

Comment 4

Response

Comment 5

Response

Comment 6

I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site
in Bay County, Florida, and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama
City-Bay County Airport Authority to allow the destruction of wetlands and wildlife
habitat for the proposed project.

Thank you for your participation in the EIS process. The FAA acknowledges your
objection to the relocation of the Panama City-Bay County International Airport to
the West Bay site. The FAA is not responsible for the issuance of the Clean Water
Act permit and we understand the USACE will be issuing its own Record of
Decision document.

The existing airport in Panama City is more than adequate to meet projected air
travel demand and does not justify the need for a new airport at the West Bay site.

Section 3.4.1 of the FEIS documents that the existing airport is not sufficient to meet
aviation demand in the service area or FAA safety and design standards.

Authorizing the destruction of 2,000 acres of wetlands and the filling of streams and
other waterways to build a new airport would have a substantial and irreversible
adverse impact on the ecosystems, habitat and wildlife in West Bay and the St.
Andrew Bay watershed.

Please see Chapter 5 of the FEIS for an accurate description of impacts to water
quality (Section 5.8), biotic communities (Section 5.10), endangered and threatened
species (Section 5.12), and wetlands (Section 5.13). Also included in these sections
are discussions of best management practices and mitigation measures to avoid and
minimize impacts. While the FAA ROD approves the project, authorization of
construction in wetlands is the responsibility of the state and federal permitting
agencies.

The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of its proximity to the
headwaters of Crooked Creek and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed into West Bay. Any
development at this site would disrupt the natural flow of water into West Bay and
bury entire segments of streambeds under runways, leading to degraded water
quality and loss of habitat for sea turtles, Gulf sturgeon and manatees.

Section 5.8 of the FEIS documents the impacts to tributaries of Crooked Creek and
Burnt Mill Creek as well as best management practices and stormwater quality and
quantity controls to minimize impacts. USFWS did not identify sea turtles or
manatees as species potentially affected by the proposed project. USFWS concurred
with the FAA’s finding of no effect for the Gulf sturgeon in the Biological
Assessment prepared during the Section 7 consultation process. See Appendix T of
the FEIS.

The substantial environmental problems that would result from building the airport
itself are just the beginning, paving the way for even greater cumulative impacts
form industrial development, as well as hotels, rental car facilities, restaurants and
other construction projects.

The FEIS documents secondary impacts and cumulative impacts including future
development in the area as described in the West Bay Detailed Specific Area Plan
(DSAP) and approved by Bay County. See Section 5.26 of the FEIS.

In the future, should airport expansion become necessary, the existing airport site
would provide the best and most environmentally sound alternative.



Linn D. Barrett
1014 Form Letter

Response The FEIS documents the impacts of expansion at the existing airport which include
substantial impacts to Goose Bayou and/or the Forest Park residential area. See
Section 7.1 of the ROD for identification of the environmentally preferred
alternative.



Dean Stringer

Manager

Federal Aviation Administration

Orlando Airports District Office
950 Hazeltine National Dr.

4305 29" Street Road
Greeley, CO 80634
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Brian Bodah

1015 Form Letter
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Comment 3
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Comment 4

Response

Comment 5

Response

I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site
in Bay County, Florida, and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama
City-Bay County Airport Authority to allow the destruction of wetlands and wildlife
habitat for the proposed project.

Thank you for your participation in the EIS process. The FAA acknowledges your
objection to the relocation of the Panama City-Bay County International Airport to
the West Bay site. The FAA is not responsible for the issuance of the Clean Water
Act permit and we understand the USACE will be issuing its own Record of
Decision document.

The existing airport in Panama City is more than adequate to meet projected air
travel demand and does not justify the need for a new airport at the West Bay site.

Section 3.4.1 of the FEIS documents that the existing airport is not sufficient to meet
aviation demand in the service area or FAA safety and design standards.

Authorizing the destruction of 2,000 acres of wetlands and the filling of streams and
other waterways to build a new airport would have a substantial and irreversible
adverse impact on the ecosystems, habitat and wildlife in West Bay and the St.
Andrew Bay watershed.

Please see Chapter 5 of the FEIS for an accurate description of impacts to water
quality (Section 5.8), biotic communities (Section 5.10), endangered and threatened
species (Section 5.12), and wetlands (Section 5.13). Also included in these sections
are discussions of best management practices and mitigation measures to avoid and
minimize impacts. While the FAA ROD approves the project, authorization of
construction in wetlands is the responsibility of the state and federal permitting
agencies.

The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of its proximity to the
headwaters of Crooked Creek and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed into West Bay. Any
development at this site would disrupt the natural flow of water into West Bay and
bury entire segments of streambeds under runways, leading to degraded water
quality and loss of habitat for sea turtles, Gulf sturgeon and manatees.

Section 5.8 of the FEIS documents the impacts to tributaries of Crooked Creek and
Burnt Mill Creek as well as best management practices and stormwater quality and
quantity controls to minimize impacts. USFWS did not identify sea turtles or
manatees as species potentially affected by the proposed project. USFWS concurred
with the FAA’s finding of no effect for the Gulf sturgeon in the Biological
Assessment prepared during the Section 7 consultation process. See Appendix T of
the FEIS.

The substantial environmental problems that would result from building the airport
itself are just the beginning, paving the way for even greater cumulative impacts
form industrial development, as well as hotels, rental car facilities, restaurants and
other construction projects.

The FEIS documents secondary impacts and cumulative impacts including future
development in the area as described in the West Bay Detailed Specific Area Plan
(DSAP) and approved by Bay County. See Section 5.26 of the FEIS.



Brian Bodah
1015 Form Letter

Comment 6 In the future, should airport expansion become necessary, the existing airport site
would provide the best and most environmentally sound alternative.

Response The FEIS documents the impacts of expansion at the existing airport which include
substantial impacts to Goose Bayou and/or the Forest Park residential area. See
Section 7.1 of the ROD for identification of the environmentally preferred
alternative.
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March 28, 2008

Dean Stringer, Manager

Federal Aviation Administration
Qrlando Airports District Office

5950 Hazeltine National Dr., Suite 400
Oriando, FL 32822

Dear Mr. Stringer,

I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site in Bay
County, Flotida, and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama City-Bay County
Airport Authority to allow the destruction of wetlands and wildlife habitat for the proposed project.

The existing airport in Panama Cily is more than adequate to meet projecied air travel demand - :E e

and does not justify the need for a new airport af the West Bay site. Authorizing the destruction of ™}

2,000 acres of wetiands and the filling of streams and other waterways to build a new airport
would have a substantial and irreversible adverse impact on the ecosystems, habitat and wildlife
in West Bay and the St. Andrew Bay watershed. .
The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of its proximity to the headwaters
of Crooked Creek and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed intc West Bay. Any development af this site
would distupt the natural flow of water into West Bay and bury entire segments of streambeds

under runways, leading to degraded water quality and loss of habitat for sea turties and Guif
sturgeon. The substantial environmental problems that would result from building the airport itself |

are just the beginning, paving the way far even greater cumulative impacts from industrial

¥

development, as well as hotels, rental car facilities, restaurants and other construction projects. __;

Again, | urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site and to deny
issuing the Panama City-Bay County Airport Authority a Clean Water Act permit to build a new
airport at this site. In the future, should airport expansion become necessary, the existing airport
site would provide the best and most environmentally sound alternative.

Fortrarrion

e

Sincerely,

Brian Bodah
973 W. 2™ Avenue
Columbus, O 43212

3
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Comment 1

Response

Comment 2

Response

Comment 3

Response

Comment 4

Response

Comment 5

Response

I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site
in Bay County, Florida, and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama
City-Bay County Airport Authority to allow the destruction of wetlands and wildlife
habitat for the proposed project.

Thank you for your participation in the EIS process. The FAA acknowledges your
objection to the relocation of the Panama City-Bay County International Airport to
the West Bay site. The FAA is not responsible for the issuance of the Clean Water
Act permit and we understand the USACE will be issuing its own Record of
Decision document.

The existing airport in Panama City is more than adequate to meet projected air
travel demand and does not justify the need for a new airport at the West Bay site.

Section 3.4.1 of the FEIS documents that the existing airport is not sufficient to meet
aviation demand in the service area or FAA safety and design standards.

Authorizing the destruction of 2,000 acres of wetlands and the filling of streams and
other waterways to build a new airport would have a substantial and irreversible
adverse impact on the ecosystems, habitat and wildlife in West Bay and the St.
Andrew Bay watershed.

Please see Chapter 5 of the FEIS for an accurate description of impacts to water
quality (Section 5.8), biotic communities (Section 5.10), endangered and threatened
species (Section 5.12), and wetlands (Section 5.13). Also included in these sections
are discussions of best management practices and mitigation measures to avoid and
minimize impacts. While the FAA ROD approves the project, authorization of
construction in wetlands is the responsibility of the state and federal permitting
agencies.

The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of its proximity to the
headwaters of Crooked Creek and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed into West Bay. Any
development at this site would disrupt the natural flow of water into West Bay and
bury entire segments of streambeds under runways, leading to degraded water
quality and loss of habitat for sea turtles, Gulf sturgeon and manatees.

Section 5.8 of the FEIS documents the impacts to tributaries of Crooked Creek and
Burnt Mill Creek as well as best management practices and stormwater quality and
quantity controls to minimize impacts. USFWS did not identify sea turtles or
manatees as species potentially affected by the proposed project. USFWS concurred
with the FAA’s finding of no effect for the Gulf sturgeon in the Biological
Assessment prepared during the Section 7 consultation process. See Appendix T of
the FEIS.

The substantial environmental problems that would result from building the airport
itself are just the beginning, paving the way for even greater cumulative impacts
from industrial development, as well as hotels, rental car facilities, restaurants and
other construction projects.

The FEIS documents secondary impacts and cumulative impacts including future
development in the area as described in the West Bay Detailed Specific Area Plan
(DSAP) and approved by Bay County. See Section 5.26 of the FEIS.



Sample Form Letter
1016 Form Letter

Comment 6 In the future, should airport expansion become necessary, the existing airport site
would provide the best and most environmentally sound alternative.

Response The FEIS documents the impacts of expansion at the existing airport which include
substantial impacts to Goose Bayou and/or the Forest Park residential area. See
Section 7.1 of the ROD for identification of the environmentally preferred
alternative.
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June 26, 2006

Dean Stringer, Manager

Federal Aviation Administration
Criando Airports District Office

5950 Hazeltine Naticnal Br,, Suite 400
Criando, FL 32822

Dear Mr. Stringer,

! strongly urge you te reject the propesal fo buiid a new airport at the West Bay site in Bay County, Florida,
and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama City-Bay County Airpart Authority to aliow the
destrucfion of wetlands and wildlife hahitat for the proposed project.

The existing airport in Panama City is more than adequate to meet projected air travel demand and does not
justify the need for a new airport at the West Bay site. Authorizing the destruction of 2,000 acres of wetlands
and the filling of streams and other waterways to build a new airport would have a substantial and irreversible
adverse impact on the ecosystems, hahitat and wildlife in West Bay and the St. Andrew Bay watershed.

The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of ifs proximity to the headwaters of Crooked
Creek and Burant Mill Creek, which feed info West Bay. Any development at this site would disrupt the natural
flow of water into West Bay and bury entire segmentis of streambeds under runways, leading fo degraded
water quatity and loss of hakitat for sea turties and Gulf sturgeon. The substantial environmental probiems
that would result from building the airport itself are just the heginning, paving the way for even greater
cumufative impacts from industrial development, as well as hotels, rental car facilifies, restaurants and other
construction projects.

Again, I urge you to reject the propesal to huild a new airport af the West Bay site and to deny issuing the
Panama City-Bay County Airport Authority a Clean Water Act permit fo build a new airport at this site. In the
future, should airport expansion hecome necessary, the existing airport site would provide the hest and most
environmentaily sound alternative. '

Sincerely,

Nichsle Romano

3855 Blair Mill Rd Apt 216-M
Horsham, PA 18044-2957
USA



Jane P. Webb
1017 Form Letter

Comment 1

Response

Comment 2

Response

Comment 3

Response

Comment 4

Response

Comment 5

Response

I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site
in Bay County, Florida, and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama
City-Bay County Airport Authority to allow the destruction of wetlands and wildlife
habitat for the proposed project.

Thank you for your participation in the EIS process. The FAA acknowledges your
objection to the relocation of the Panama City-Bay County International Airport to
the West Bay site. The FAA is not responsible for the issuance of the Clean Water
Act permit and we understand the USACE will be issuing its own Record of
Decision document.

The existing airport in Panama City is more than adequate to meet projected air
travel demand and does not justify the need for a new airport at the West Bay site.

Section 3.4.1 of the FEIS documents that the existing airport is not sufficient to meet
aviation demand in the service area or FAA safety and design standards.

Authorizing the destruction of 2,000 acres of wetlands and the filling of streams and
other waterways to build a new airport would have a substantial and irreversible
adverse impact on the ecosystems, habitat and wildlife in West Bay and the St.
Andrew Bay watershed.

Please see Chapter 5 of the FEIS for an accurate description of impacts to water
quality (Section 5.8), biotic communities (Section 5.10), endangered and threatened
species (Section 5.12), and wetlands (Section 5.13). Also included in these sections
are discussions of best management practices and mitigation measures to avoid and
minimize impacts. While the FAA ROD approves the project, authorization of
construction in wetlands is the responsibility of the state and federal permitting
agencies.

The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of its proximity to the
headwaters of Crooked Creek and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed into West Bay. Any
development at this site would disrupt the natural flow of water into West Bay and
bury entire segments of streambeds under runways, leading to degraded water
quality and loss of habitat for sea turtles, Gulf sturgeon and manatees.

Section 5.8 of the FEIS documents the impacts to tributaries of Crooked Creek and
Burnt Mill Creek as well as best management practices and stormwater quality and
quantity controls to minimize impacts. USFWS did not identify sea turtles or
manatees as species potentially affected by the proposed project. USFWS concurred
with the FAA’s finding of no effect for the Gulf sturgeon in the Biological
Assessment prepared during the Section 7 consultation process. See Appendix T of
the FEIS.

The substantial environmental problems that would result from building the airport
itself are just the beginning, paving the way for even greater cumulative impacts
form industrial development, as well as hotels, rental car facilities, restaurants and
other construction projects.

The FEIS documents secondary impacts and cumulative impacts including future
development in the area as described in the West Bay Detailed Specific Area Plan
(DSAP) and approved by Bay County. See Section 5.26 of the FEIS.



Jane P. Webb
1017 Form Letter

Comment 6

Response

Comment 7

Response

In the future, should airport expansion become necessary, the existing airport site
would provide the best and most environmentally sound alternative.

The FEIS documents the impacts of expansion at the existing airport which include
substantial impacts to Goose Bayou and/or the Forest Park residential area. See
Section 7.1 of the ROD for identification of the environmentally preferred
alternative.

We need to preserve Florida’s beautiful white sand beaches for ourselves, future
generations, and the loggerheads.

Relocation of the Panama City-Bay County International Airport to the West Bay
site will have no impact on the beach and coastal systems or loggerhead sea turtles.
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Dean Stringer, Manager : ,,’“-"’*} // % M & X 45 /f?/,() /jgff(%

Federal Aviation Administration

Orlando Airports District Office ({;iw iy %//Z; /

5950 Hazeltine National Dr., Suite 400

Orlando, FL 32822 A7 555 a

Lawrence Evans

Chief, Regulatory Division
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Jacksonville District

701 San Marco Blvd.
Jacksonville, FL 32207-0019

Dear Mr. Stringer and Mr. Evans,

I strongly urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site in Bay

County, Florida, and to deny issuing a Clean Water Act permit to the Panama City-Bay County | ]
"Atrport Authority to allow the destruction of wetlands and wildlife habitat for the proposed

project.

The existing airport in Panama City is more than adequate to meet projected air travel demand j A
and does not justify the need for a new airport at the West Bay site. Authorizing the destruction
of 2,000 acres of wetlands and the filling of streams and other waterways to build a new airport
would have a substantial and irreversible adverse impact on the ecosystems, habitat and wildlife
in West Bay and the St. Andrew Bay watershed. -

e

—,

The proposed airport site is among the most sensitive by virtue of its proximity to the headwaters

of Crooked Creek and Burnt Mill Creek, which feed into West Bay. Any development at this site L’i
would disrupt the natural flow of water into West Bay and bury entire segments of streambeds

under runways, leading to degraded water quality and loss of habitat for sea turtles and Gulf
sturgeon. The substantial environmental problems that would result from building the airport —
itself are just the beginning, paving the way for even greater cumulative impacts from industrial
development, as well as hotels, rental car facilities, restaurants and other construction projects.

Again, I urge you to reject the proposal to build a new airport at the West Bay site and to deny

issuing the Panama City-Bay County Airport Authority a Clean Water Act permit to build a new
airport at this site. In the future, should airport expansion become necessary, the existing airport i@
site would provide the best and most environmentally sound alternative.

Smcerely B
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