
 

ATTACHMENT 2 

Scoping Comments Received  

 

FEDERAL AGENCIES  

LOCAL AGENCIES  

ELECTED OFFICIALS 

LOCAL ORGANIZATIONS  

PUBLIC COMMENTERS 

PUBLIC MEETINGS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

  

 

FEDERAL AGENCIES  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



From: Kopec, Brett A
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com
Cc: Janowicz, Jon A
Subject: Fw: ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW (ER) NEW POSTING NOTIFICATION: ER22/0418 - Notice of intent to prepare an

Environmental Impact Statement, initiate section 106 consultation, and request scoping comments for the
Proposed Airfield, Safety, and Terminal Improve...

Date: Saturday, October 1, 2022 12:26:26 PM

Brett Kopec
USGS
Administrative Operations Assistant 

From: Gordon, Alison D <agordon@usgs.gov>
Sent: Friday, September 30, 2022 3:41 PM
To: Kopec, Brett A <bkopec@usgs.gov>
Cc: Janowicz, Jon A <jjanowicz@usgs.gov>
Subject: Fw: ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW (ER) NEW POSTING NOTIFICATION: ER22/0418 - Notice of
intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement, initiate section 106 consultation, and request
scoping comments for the Proposed Airfield, Safety, and Terminal Improve...
 
The USGS has no comment at this time. Thank you. 

From: oepchq@ios.doi.gov <oepchq@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Thursday, September 29, 2022 7:59 AM
To: Alam, Shawn K <Shawn_Alam@ios.doi.gov>; Braegelmann, Carol
<carol_braegelmann@ios.doi.gov>; Kelly, Cheryl L <cheryl_kelly@ios.doi.gov>; Hathaway, Ryan S
<ryan_hathaway@ios.doi.gov>; ERs, FWS HQ <FWS_HQ_ERs@fws.gov>; Runkel, Roxanne
<Roxanne_Runkel@nps.gov>; Stedeford, Melissa <Melissa_Stedeford@nps.gov>; Hamlett,
Stephanie R <shamlett@osmre.gov>; Janowicz, Jon A <jjanowicz@usgs.gov>; Gordon, Alison D
<agordon@usgs.gov>; oepchq@ios.doi.gov <oepchq@ios.doi.gov>; Raddant, Andrew
<Andrew_Raddant@ios.doi.gov>; Lazinsky, Diane <Diane_Lazinsky@ios.doi.gov>
Subject: ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW (ER) NEW POSTING NOTIFICATION: ER22/0418 - Notice of intent
to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement, initiate section 106 consultation, and request
scoping comments for the Proposed Airfield, Safety, and Terminal Improvement...
 
This e-mail alerts you to a Environmental Review (ER) request from the Office of
Environmental Policy and Compliance (OEPC). This ER can be accessed here.
To access electronic ERs visit the Environmental Assignments website:
https://ecl.doi.gov/ERs.cfm. For assistance, please contact the Environmental Review Team at
202-208-5464.
Comments due to Agency by: 11/17/22
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From: Gillespie, Joy <Gillespie.Joy@epa.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 5:10 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: EPA Scoping Comments for CRW EIS 
Attachments: 2022-11-22 EPA Comments Sc CRW.pdf 
 
Attached are EPA’s recommendations for consideration in the development of the EIS for the Airfield, 
Safety, and Terminal Improvement Project at West Virginia International Yeager Airport.  Feel free to 
contact me if you would like to discuss any of these comments.  
 
Have a wonderful Thanksgiving! 
 
Joy 
 
______________________ 
Joy M. Gillespie, Life Scientist 
office: 215.814.2793   
 
Office of Communities, Tribes & Environmental Assessment 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
U.S. EPA Region III  
1600 JFK Boulevard (3RA12) 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 
www.epa.gov 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION III 

Four Penn Center 

1600 John F. Kennedy Boulevard 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-2852 

 

 

 

 

Printed on 100% recycled/recyclable paper with 100% post-consumer fiber and process chlorine free. 

Customer Service Hotline: 1-800-438-2474 

 

November 22, 2022  
  
  
Andrew Brooks  
Environmental Program Manager 
Eastern Regional Office (AEA-610) 
Federal Aviation administration 
1 Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica, NY 11434 
  
Re:  Scoping Comments for the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Proposed, Charleston, 

Kanawha County, West Virginia. 
  
Dear Mr. Brooks:  
  
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Notice of Intent (NOI) published by 
the Federal Aviation administration (FAA) in the Federal Register on September 29th, 2022, requesting 
scoping comments to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Airfield, 
Safety, and Terminal Improvement Project (Project) at West Virginia International Yeager Airport 
(CRW or Airport).   
  
The Central West Virginia Regional Airport Authority (CWVRAA) is proposing to develop the project 
in two phases to address various safety and operational deficiencies at the Airport. The immediate need, 
addressed under Phase 1, is to improve the runway safety areas, meet existing runway length 
requirements, and replace aging and inefficient infrastructure in the terminal area. The long-term need, 
addressed under Phase 2, is dependent on and in support of a potential change in the aircraft serving 
CRW and/or forecast destinations that are anticipated to occur by 2040.  EPA is serving as a cooperating 
agency for the Project. 
   
EPA provides the following scoping comments pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508) and Section 
309 of the Clean Air Act. Our comments include recommendations related to aquatic resources, 
stormwater, air quality, climate change, environmental justice, and other topics. 

 
Alternatives Analysis 
 
As described in the regulations for the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) (40 CFR §1502.14), 
the examination and comparison of the alternatives under consideration is the heart of the environmental 
document. It is through this comparison that the lead agency is able to incorporate agency and public 
input to make informed decisions with regard to the merits of the project and the advantages and 
disadvantages of each of the alternatives being studied. Consequently, the CEQ regulations require that 
the details of each alternative, including the “no action” alternative be clearly presented in a comparative 
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form for easy analysis by the reader. The rationale for the selection of the preferred alternative should be 
clearly stated in the analysis. For those alternatives that are eliminated from consideration, the reasons 
for their elimination should be given. EPA encourages FAA to thoroughly evaluate all alternatives 
proposed for the proposed action, disclosing in a comparative form, pertinent resource (environmental 
and human) impacts, and costs associated with each alternative. 

  
Aquatic Resources 
 
Impacts of the proposal and alternatives to the proposal on water quality should address, but not be 
limited to, a water body’s designated use and compliance with CWA Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification. The EIS should describe how the proposed action may affect water bodies listed as 
impaired under CWA Section 303(d) and their listing status as impaired. We recommend this section of 
the document discuss current impairments, and how the proposed action may affect, either positively or 
detrimentally, any impairments. 

When considering the potential impacts to aquatic resources under the 404(b)(1) guidelines, baseline 
information is needed to assess the proposed impacts to aquatic resources, identify avoidance and 
minimization opportunities, assess secondary and cumulative impacts, and to evaluate appropriate 
mitigation for unavoidable impacts. EPA recommends providing this baseline information describing the 
physical, chemical, and biological condition of the streams and wetlands that are proposed to be 
impacted. The narrative should include a description of the methodology undertaken and photos, 
measurements, and other supporting information that confirm the findings. Additionally, EPA 
recommends utilizing the West Virginia Stream and Wetland Valuation Metric to determine the 
necessary compensation for unavoidable impacts to waters of the United States.  

EPA also recommends an evaluation of secondary impacts to remaining onsite wetlands and streams as 
well as potential impacts to downstream resources such as the Elk River. The evaluation should consider 
the potential impacts to these streams and wetlands, such as, but not limited to, changes to the hydrology 
and increased sedimentation and compaction from construction, to ensure the project results in no more 
the minimal adverse environmental effects. Additionally, EPA recommends an evaluation of cumulative 
effects to aquatic resources, which examines past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future activities at 
the watershed scale. Should it be determined that there are more than minimal individual and/or 
cumulative adverse environmental effects, EPA recommends mitigation be provided. 
 
EPA encourages rerouting stream channels to the maximum extent possible to allow for 
continued ecological function to persist rather than piping the channel, which would 
eliminate the stream ecological function and value all together. 
 
EPA also recommends, identifying and discussing whether National Pollution Discharge Elimination 
System (NPDES) CWA Section 402 direct discharge and/or storm water construction permits may be 
required. 
 
Stormwater 

The EIS would benefit from a detailed discussion on the proposed stormwater 
infrastructure for the project, including a map of the stormwater infrastructure layout. 
With the proposed increase in impervious surface, it is important that post-construction 
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stormwater runoff be controlled. EPA recommends the use of low impact design (LID) or green 
infrastructure (GI) in the project design where possible. EPA has concerns that the increase in 
impervious surface combined with the permanent loss and modification of stream systems has the 
potential to adversely impact the downstream aquatic resources. LID and GI are useful means to 
mitigate these effects. Technical guidance in implementing GI and LID practices can be found at the 
following sites: 

 www.epa.gov/greeninfrastructure 
 www.epa.gov/nps/lid 
 www.epa.gov/smartgrowth 

 
Additionally, when designing proposed stormwater management facilities, please consider proposed 
activities on-site, including deicing. If stormwater runoff has potential to be contaminated during facility 
operations, please consider stormwater treatment options. 

Landslide 

Considering the steep terrain of the proposed project area and history of landslides, EPA suggests 
developing a Slide Mitigation Plan and including a detailed discussion on the topic in the EIS.  

Air Quality  

EPA’s General Conformity Rule, established under Section 176(c)(4) of the Clean Air Act, provides a 
specific process for ensuring that federal actions do not interfere with a state’s plan to attain or maintain 
national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS).  For any criteria pollutant in the air basin of the project 
area where the air quality status is in nonattainment or attainment-maintenance, the EIS should complete 
a general conformity applicability analysis (i.e. a comparison of direct and indirect emissions for each 
alternative with the de minimis threshold of 40 CFR 93.153). For any years where a federal action is 
expected to exceed a de minimis threshold, the FAA is required to complete a general conformity 
determination meeting the requirements of 40 CFR 93.155 through 93.160 and 93.162 through 93.165. 
If a general conformity determination may be necessary, we suggest the EIS include a draft general 
conformity determination to fulfill the public participation requirement of 40 CFR 93.156. 

EPA recommends including an analysis of projected increases in air emissions and noise impacts from 
the anticipated increase and change in air traffic (i.e., not only the more frequent arrivals and departures 
that the airport is currently configured for, but also the larger commercial aircraft that the airport hopes 
to serve in future). These analyses should include comprehensive data for all landing and takeoff (LTO) 
cycles for every type of aircraft the airport serves or will serve. 

In addition, please include data and analysis for air emissions and other impacts from increased use of 
Ground Support Equipment (GSE), both in terms of increased use of their existing GSE fleet and also 
any projected changes or increases to the airport’s GSE fleet as a result of anticipated increases and 
changes in air traffic. This includes things like refueling, de-icing, and rescue and fire-fighting activities 
that may have impacts beyond air emissions (e.g., de-icing activities, fire-fighting training exercises 
using aqueous film-forming foam (AFFF) that may have water quality impacts). 
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Please include in the EIS a description of the current fueling operations at the airport and any changes 
that are anticipated to occur as result of the proposed project (e.g., pipelines, fuel tanks, tank farms, etc), 
including fuel types (e.g., JET-A, avgas, diesel and/or gasoline for GSE or other ground vehicles), and 
the frequency, volume, and type of fuel use. EPA also recommends including information regarding 
maintenance facilities the airport has, or will have, and what kind of maintenance activities take place 
there (e.g., non-destructive testing/inspection, painting, component repair or replacement, etc). Like 
GSE activities, maintenance and fuel use will have impacts beyond air emissions. 

Appropriate mitigation measures and best management practices (BMPs) should be described and 
committed to in the EIS. Several recommendations are included in an enclosure entitled, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency Construction Emission Control Checklist.  

Climate Change and Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

EPA recommends that the EIS include an estimate of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions associated from 
both Phase 1 and Phase 2 of the project, as well as current operational emissions for comparison, 
quantitatively describe relevant climate change impacts and analysis of reasonable alternatives and/or 
identify practicable mitigations measures to reduce project-related GHG emissions. More specifics on 
those elements are provided below. In addition, we recommend that the NEPA analysis address the 
appropriateness of considering changes to the design of the proposal to incorporate GHG reduction 
measures and resilience to foreseeable climate change. The draft and final EIS should make clear 
whether commitments have been made to ensure implementation of design or other measures to reduce 
GHG emissions or to adapt to climate change impacts. More specifically, we suggest the following 
approach: 

Under “Affected Environment” Section 

Include a summary discussion of climate change and ongoing and reasonably foreseeable climate 
change impacts relevant to the project, based on U.S. Global Change Research Program 
(http://www.globalchange.gov/) assessments, to assist with identification of potential project 
impacts that may be exacerbated by climate change and to inform consideration of measures to 
adapt to climate change impacts. (Among other things, this will assist in identifying resilience-
related changes to the proposal that should be considered). 

Under “Environmental Consequences” Section 

Estimate the GHG emissions associated with the proposal and its alternatives. Example tools for 
estimating and quantifying GHG emissions can be found on CEQ’s NEPA.gov website 
(https://ceq.doe.gov/current_developments/GHG_accounting_methods_7Jan2015.html). 

For actions which are likely to have less than 25,000 metric tons of CO2-e emissions/year, 
provide a qualitative estimate unless quantification is easily accomplished. In most cases 
quantification of GHG emissions involves a relatively straightforward calculation. 

The estimated GHG emissions can serve as a reasonable proxy for climate change impacts when 
comparing the proposal and alternatives. In disclosing the potential impacts of the proposal and 
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reasonable alternatives, consideration should be given to whether and to what extent the impacts 
may be exacerbated by expected climate change in the action area, as discussed in the “affected 
environment” section.                                                                                 

Recognizing that climate impacts are not attributable to any single action, but are exacerbated by 
a series of smaller decisions, we do not recommend comparing GHG emissions from a proposed 
action to global emissions. As noted by the CEQ revised draft guidance, “[t]his approach does 
not reveal anything beyond the nature of the climate change challenge itself: [t]he fact that 
diverse individual sources of emissions each make relatively small additions to global 
atmospheric GHG concentrations that collectively have huge impact.” We also recommend that 
you do not compare GHG emissions to total U.S. emissions, as this approach does not provide 
meaningful information for a project level analysis. Consider providing a frame of reference, 
such as an applicable Federal, state, tribal or local goal for GHG emission reductions, and 
discuss whether the emissions levels are consistent with such goals. 

Describe measures to reduce GHG emissions associated with the project, including reasonable 
alternatives or other practicable mitigation opportunities and disclose the estimated GHG 
reductions associated with such measures. For example, energy efficiency, using solar energy 
onsite, using renewable energy from offsite sources, etc. The EIS alternatives analysis should, as 
appropriate, consider practicable changes to the proposal to make it more resilient to anticipated 
climate change. EPA further recommends that the Record of Decision/FONSI commits to 
implementation of reasonable mitigation measures that would reduce or eliminate project-related 
GHG emissions. 

Alternatives should consider future climate scenarios and weather events from the National Climate 
Assessment (NCA) and describe how those scenarios may impact the project and its design. Any 
assessment done to identify climate trends and sustainable design should be mentioned in the NEPA 
analysis and design or construction commitments brought into a final document. We recommend 
considering climate adaptation measures based on how future climate scenarios may impact the project. 
The U.S. Global Change Resource Program released the Fourth National Climate Assessment, the 
authoritative and comprehensive report on climate change and its impacts in the United States. For more 
information, please visit http://www.globalchange.gov. 

Energy Efficiency 

For new and renovated structures, we encourage the use of energy-efficient and/or sustainable building 
materials, such as south-facing skylights and windows, motion-sensor lighting, and Energy Star certified 
windows and doors, and the installation of renewable energy sources. Section 438 of the Energy 
Independence and Security Act provides examples of how to integrate energy efficiency into Federal 
projects.  

Community, Social and Economic Impacts  

EPA recommend the EIS identify and address the social and economic impacts this project may have on 
area communities. This would include, but is not limited to, identifying the number of outside workers 
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that would be brought in to construct the project and the duration of proposed construction and/or 
modification activities in the various communities.  

EPA understands that construction will primarily occur within the study area of CRW and Coonskin 
Park; however, EPA assumes there will be regular travel between the construction workers home 
location and the project location as well as offsite haul route travel when the airport terminal is under 
demolition and construction is underway that might impact local traffic.  Increased traffic may pose an 
increased hardship for the local community and can be an even greater burden on communities of 
Environmental Justice concern who may have more limited options than the general public.  EPA 
suggests providing details on anticipated local traffic changes, addressing increased traffic patterns and 
routes due to construction activity and developing associated outreach plans to address the affected 
communities. 

Environmental Justice, Children’s Health, and Other Sensitive Receptors 

In accordance with Executive Orders 12898 and 13045, any affected communities living with 
environmental justice (EJ) concerns should be identified and given an opportunity to provide input into 
the remainder of the NEPA process, including proposed mitigation. The EIS should include information 
describing what was or will be done to inform these communities about the project and the potential 
impacts it will have on their communities, what input has been received to date from the communities, 
and how that input was or will be used in decision-making.  

EPA’s environmental justice screening tool, EJSCREEN, can be utilized for screening of potential areas 
of EJ concern. EJSCREEN can be accessed at:  https://www.epa.gov/ejscreen. Providing maps in the 
NEPA document is a highly effective means of conveying demographic data for potentially impacted 
communities and where they are located relative to the proposed action.  FAA may also find helpful 
information in the Promising Practices for Environmental Justice Methodologies in NEPA Reviews 
Report of the Federal Interagency Working Group on EJ & NEPA Committee, found at: 
https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2016-
08/documents/nepa_promising_practices_document_2016.pdf or at 
https://www.transportation.gov/public-involvement 

Noise  

EPA recommends the following noise comments and recommendations be addressed in the forthcoming 
EIS: 

 Identify and discuss the sources of short-term and long-term noise pollution, including blasting, 
if necessary;  

 Identify the estimated noise levels associated with full operation of each facility after Phase 1 
and Phase 2, separately;  

 Provide detailed information regarding the make-up of each noise sensitive area (NSA) (e.g., 
residences, residence with school-aged children, schools, hospitals, etc.); 

 Identify whether each NSA is part of a community living with EJ concerns, and assess and 
disclose whether there would be a disproportionate noise impact; and: 
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 If necessary, identify and discuss appropriate mitigation measures. Mitigation measures may 
include, but are not limited to, the use of noise barriers, placement of trees and shrubs, and 
soundproofing structures. 

Hazardous Materials  

EPA recommends the EIS disclose site assessment information gathered as part of the study, including 
information on contaminated soil, contaminated demolition debris, and underground storage tanks 
within the project area.  EPA also recommends including information on any necessary remediation 
plans.  

The proposed project would result in a high volumes of demolition debris, and significant volumes may 
be nonhazardous solid waste.  Please describe efforts to divert nonhazardous demolition debris from 
landfills, and recovery of recyclable materials such as concrete, asphalt, and rebar from this project, and 
their possible reuse as material for new construction at this airport project. 

Events such as construction equipment spills of hazardous or toxic materials could occur and result in 
substantial adverse impacts to surface and ground water quality and aquatic habitats. We recommend the 
EIS disclose hazardous materials onsite during construction and operation, the likelihood of hazardous 
materials spill event(s) and describe spill and release response capabilities. In addition, we recommend 
appropriate state-identified and FAA-identified BMPs to reduce potential non-point sources of pollution 
from project proposed activities, such as secondary containment, are designed into the project and 
described in the EIS.  

Pollinator Habitat  

Pollinators [e.g., honeybees, monarch butterflies] are integral parts of managed and natural ecosystems, 
providing billions of dollars in pollination services. Today, pollinators face a variety of challenges, 
including habitat loss due to development, altered land use patterns, and climate change, as well as 
exposure to pests, pathogens, pesticides, and other stressors. EPA recommends the EIS discuss the 
feasibility of using pollinator promoting plants and/or plant seed mixtures for reclamation of disturbed 
areas associated with project construction activities.  

Noxious Weeds and Exotic Species  

The spread of noxious weeds and exotic (non-indigenous) plants is a threat to biodiversity. Many 
noxious weeds can out-compete native plants and produce a monoculture that has little or no plant 
species diversity or benefit to wildlife. Noxious weeds tend to gain a foothold where there is disturbance 
in the ecosystem. Studies show that new roads and pipeline/utility rights-of-way can become a pathway 
for the spread of invasive plants. Early recognition and control of new infestations is essential to 
stopping the spread of infestation and avoiding future widespread use of herbicides, which could 
correspondingly have more adverse impacts on biodiversity and nearby water quality. EPA recommends 
preparing a native vegetation management plan to address control of such plant intrusions and a 
contingency plan to remove invasive species should it become necessary. 
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Additional Resources 
 
EPA recommends the following additional resources for project planning and EIS development:   

 EnviroMapper:  https://www.epa.gov/waterdata/waters-watershed-assessment-tracking-
environmental-results-system  

 Envirofacts: https://www3.epa.gov/enviro/  
 303(d) Listed Impaired Waters:  https://www.epa.gov/exposure-assessment-models/303d-listed-

impaired-waters  
 NEPAssist: https://www.epa.gov/nepa/nepassist 
 Watershed Resource Registry: https://watershedresourcesregistry.org 

 
We appreciate the opportunity to offer scoping comments for the NEPA document. We look forward to 
reviewing the draft EIS when it becomes available.  If you have any questions, please feel free to contact 
the lead reviewer for this project Joy Gillespie at Gillespie.Joy@epa.gov or (215) 814-2793. 
  

Sincerely,  
  
  

  
  

Stepan Nevshehirlian  
Environmental Assessment Branch Chief  
Office of Communities, Tribes and   
Environmental Assessment   

  
 
Enclosure 
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U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Construction Emission Control Checklist 

 
Diesel emissions and fugitive dust from project construction may pose environmental and human health risks and 
should be minimized.  In 2002, EPA classified diesel emissions as a likely human carcinogen, and in 2012 the 
International Agency for Research on Cancer concluded that diesel exhaust is carcinogenic to humans.  Acute 
exposures can lead to other health problems, such as eye and nose irritation, headaches, nausea, asthma, and other 
respiratory system issues. Longer term exposure may worsen heart and lung disease.1  We recommend FAA 
consider the following protective measures and commit to applicable measures in the forthcoming NEPA 
document. 
 
Mobile and Stationary Source Diesel Controls 

Purchase or solicit bids that require the use of vehicles that are equipped with zero-emission technologies or the 
most advanced emission control systems available.  Commit to the best available emissions control technologies 
for project equipment in order to meet the following standards.  

 On-Highway Vehicles:  On-highway vehicles should meet, or exceed, the EPA exhaust emissions 
standards for model year 2010 and newer heavy-duty, on-highway compression-ignition engines (e.g., 
long-haul trucks, refuse haulers, shuttle buses, etc.).2  

 Non-road Vehicles and Equipment:  Non-road vehicles and equipment should meet, or exceed, the EPA 
Tier 4 exhaust emissions standards for heavy-duty, non-road compression-ignition engines (e.g., 
construction equipment, non-road trucks, etc.).3  

 Locomotives:  Locomotives servicing infrastructure sites should meet, or exceed, the EPA Tier 4 exhaust 
emissions standards for line-haul and switch locomotive engines where possible.   

 Marine Vessels:  Marine vessels hauling materials for infrastructure projects should meet, or exceed, the 
latest EPA exhaust emissions standards for marine compression-ignition engines (e.g., Tier 4 for 
Category 1 & 2 vessels, and Tier 3 for Category 3 vessels).4  

 Low Emission Equipment Exemptions:  The equipment specifications outlined above should be met 
unless:  1) a piece of specialized equipment is not available for purchase or lease within the United States; 
or 2) the relevant project contractor has been awarded funds to retrofit existing equipment, or 
purchase/lease new equipment, but the funds are not yet available. 
 

Consider requiring the following best practices through the construction contracting or oversight process: 
 Establish and enforce a clear anti-idling policy for the construction site. 
 Use onsite renewable electricity generation and/or grid-based electricity rather than diesel-powered 

generators or other equipment. 
 Use electric starting aids such as block heaters with older vehicles to warm the engine.  
 Regularly maintain diesel engines to keep exhaust emissions low.  Follow the manufacturer’s 

recommended maintenance schedule and procedures.  Smoke color can signal the need for maintenance 
(e.g., blue/black smoke indicates that an engine requires servicing or tuning).  

 

1 Carcinogenicity of diesel-engine and gasoline-engine exhausts and some nitroarenes.  The Lancet.  June 15, 2012 
2 http://www.epa.gov/otaq/standards/heavy-duty/hdci-exhaust.htm 
3 http://www.epa.gov/otaq/standards/nonroad/nonroadci.htm 
4 http://www.epa.gov/otaq/standards/nonroad/marineci.htm 
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 Where possible, retrofit older-tier or Tier 0 nonroad engines with an exhaust filtration device before it 
enters the construction site to capture diesel particulate matter.  

 Replace the engines of older vehicles and/or equipment with diesel- or alternatively-fueled engines 
certified to meet newer, more stringent emissions standards (e.g., plug-in hybrid-electric vehicles, battery-
electric vehicles, fuel cell electric vehicles, advanced technology locomotives, etc.), or with zero 
emissions electric systems.  Retire older vehicles, given the significant contribution of vehicle emissions 
to the poor air quality conditions.  Implement programs to encourage the voluntary removal from use and 
the marketplace of pre-2010 model year on-highway vehicles (e.g., scrappage rebates) and replace them 
with newer vehicles that meet or exceed the latest EPA exhaust emissions standards, or with zero 
emissions electric vehicles and/or equipment. 

 
Fugitive Dust Source Controls 
 Stabilize open storage piles and disturbed areas by covering and/or applying water or chemical/organic dust 

palliative, where appropriate.  This applies to both inactive and active sites, during workdays, weekends, 
holidays, and windy conditions. 

 Install wind fencing and phase grading operations where appropriate, and operate water trucks for 
stabilization of surfaces under windy conditions. 

 When hauling material and operating non-earthmoving equipment, prevent spillage and limit speeds to 15 
miles per hour (mph).  Limit speed of earth-moving equipment to 10 mph. 

 

Occupational Health 

 Reduce exposure through work practices and training, such as maintaining filtration devices and training 
diesel-equipment operators to perform routine inspections.  

 Position the exhaust pipe so that diesel fumes are directed away from the operator and nearby workers, 
reducing the fume concentration to which personnel are exposed.  

 Use enclosed, climate-controlled cabs pressurized and equipped with high-efficiency particulate air (HEPA) 
filters to reduce the operators’ exposure to diesel fumes.  Pressurization ensures that air moves from inside to 
outside.  HEPA filters ensure that any incoming air is filtered first.  

 Use respirators, which are only an interim measure to control exposure to diesel emissions.  In most cases, an 
N95 respirator is adequate.  Workers must be trained and fit-tested before they wear respirators.  Depending 
on the type of work being conducted, and if oil is present, concentrations of particulates present will 
determine the efficiency and type of mask and respirator.  Personnel familiar with the selection, care, and use 
of respirators must perform the fit testing.  Respirators must bear a NIOSH approval number.  

 
NEPA Documentation 

 Per Executive Order 13045 on Children’s Health5, EPA recommends the lead agency and project proponent 
pay particular attention to worksite proximity to places where children live, learn, and play, such as homes, 
schools, and playgrounds.  Construction emission reduction measures should be strictly implemented near 
these locations in order to be protective of children’s health. 

 

5 Children may be more highly exposed to contaminants because they generally eat more food, drink more water, and have higher inhalation rates relative 
to their size.  Also, children’s normal activities, such as putting their hands in their mouths or playing on the ground, can result in higher exposures to 
contaminants as compared with adults.  Children may be more vulnerable to the toxic effects of contaminants because their bodies and systems are not 
fully developed and their growing organs are more easily harmed. EPA views childhood as a sequence of life stages, from conception through fetal 
development, infancy, and adolescence. 
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 Specify how impacts to sensitive receptors, such as children, elderly, and the infirm will be minimized.  For 
example, locate construction equipment and staging zones away from sensitive receptors and fresh air intakes 
to buildings and air conditioners. 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 9, 2022 3:30 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Sean Hill  
 
Email: seanhill@rideonkrt.com 
 
Organization: Kanawha Valley Regional Transportation Authority 
 
Comment Topic: Transportation partnerships grow workforce. 
 
Formal Comment: As the largest public transportation provider in the state of West Virginia, KRT is very 
supportive of CRW’s proposed upgrades. These projects will upgrade the airport’s ability to improve 
upon their existing role as one of the premier economic development tools in West Virginia. When our 
state competes with others in regard to attracting new business/companies to the state, our air, road, 
river, and rail infrastructure are a critical component of the site selection process.  I am confident that 
the administration at CRW will be able to accomplish their goals with as little impact to concerned 
stakeholders as possible. KRT has partnered with CRW to provide a ground transportation element to 
the airport’s multimodal capacity and believe these projects will be transformational for West Virginia. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Jennifer Elkins <JenniferElkins@kanawha.us> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 3:02 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Letter from the Kan Co Comm 
Attachments: ltr Andrew Brooks re proposed project at Yeager Airport.pdf 
 

Mr. Brooks, 

 

Attached is a letter from the Kanawha County Commission regarding the proposed 

Airfield, Safety, and Terminal Improvement Project at West Virginia International 

Yeager Airport.   

 

If you should have any questions, please let me know. 

 

 

Jennifer Elkins 
Kanawha County Commission 
304-357-0109 
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ELECTED OFFICIALS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



From: Joe Solomon <josolomon@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 3:15 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. I am a newly elected City Councilor in Charleston, WV - and 
I hope your team will field these questions with the seriousness they deserve… 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 

EO00001



Joe Solomon 
Joe Solomon 
Charleston, WV 25311 
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From: beth.kerns@yahoo.com 
Sent: Wednesday, November 30, 2022 1:04 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Park Charleston WV 
Attachments: National Environemmtal Policy Act of 1969.pdf 
 

To whom it may concern, 
 

I am not sure if the FAA was the one who instigated this 
plan or if it originated with the WV International Yeager 
Airport Committee. Regardless of how this ridiculous idea 
came about I am in opposition of the expansion of the WV 
International Yeager Airport for many reasons. 
 

I live in very close proximity of the current airport. There 
are rarely 2 commercial planes that land or take off in any 
given hour of any day, year in and year out. This airport 
will NEVER be a hub like Columbus, Atlanta or Charlotte. 
There is simply not enough interest, land or money to 
magically transform it into something that isn't really 
needed and could never be at this location. 
 

Years ago they added to one of the runways which later 
collapsed causing a landslide that blocked a Keystone 
Drive and destroyed homes. We need to learn from our 
lessons.  
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Major Yeager Airport Slide Threatens Power 

Lines in Charleston, WV | RAW... 

434K views, 2K likes, 1 loves, 495 comments, 7.2K shares, 

Facebook Watch Videos from WOWK 13 NEWS: RAW 

VIDEO: We... 

 

 

 

Aerial View of Keystone Drive after airport collapsed 

 

I was told the longer runway was needed so that 
Billionaires could fly their private jets into the airport, be at 
the state capitol within minutes, conduct business to bring 
more businesses to West Virginia, go back to the airport 
and fly back out. Since when did Billionaires have private 
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jets that are so large they couldn't land at Yeager Airport? 
Never. 
 

However, Coonskin Park offers the residents of the area a 
much-needed greenspace for hiking, biking, cookouts, 
skateboarding, tennis, golf, soccer, weddings and much 
more.  During the Covid Pandemic Coonskin was heavily 
used for outdoor classes, group meetings, and safe 
socializing. There is nowhere in the area where the city or 
county can build a 1000 acre park to take the place of 
Coonskin Park as we are confined by the Kanawha River 
Valley and neighboring townships. 
 

The Enviromental Impact will be a disaster. The 
ecosystem will be devasted affecting many species of 
wildlife, birds, and fishes. Charleston's only water source 
is the Elk River which runs along the border of Coonskin 
Park. What will the impact be on our water quality?  The 
National Environmental Act of 1969 (attached) provides 
guidance regarding in it's purpose:  
Sec. 2 [42 USC § 4321]. The purposes of this Act are: To 
declare a national policy which will encourage productive 
and enjoyable harmony between man and his 
environment; to promote efforts which will prevent or 
eliminate damage to the environment and biosphere and 
stimulate the health and welfare of man; to enrich the 
understanding of the ecological systems and natural 
resources important to the Nation; and to establish a 
Council on Environmental Quality. 
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It is my understanding that the WV Air 
National Guard supplies about $7 million 
dollars of Fire Support to the Airport. They 
also provide back up Security Police for 
protection and snow removal to the 
runways and taxi areas. If not for these 
services being provided at no cost the 
airport would not be fiscally sound. And yet 
they want to add this longer runway and 
rebuild the terminal adding 6 gates. Why? 
We don't use half the gates we have. 
Where is all this money coming from? What 
or who is behind all of these mindboggling 
ideas? 

 

If we truly need a new airport that can provide longer 
runways and more terminals/gates we should look at 
another location. Perhaps a former strip mine that is 
already flattened, sitting vacant and has no use would be 
more suitable. 
 
 

Respectfully, 
 

Beth Kerns 

304-549-5813 

1837 Whitney Street, Charleston, WV 25302 
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Resident of Charleston, WV for 68 years 

City Councilperson for Ward 7 (elect) 

Veteran of 24 years Military Service 

Mother of 2, grandmother of 4, greatgrandmother of 2 
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The National Environmental Policy Act of 

1969, as amended  

(Pub. L. 91-190, 42 U.S.C. 4321-4347, January 1, 1970, as amended by Pub. L. 94-52, July 

3, 1975, Pub. L. 94-83, August 9, 1975, and Pub. L. 97-258, § 4(b), Sept. 13, 1982) 

An Act to establish a national policy for the environment, to provide for the establishment of 

a Council on Environmental Quality, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in 

Congress assembled, That this Act may be cited as the "National Environmental Policy Act 

of 1969." 

Purpose 

Sec. 2 [42 USC § 4321]. The purposes of this Act are: To declare a national policy which 

will encourage productive and enjoyable harmony between man and his environment; to 

promote efforts which will prevent or eliminate damage to the environment and biosphere 

and stimulate the health and welfare of man; to enrich the understanding of the ecological 

systems and natural resources important to the Nation; and to establish a Council on 

Environmental Quality.  

TITLE I 

CONGRESSIONAL DECLARATION OF NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL 

POLICY 

Sec. 101 [42 USC § 4331]. 

(a) The Congress, recognizing the profound impact of man's activity on the interrelations of 

all components of the natural environment, particularly the profound influences of population 

growth, high-density urbanization, industrial expansion, resource exploitation, and new and 

expanding technological advances and recognizing further the critical importance of restoring 

and maintaining environmental quality to the overall welfare and development of man, 

declares that it is the continuing policy of the Federal Government, in cooperation with State 

and local governments, and other concerned public and private organizations, to use all 

practicable means and measures, including financial and technical assistance, in a manner 

calculated to foster and promote the general welfare, to create and maintain conditions under 

which man and nature can exist in productive harmony, and fulfill the social, economic, and 

other requirements of present and future generations of Americans. 

(b) In order to carry out the policy set forth in this Act, it is the continuing responsibility of 

the Federal Government to use all practicable means, consist with other essential 
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considerations of national policy, to improve and coordinate Federal plans, functions, 

programs, and resources to the end that the Nation may -- 

1. fulfill the responsibilities of each generation as trustee of the environment for 

succeeding generations;  

2. assure for all Americans safe, healthful, productive, and aesthetically and culturally 

pleasing surroundings;  

3. attain the widest range of beneficial uses of the environment without degradation, risk 

to health or safety, or other undesirable and unintended consequences;  

4. preserve important historic, cultural, and natural aspects of our national heritage, and 

maintain, wherever possible, an environment which supports diversity, and variety of 

individual choice;  

5. achieve a balance between population and resource use which will permit high 

standards of living and a wide sharing of life's amenities; and  

6. enhance the quality of renewable resources and approach the maximum attainable 

recycling of depletable resources.  

(c) The Congress recognizes that each person should enjoy a healthful environment and that 

each person has a responsibility to contribute to the preservation and enhancement of the 

environment.  

Sec. 102 [42 USC § 4332]. The Congress authorizes and directs that, to the fullest extent 

possible: (1) the policies, regulations, and public laws of the United States shall be 

interpreted and administered in accordance with the policies set forth in this Act, and (2) all 

agencies of the Federal Government shall -- 

(A) utilize a systematic, interdisciplinary approach which will insure the integrated 

use of the natural and social sciences and the environmental design arts in planning 

and in decisionmaking which may have an impact on man's environment;  

(B) identify and develop methods and procedures, in consultation with the Council on 

Environmental Quality established by title II of this Act, which will insure that 

presently unquantified environmental amenities and values may be given appropriate 

consideration in decisionmaking along with economic and technical considerations; 

(C) include in every recommendation or report on proposals for legislation and other 

major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the human environment, a 

detailed statement by the responsible official on -- 

(i) the environmental impact of the proposed action,  

(ii) any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should the 

proposal be implemented, 

(iii) alternatives to the proposed action, 
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(iv) the relationship between local short-term uses of man's environment and 

the maintenance and enhancement of long-term productivity, and  

(v) any irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources which would 

be involved in the proposed action should it be implemented. 

Prior to making any detailed statement, the responsible Federal official shall consult 

with and obtain the comments of any Federal agency which has jurisdiction by law or 

special expertise with respect to any environmental impact involved. Copies of such 

statement and the comments and views of the appropriate Federal, State, and local 

agencies, which are authorized to develop and enforce environmental standards, shall 

be made available to the President, the Council on Environmental Quality and to the 

public as provided by section 552 of title 5, United States Code, and shall accompany 

the proposal through the existing agency review processes; 

(D) Any detailed statement required under subparagraph (C) after January 1, 1970, 

for any major Federal action funded under a program of grants to States shall not be 

deemed to be legally insufficient solely by reason of having been prepared by a State 

agency or official, if: 

(i) the State agency or official has statewide jurisdiction and has the 

responsibility for such action,  

(ii) the responsible Federal official furnishes guidance and participates in such 

preparation, 

(iii) the responsible Federal official independently evaluates such statement 

prior to its approval and adoption, and  

(iv) after January 1, 1976, the responsible Federal official provides early 

notification to, and solicits the views of, any other State or any Federal land 

management entity of any action or any alternative thereto which may have 

significant impacts upon such State or affected Federal land management 

entity and, if there is any disagreement on such impacts, prepares a written 

assessment of such impacts and views for incorporation into such detailed 

statement. 

The procedures in this subparagraph shall not relieve the Federal official of his 

responsibilities for the scope, objectivity, and content of the entire statement or of any 

other responsibility under this Act; and further, this subparagraph does not affect the 

legal sufficiency of statements prepared by State agencies with less than statewide 

jurisdiction.  

(E) study, develop, and describe appropriate alternatives to recommended courses of 

action in any proposal which involves unresolved conflicts concerning alternative 
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uses of available resources; 

(F) recognize the worldwide and long-range character of environmental problems 

and, where consistent with the foreign policy of the United States, lend appropriate 

support to initiatives, resolutions, and programs designed to maximize international 

cooperation in anticipating and preventing a decline in the quality of mankind's world 

environment; 

(G) make available to States, counties, municipalities, institutions, and individuals, 

advice and information useful in restoring, maintaining, and enhancing the quality of 

the environment; 

(H) initiate and utilize ecological information in the planning and development of 

resource-oriented projects; and 

(I) assist the Council on Environmental Quality established by title II of this Act. 

Sec. 103 [42 USC § 4333]. All agencies of the Federal Government shall review their present 

statutory authority, administrative regulations, and current policies and procedures for the 

purpose of determining whether there are any deficiencies or inconsistencies therein which 

prohibit full compliance with the purposes and provisions of this Act and shall propose to the 

President not later than July 1, 1971, such measures as may be necessary to bring their 

authority and policies into conformity with the intent, purposes, and procedures set forth in 

this Act. 

Sec. 104 [42 USC § 4334]. Nothing in section 102 [42 USC § 4332] or 103 [42 USC § 4333] 

shall in any way affect the specific statutory obligations of any Federal agency (1) to comply 

with criteria or standards of environmental quality, (2) to coordinate or consult with any 

other Federal or State agency, or (3) to act, or refrain from acting contingent upon the 

recommendations or certification of any other Federal or State agency. 

Sec. 105 [42 USC § 4335]. The policies and goals set forth in this Act are supplementary to 

those set forth in existing authorizations of Federal agencies. 

TITLE II 

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

Sec. 201 [42 USC § 4341]. The President shall transmit to the Congress annually beginning 

July 1, 1970, an Environmental Quality Report (hereinafter referred to as the "report") which 

shall set forth (1) the status and condition of the major natural, manmade, or altered 

environmental classes of the Nation, including, but not limited to, the air, the aquatic, 

including marine, estuarine, and fresh water, and the terrestrial environment, including, but 

not limited to, the forest, dryland, wetland, range, urban, suburban and rural environment; (2) 

current and foreseeable trends in the quality, management and utilization of such 

environments and the effects of those trends on the social, economic, and other requirements 
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of the Nation; (3) the adequacy of available natural resources for fulfilling human and 

economic requirements of the Nation in the light of expected population pressures; (4) a 

review of the programs and activities (including regulatory activities) of the Federal 

Government, the State and local governments, and nongovernmental entities or individuals 

with particular reference to their effect on the environment and on the conservation, 

development and utilization of natural resources; and (5) a program for remedying the 

deficiencies of existing programs and activities, together with recommendations for 

legislation. 

Sec. 202 [42 USC § 4342]. There is created in the Executive Office of the President a 

Council on Environmental Quality (hereinafter referred to as the "Council"). The Council 

shall be composed of three members who shall be appointed by the President to serve at his 

pleasure, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. The President shall designate one 

of the members of the Council to serve as Chairman. Each member shall be a person who, as 

a result of his training, experience, and attainments, is exceptionally well qualified to analyze 

and interpret environmental trends and information of all kinds; to appraise programs and 

activities of the Federal Government in the light of the policy set forth in title I of this Act; to 

be conscious of and responsive to the scientific, economic, social, aesthetic, and cultural 

needs and interests of the Nation; and to formulate and recommend national policies to 

promote the improvement of the quality of the environment. 

Sec. 203 [42 USC § 4343].  

(a) The Council may employ such officers and employees as may be necessary to carry out 

its functions under this Act. In addition, the Council may employ and fix the compensation of 

such experts and consultants as may be necessary for the carrying out of its functions under 

this Act, in accordance with section 3109 of title 5, United States Code (but without regard to 

the last sentence thereof). 

(b) Notwithstanding section 1342 of Title 31, the Council may accept and employ voluntary 

and uncompensated services in furtherance of the purposes of the Council. 

Sec. 204 [42 USC § 4344]. It shall be the duty and function of the Council -- 

1. to assist and advise the President in the preparation of the Environmental Quality 

Report required by section 201 [42 USC § 4341] of this title;  

2. to gather timely and authoritative information concerning the conditions and trends in 

the quality of the environment both current and prospective, to analyze and interpret 

such information for the purpose of determining whether such conditions and trends 

are interfering, or are likely to interfere, with the achievement of the policy set forth 

in title I of this Act, and to compile and submit to the President studies relating to 

such conditions and trends;  

3. to review and appraise the various programs and activities of the Federal Government 

in the light of the policy set forth in title I of this Act for the purpose of determining 

the extent to which such programs and activities are contributing to the achievement 

of such policy, and to make recommendations to the President with respect thereto;  

EO00002



4. to develop and recommend to the President national policies to foster and promote the 

improvement of environmental quality to meet the conservation, social, economic, 

health, and other requirements and goals of the Nation;  

5. to conduct investigations, studies, surveys, research, and analyses relating to 

ecological systems and environmental quality;  

6. to document and define changes in the natural environment, including the plant and 

animal systems, and to accumulate necessary data and other information for a 

continuing analysis of these changes or trends and an interpretation of their 

underlying causes;  

7. to report at least once each year to the President on the state and condition of the 

environment; and  

8. to make and furnish such studies, reports thereon, and recommendations with respect 

to matters of policy and legislation as the President may request.  

Sec. 205 [42 USC § 4345]. In exercising its powers, functions, and duties under this Act, the 

Council shall -- 

1. consult with the Citizens' Advisory Committee on Environmental Quality established 

by Executive Order No. 11472, dated May 29, 1969, and with such representatives of 

science, industry, agriculture, labor, conservation organizations, State and local 

governments and other groups, as it deems advisable; and  

2. utilize, to the fullest extent possible, the services, facilities and information (including 

statistical information) of public and private agencies and organizations, and 

individuals, in order that duplication of effort and expense may be avoided, thus 

assuring that the Council's activities will not unnecessarily overlap or conflict with 

similar activities authorized by law and performed by established agencies.  

Sec. 206 [42 USC § 4346]. Members of the Council shall serve full time and the Chairman of 

the Council shall be compensated at the rate provided for Level II of the Executive Schedule 

Pay Rates [5 USC § 5313]. The other members of the Council shall be compensated at the 

rate provided for Level IV of the Executive Schedule Pay Rates [5 USC § 5315]. 

Sec. 207 [42 USC § 4346a]. The Council may accept reimbursements from any private 

nonprofit organization or from any department, agency, or instrumentality of the Federal 

Government, any State, or local government, for the reasonable travel expenses incurred by 

an officer or employee of the Council in connection with his attendance at any conference, 

seminar, or similar meeting conducted for the benefit of the Council. 

Sec. 208 [42 USC § 4346b]. The Council may make expenditures in support of its 

international activities, including expenditures for: (1) international travel; (2) activities in 

implementation of international agreements; and (3) the support of international exchange 

programs in the United States and in foreign countries. 

Sec. 209 [42 USC § 4347]. There are authorized to be appropriated to carry out the 

provisions of this chapter not to exceed $300,000 for fiscal year 1970, $700,000 for fiscal 
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year 1971, and $1,000,000 for each fiscal year thereafter. 
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From: Jamie Billman <jbillman@pawv.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 3:26 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Comment on Yeager Airport Extension Proposition 
Attachments: Public Comment for Yeager Airport Extension.docx.pdf 
 
This is Jamie Billman, Preservation Manager for the Preservation Alliance of West Virginia. Attached is 
my organization's comment on the Yeager International Airport Extension proposal for the review of Mr. 
Andrew Brooks or to whom it may concern. If you would like any additional information from me please 
do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
--  
Best, 
Jamie Billman 
PAWV Preservation Manager 
jbillman@pawv.org 
304-345-6005 
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November 23, 2022

Mr. Andrew Brooks
Environmental Program Manager
Federal Aviation Administration
Eastern Regional Office, AEA-610
1 Aviation Plaza
Jamaica, New York 11434

Re: West Virginia International Yeager Airfield, Safety and Terminal Improvement Project

Mr. Brooks,

After reviewing the Federal Aviation Administration’s West Virginia International Yeager Airfield, Safety and
Terminal Improvement Project Environmental Impact Statement (presented on November 3, 2022), and consulting
with members of the public, the Preservation Alliance of West Virginia would like to formally express its interest in
being a consulting party during the Section 106 review of this project due to the possibility of archaeological
resources being present within the area of impact. The Preservation Alliance of West Virginia (PAWV) is the
statewide nonprofit organization dedicated to historic preservation. It maintains a vested interest in projects that
may impact our shared cultural heritage.

Interested members of the public have identified potential Civil War era breastworks and other features
within Coonskin Park, which may potentially be impacted by this undertaking. Further Section 106 review will help
to determine this impact, and we at PAWV are requesting to be made aware of the results of that surveying so that
further comment can be provided if necessary. If possible, we request to be updated via email at
jbillman@pawv.org.

PAWV is excited at the prospect of the airport development in the state, which will assuredly have benefits
on tourism and the economy. That being said, it is also important to protect our historic resources in the state and
advocate for their documentation and preservation. We appreciate the opportunity to comment on this project.

Sincerely,

Jamie Billman

Preservation Manager, PAWV
jbillman@PAWV.org
304-345-6005
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From: Mike Jones <mjones@wvrivers.org> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 10:14 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS Scoping Comment - WV Rivers - 112322 
Attachments: Yeager Airport EIS Scoping Comment WV Rivers 112322.pdf 
 

Good morning, Mr. Brooks: 
 
Attached is the EIS Scoping Comment submitted on behalf of West Virginia Rivers Coalition. 
Please include this with all Scoping Comments. We look forward to the detail responses and the 
draft EIS.  
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
Mike Jones 
 
 
Mike Jones 
Public Lands Campaign Coordinator  
West Virginia Rivers Coalition 
304-408-3588 
WVRivers.org ⎪ Sign up for E-news 
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November 23, 2022  

 

To:  Mr. Andrew Brooks 

Environmental Program Manager 

Eastern Regional Office, AEA– 610 

Federal Aviation Administration 

1 Aviation Plaza 

Jamaica, NY 11434 FAA 

 

Submitted by email at comments@yeagerairporteis.com  

 

RE:      Proposed Yeager Airport Expansion 

 Comments on Scoping Phase of EIS 

 

Dear Mr. Brooks:  

 

West Virginia Rivers Coalition (WV Rivers) appreciates the opportunity to make 

comments on the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to be performed 

by the Federal Aviation Administration and other applicable agencies regarding the 

proposed Yeager Airport runway expansion in accordance with the National 

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

 

WV Rivers is the only statewide group working on data-driven policies for clean rivers 

and waterways. WV Rivers has advocated for 32 years for clean, drinkable, fishable, 

and swimmable waters in West Virginia; and to conserve and restore West Virginia’s 

exceptional rivers and streams. We also support policies to assure our heritage of our 

beautiful, unique, and wild and wonderful, federal, state, and local public lands.  

 

WV Rivers recognizes the need for safe commercial aviation in West Virginia. However, 

we question the justification for the proposed airport expansion and have concerns 

regarding the proposed project’s impacts on soil stability, wildlife, water resources and 

public lands in the adjacent Coonskin Park. 
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The EIS must analyze the impacts on public lands. 

According to the Kanawha County Parks and Recreation website (accessed November 

3, 2022), Coonskin Park: 

 

…. was created over 50 years ago by a dedicated group of Kanawha 

County residents.  It has grown into one of the most beautiful parks in the 

region.  Located 10 minutes from downtown Charleston, WV, the park 

includes over a thousand acres of woodland, hiking and biking trails, disk 

golf, a handicapped accessible 18 hole par three golf course, an Olympic 

size pool, picnic shelters of all sizes, tennis courts, horseshoe pits and a 

modern playground area, amphitheater, 3000 seat soccer stadium and a 

wedding garden. Meeting and reception room rentals are also available. 

Programs throughout the year include numerous golf events, athletic 

events, children's events, nature activities, birding, concerts and a winter 

light display. 

 

The project maps show that the proposed runway expansion/relocation project impacts 

the forested portions of Coonskin Park, including the hiking trails, waterfall, grottos, 

archaeological sites, scenic viewsheds, and numerous picnic shelters. This will impact 

the enjoyment of the woodlands by removing the portions of the park that provide for 

solitude and contemplation and opportunities to commune with nature. The EIS must 

show how the removal of these benefits within the park will be mitigated. 

 

The other two Kanawha County parks do not provide these same natural amenities and 

opportunities as close to downtown Charleston residents as does Coonskin Park. 

Pioneer Park located in East Bank, WV, which is about 20 miles from downtown 

Charleston, does not provide forested hiking opportunities. Meadowood Park does 

have some walking paths and access to the Coal River; but is located about 18 miles 

from downtown Charleston. The EIS must examine how public access to nature will be 

mitigated.  

 

Additionally, the project raises several questions around public lands that the EIS must 

address: 

• We would like to understand better the ownership of Coonskin Park, especially 
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the woodlands and forested areas that will be impacted by the proposed 

runways expansion/relocation. Who currently owns the land? When and how 

did that purchase of this land take place and how/why did that happen?  

• When and why did the entrance to the Park change?  

• There have been 11 land acquisition and building projects in Coonskin Park 

funded by the Land and Water Conservation Fund. Are any of these acquisitions 

or buildings involved in the proposed project? 

• If LWCF were involved, replacement lands of similar nature (woodlands, 

forested, hiking trails, etc.) are required. What options for replacement lands are 

being considered, that remain close to downtown Charleston (10 miles or less) 

for the access that Charleston residents and Elk River area residents now have to 

Coonskin Park? 

• What information and data are being utilized as to the usage of the picnic 

shelters, trails, and woodland and forested areas impacted by this project? Are 

records kept as to how often and by how many people the picnic shelters and 

hiking trails are used?  (It would seem that there are reservation records for the 

picnic shelters, at a minimum). 

 

The EIS must analyze the Project Feasibility 

We have concerns about the feasibility of the project. While we recognize that this is the 

EIS phase of the project, and not the final engineering design, some engineering must be 

done to provide for proper analysis within the EIS. According to the presentation 

boards at the November 2022 “Open Houses,” 25.6 million cubic yards of dirt will be 

moved to provide the elevation for the proposed runway extension. For perspective, the 

Boston “Big Dig” moved 16 million cubic yards (Massachusetts state website) for a 

project that took more than 15 years to complete.  

 

Building up only 40 feet for a runway at Dulles Airport (compared to the 200+ foot high 

buildup for this proposed project) was rife with construction problems with only 2.3 

million cubic yards of dirt used. The EIS must include an analysis of whether this 

proposed project is even feasible, including the experts that were consulted (and their 

reports), the company(s) with capabilities to undertake such a project, and an analysis 

showing the ability to safely pile 25.6 million cubic yards of dirt 200 feet high for the 

proposed runway expansion that creates a stable foundation and prevents landslide 
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and subsidence issues.  

 

The EIS must include an analysis on project need and analyze location alternatives. 

As this project is considered and the scope of the EIS is determined, we have a variety 

of questions about the justification for the project and the impact of the project on the 

woodland and the hiking, aquatic and terrestrial species and habitats, nature activities, 

birdwatching, and other opportunities.  

 

Regarding the overall project, we hope these questions will be address in the EIS: 

 

• What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service 

and/or size of planes to Yeager Airport? What does this data show? Is there other 

data indicating a different possibility regarding future aviation service and/or 

size of planes to Yeager Airport? 

• Midway (Chicago) Airport has a runway of 6,521 feet; and Southwest Airlines 

lands large airplanes at Midway (Boeing 737s with approximately 240 flights a 

day). Yeager Airport (according to presentation materials at the “Open Houses”) 

is currently 6,715 feet long – longer than Midway. What is the data and other 

information used to justify that current and future aircraft cannot safely utilize 

Yeager’s existing runway?  

• What data is being used to assess the needs of military (including National 

Guard) for an expanded runway?  

• What type(s) of professional expertise is being consulted for the engineering of 

this project? 

• What protections are being designed for the steep slope of fill needed, to ensure 

there isn’t a wash out like that occurred in 2015 on the other steep slope of the 

runway? 

• Exactly how much fill will be needed? Where is this fill coming from?  

• Are alternatives such as EMAS systems possible to lessen the need for additional 

lands at each end of the runway? 

• What alternative designs are being considered? We do note the options listed in 

the Federal Register Notice; but would request that all possible options (such as a 

combined Huntington/Charleston airport) be considered. Is there an option to 

relocate the runway so as not to impact Coonskin Park?  
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The EIS must include an analysis of the impacts to water resources. 

Regarding the impacts on Coonskin Park, Elk River, and the Coonskin Branch, we hope 

these questions will be addressed in the EIS: 

 

• What information is being used to assess the impact of runoff from the runway 

on the Park, especially if the runway is lengthened and moved; and any other 

impacts or flooding from the runway runoff?  

• What will happen to Coonskin Branch? The materials presented in November 

seemed to indicate that most of Coonskin Branch will be covered, with only a 

part diverted into a culvert. Where will that water go if the project is completed? 

This seems especially important as the proposed longer runway would be 

anticipated to have more runoff.  

• What information is being used to access the potential for flooding, both in the 

remaining Coonskin Park as well as any impacts on the Elk River? What are the 

flooding impacts from culverts proposed to divert Coonskin Branch?   

 

The EIS must include an analysis of the impacts to wildlife and endangered species; 

to ecosystems; and to items of cultural and heritage significance 

Regarding the impacts on Coonskin Park, Coonskin Branch and Elk River, we hope 

these questions will be addressed in the EIS: 

 

• What information and data are being used to consider the impacts of this project 

to aquatic and terrestrial species and their habitats? For example, the Diamond 

Darter is an endangered species with USFWS-designated critical habitat in the 

stretch of Elk River from an unnamed tributary that flows along Knollwood 

Drive on river-right upstream to King Shoals.  Coonskin Branch is within this 

critical habitat.  Increased sediment into critical habitat is known to be 

detrimental/deadly to the Diamond Darter.  Since the previous expansion of the 

Yeager Airport caused mudslides into Elk River within this critical habitat, even 

though the best management practices available to the construction industry 

were being used, we are concerned that such mudslides will occur again during 

the proposed expansion construction and/or after the project is completed. What 

safeguards are being utilized to assure that there are no adverse impacts to the 
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Diamond Darter and its habitat?  

• Other species are potentially impacted. Six endangered species of mussels live in 

the Elk River (the Fanshell, Northern Riffleshell, Snuffbox, Pink Mucket, Rayed 

Bean, and Clubshell). Box turtles live in wooded areas in the region, and are 

protected by the State of West Virginia. All other species of aquatic and 

terrestrial species in the area should also be identified. What efforts will be made 

to identify the presence of these and other species; and to assure that there are no 

adverse impacts to mussels, box turtles, and other species in Coonskin Park and 

the surrounding environs?  

• As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What 

information and data are available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from 

removing these mature trees?  

• We request that a full inventory be done (consulting all appropriate historical, 

cultural, and indigenous sources) of the existence of any historical, cultural, 

native indigenous, anthropological, or archeological sites or artifacts in the area 

impacted in this project. We have reviewed local people’s reports of Civil War 

era battlements, the possibility of an old cemetery, and other indigenous artifacts; 

these matters must be fully investigated within the EIS.  

 

In addition, we have some general comments regarding the scoping for the project EIS. 

We believe that the report should be comprehensive and transparent. We hope that all 

internal data and reports used to prepare the EIS will be publicly available. If the project 

goes forward, we believe that meaningful public participation is important. While 

meetings such as the “Open House” held on November 2 and 3, 2022 did provide 

information to the public, we believe that truly meaningful public participation would 

include one or more public hearings – we would suggest holding one in the impacted 

part of the Park where people are able to make statements and all participants can hear 

and understand all public comments and the responses from all agency officials and 

others involved in the project.  

 

WV Rivers appreciates the opportunity to provide comments regarding the scope and 

content of the EIS for this project. Because of the unique values of the public land called 

Coonskin Park for forested areas near urban areas, promoting healthy nature activities, 

and for forest hiking; as well as the impacts to Coonskin Branch and the Elk River – we 
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trust the FAA to comply fully with NEPA and include a full analysis of the above issues 

within the EIS.  

 

Best regards, 

 
Angie Rosser, Executive Director 

West Virginia Rivers Coalition  
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From: Kenneth Tawney <kennethetawney@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 2:42 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Comments re Proposed Expansion of Yeager Airport 
Attachments: THE PUBLISHED ERL ERTF MAP_OUT.pdf; Morris Creek 9804 Ac..pdf 
 

 
   

  
  

   

  
 

   

  
 

  
  

  
 

   

   
  

 
  

 
 

   

    
 

 

  
 

 
 

 
 

These comments are directed toward identifying replacement properties, in accordance with 
Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act,
for the loss of property  in Coonskin Park due to expansion of Yeager Airport.  The expansion of
the airport  into Coonskin Park will result in the loss of 20 picnic shelters, 10 hiking trails and the 
accompanying acreage.  Coonskin Park is a Section 6(f) property that cannot be converted to any 
use other than outdoor public recreation  unless  the US Department of  Interior/National Park 
Service approves a replacement  land of at least equal value, location, and usefulness.
Representatives at the public scoping meeting on November 7 advised that the replacement 
property  must be in Kanawha County, West Virginia.

Elk  River Trail Foundation, Inc. ("ERTF")  is a 501(c)(3) nonprofit corporation formed to support (1)
the 93-mile Elk River Trail, a rail trail and rails-with-trail system that currently runs from just south
of Clendenin in Kanawha County to Gassaway in Braxton County, and (2) the 102-mile Elk River 
Water Trail that runs from Charleston in Kanawha County to Sutton in Braxton County.  The Elk 
River Trail, upon completion, will be owned by the  State of West Virginia and operated by the 
State Parks section
of the  West Virginia Division of Natural Resources, . ERTF is the sponsoring  entity for the officially-
designated Elk River Water Trail.

On the assumption that the airport expansion is approved, ERTF requests that two properties be 
considered for replacement  properties.  First, consider acquiring and converting to a rail trail the 
railroad corridor held by Norfolk & Southern that runs roughly 20 miles from Charleston to
its  intersection with the existing Elk River Trail near Clendenin, West Virginia.  The railroad runs 
along the  Elk River Water Trail, adjoins (and may actually run through) the airport property, and 
extends through Coonskin Park alongside the soccer  field. The trail would link the capital city to 
the existing Elk River Trail,  creating one of the  longest non-motorized trails east of the Mississippi.
A map of the existing Elk River Trail and Elk River Water Trail is attached.

Second, consider the 9,800 acre tract of land bordering the Elk River Trail between Clendenin and 
Queen Shoals.  The property, located  in Kanawha County, is currently owned by Plotts Road 
Energy, LLC, which has indicated a willingness to work with the responsible parties toward 
development of public recreation on the property. A tax map showing the boundaries of the 
property is attached.  [Note:  as of this date, the property is still assessed in the name of the 
previous owner, the Bruce Barclay Cameron Foundation, Inc.]

We would be pleased to work with you to provide any further information or assistance you may 
need regarding these properties.

Kenneth E. Tawney
President
Elk River Trail Foundation, Inc.
3836 Indian Creek Rd.
Elkview, WV  25071
(304) 553-5203
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Owner(s):

Legal Description:

WV Property V iewer (https://w ww.MapWV.gov/property) is  supported by WV  State Tax Department
and WV GIS Technical Center.

User Notes:
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 1:46 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Melissa Waggy  
 
Email: melwaggy@gmail.com 
 
Organization: WV Chapter of Sierra Club 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Expansion EIS 
 
Formal Comment: Andrew Brooks 
Environmental Program Manager 
Federal Aviation Administration 
 
         November 29, 2022 
 
 
 
RE: Proposed Expansion of Yeager Airport  
 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks: 
 
On behalf of the WV Chapter of the Sierra Club we would like to submit comments on the proposed 
expansion of Yeager Airport and the impending EIS.  We do understand the need for theses changes; 
you must meet FAA safety standards. However, we have serious concerns regarding the negative 
impacts this project will have on the environment and community.  
 
Our biggest concerns are the negative impacts this project will have on Coonskin Park. Located just 10 
minutes from Charleston, this park contains over 1,000 acres of forested land. One of our WV treasures, 
Coonskin provides recreation opportunities and a connection to nature for urban residence, local 
communities and visitors to Charleston.  As we understand this project would impact approximately 400 
acres — nearly half of the park — destroying heavily forested areas, wildlife habitat, and potentially 
create erosion and water quality problems for the city and local residence.  Scoping documents indicate 
that nearly 30 cubic yards of fill will be taken from the park, turning these areas into little more than 
gravel pits.  Additionally, trails and other recreational facilities will be lost. Considering these impacts 
there seems to be little that could be done to mitigate these losses. How will these public lands be 
protected or replaced? 
 
Additionally, we have serious concerns about this expansion because of its location. Engineered slopes 
at Yeager have already had a history of failure, creating erosion and water quality issues as well as 
interrupting flight activities to the Charleston area. Can you ensure this will not happen again with this 
expansion? 
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Finally, this proposal seems like an effort to just “kick the problem down the road”. This site has little 
potential for expansion; eventually a larger airport may be needed in the area.  Why irrevocably destroy 
public lands for a short-term fix? 
 
You have listed several alternatives to this proposal. Please consider these alternatives carefully. Why 
waste taxpayers’ money on a destructive project that may eventually fail and has little potential for 
future expansion?   
 
We thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project and ask that you considered our 
comments carefully. Please keep us updated on the progress of this proposal.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Melissa A. Waggy 
 
Public Lands Chair 
WV Chapter of the Sierra Club 
 
Contact: melwaggy@gmail.com 
PO Box 89 
Lewisburg, WV 24901 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Kanawha Forest Coalition <kanawhaforestcoalition@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 3:53 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Comments RE: Yeager Airport EIS 
Attachments: YeagerComments.pdf 
 
Mr. Brooks, 
 
Please see the attached comments regarding the WV International Yeager Airport Airfield, Safety, and 
Terminal Improvement Project Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Chad Cordell 
 
-- 
Kanawha Forest Coalition 
PO BOX 722 Charleston, WV 25323 
ph:(681)214-0906 
kanawhaforestcoalition@gmail.com 
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November 29, 2022 

To: Mr. Andrew Brooks 
Environmental Program Manager 
Eastern Regional Office, AEA– 610 
Federal Aviation Administration
1 Aviation Plaza
Jamaica, NY 11434 FAA 

Submitted by email at comments@yeagerairporteis.com 

RE: Proposed Yeager Airport Expansion 
Comments on Scoping Phase of EIS 

Dear Mr. Brooks,

Please take into consideration the following comments in regards to the Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) for the proposed West Virginia International Yeager Airport Airfield, Safety, and Terminal
Improvement Project. 

Of primary concern to members of the Kanawha Forest Coalition is the proposed runway 
extension into adjacent Coonskin Park. Coonskin Park is a county-owned public park just outside 
Charleston city limits, immediately adjacent to Capital high school (one of our two city high schools), and
a quick drive or city bus ride from downtown Charleston and surrounding neighborhoods and 
communities. It’s also a core component of our growing Elk River recreation corridor. Coonskin was 
created decades ago by local residents and volunteers, and the trails continue to be maintained by 
community volunteers to this day. 

As described in the Notice of Intent, the proposed Yeager runway extension would involve 
“property acquisition of portions of Coonskin Park for the runway shift and extension; use of up to 
approximately 25.6 million cubic yards of fill, potentially utilized from borrow areas located in the 
adjacent Coonskin Park, necessary to fill in the valley floor for which the extended runway would be 
constructed; construction of three retaining walls and a culvert for Coonskin Branch to facilitate the 
proposed fill material; and removal of Coonskin Park facilities within the cut/fill areas.” Nearly half of 
Coonskin park would be severely and permanently impacted by the proposed runway extension, including
most of the forested portion of the park, hiking trails, playgrounds, and numerous shelters. Given the scale

Page 1 of 9
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of this proposal and the significant adverse impacts to this important community asset, the FAA needs to 
give strong consideration to alternative runway extension proposals that would protect Coonskin park.

You may be temped to think, as you review maps and aerial imagery of this region, that this patch 
of trees and hills we call Coonskin is insignificant, surrounded as it is by what appears to be an almost 
endless sea of nearly identical-looking (from a distance, anyway) trees and hills. But despite what airport 
and county officials would like you to believe, this is not just a generic, disposable place. It is a place 
that’s been part of the fabric of our community for generations. It is where we gather, where we celebrate, 
where we go for our kids’ birthday parties, for family reunions, church and company picnics. It’s where 
we’ve grown up and where we find peace walking the trails and creeks. We’ve built memories and 
relationships here. It is a place that is unique and irreplaceable. 

It’s important to keep in mind that despite being surrounded by tens of thousands of acres of 
forested hills, Charleston has relatively little publicly accessible land. West Virginia as a whole is mostly 
owned by corporate landholders, and the same holds true around Charleston. As for parks, the largest 
green space in our downtown is an inhospitable treeless expanse of grass known as Magic Island on the 
Kanawha River. We try to avoid it most of the year. It’s a sweltering shadeless oven in the summer and 
cold and windswept in the winter. As I mentioned to you when we spoke at the public scoping meeting, 
Charleston doesn’t have a Golden Gate Park, or a Central Park; When we go to a park, we go to 
Coonskin. 

I’ve heard airport officials say that the “undeveloped” section of the park that would be impacted 
by their proposal is rarely used and unimportant. This is simply untrue. Many of us go to Coonskin 
precisely for those “undeveloped” areas. Airport officials have also stated that the former mountaintop, 
after being clear-cut of forest and stripped of fill material, may be returned to public use. I want to make 
clear that the flattened treeless plateau that would be left after taking it for fill material is entirely 
unacceptable as a replacement for the exiting forested mountaintop with it’s winding paths, shade to 
protect from the sun, wildlife habitat, and community history. The two are simply incomparable and are 
certainly not interchangeable (see photos at the end of these comments).

I learned from speaking with you and your colleagues at the public scoping meetings in November
that many of you are from big cities far away from here. If you approve this proposal, you will go home 
and mostly forget about it as you move on to the next project, while we will have to watch, day after day, 
as a place that we love is destroyed. Coonskin branch valley and this proposed project area is clearly 
visible from I-79 and from within lower Coonskin park. Every day we will drive past and we will watch 
as the forest is clear-cut, then the mountaintop is blasted and bulldozed to rubble and pushed truckload by 
truckload into the valley, forever burying everything that this place is – all the beauty, the magic, the 
peace, the life, the history. All gone forever. And we will watch as giant machines compact the earth one 
layer after another, building it up in lifts until the dead and flattened ground sits hundreds of feet above 
where we now stand and everything we knew there is gone. And we will mourn. 

We are used to losing the places that we love, but it doesn’t become easier, any more than losing 
friends and family becomes easier. Places I knew and loved growing up are gone. Mountains blasted 
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away, streams buried, entire regions obliterated by the coal companies and their insatiable appetite for 
short-term, short-sighted profits at any cost (and enabled by the very public agencies meant to regulate 
them. There’s a reason we say DEP – ostensibly the WV Department of Environmental Protection – more 
accurately stands for Don’t Expect Protection). I do not want to mourn yet another place because the 
FAA, like the DEP, decides to consider it disposable.  

My friend Jim met some of you in Coonskin park the morning after the first public scoping 
meeting. He went there to offer you a guided tour of the grotto and he said that at first your group, 
standing in a loose circle drinking your morning coffees, declined, saying you had meetings and needed to
get going. For whatever reason you changed your mind and Jim was able to lead you, over wet slippery 
autumn leaves on an early November morning, down the Alice Knight trail. I’m grateful that you made 
the effort and I hope that the experience of walking on that threatened patch of earth, guided by someone 
who has worked to protect and preserve it, made an impact on you and helps inform your decision. 

____

In addition to the immediate impacts to Coonskin park, we also have serious concerns about 
constructing a valley fill so close to the Elk River and with such a steep face that it requires a retaining 
wall to stabilize. As the 2015 failure at the south end of the runway clearly illustrates, fill material doesn’t 
always stay where it’s placed, even when all the engineers say it will. While the chance of a catastrophic 
failure of the proposed fill is likely small, the consequences of failure could be severe, dumping tons of 
fill into a major river immediately upstream from our drinking water intake. Charleston and surrounding 
communities in the region lost access to clean water in January 2014 when a storage tank containing a 
coal-cleaning chemical called MCHM leaked into the river and into our drinking water intake. Our family
didn’t drink from our tap for weeks. Businesses closed down and some never reopened. For many 
Charleston residents it was the last straw - they picked up their families and moved. The costs to our 
community were immense. Constructing a valley fill of this scale in this location creates unnecessary and 
unjustifiable risk. 

____

Throughout the month of November, myself and others have worked to make our community 
aware of this runway extension proposal and encourage them to submit comments to your agency. Many, I
hope, did so. Many more did not, for the same reason they no longer submit comments to the WVDEP – 
they don’t believe it will make a difference. They don’t believe their voices will be heard, and they 
believe that what people in power want, they’ll get, no matter what we think about it. But throughout this 
outreach process we’ve heard many thoughts about alternatives to destroying Coonskin. I’ll focus on a 
some of those potential alternatives here.

1. By far the alternative we heard most often was to construct a new regional airport at a more 
suitable location if the FAA determines that the existing runway length at Yeager is unsuitable or unsafe. 
This would present many challenges, but is an alternative well worth exploring. Potential locations may 
include Teays Valley and the I-64 corridor between Charleston and Huntington or one of the many surface
mines in the region, Such as the one just across the Kanawha river north of Montgomery, or the Hobet 
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mine in off 119 south in Boone and Lincoln counties. Many people we heard from spoke of their 
disappointment that the regional airport that was proposed years ago was not built. Ideally, if a new 
airport is pursued, high priority should be given to land that has already been adversely impacted by 
industry. Undeveloped land requiring destruction of existing high quality wildlife habitat should be 
avoided. 

2. Another alternative is to utilize the exiting airport footprint and the already-impacted valley at 
the south end of the runway (the location of the 2015 landslide). Several people we heard from suggested 
extending the runway with a bridge spanning Two Mile creek and Keystone Drive and connecting to the 
flattened hilltop on the south side of the valley. I have no idea whether there are existing runway bridges 
of this scale in use, or if this would be a feasible proposal but it’s worth considering as it would avoid 
impacts to Coonskin and provide a longer runway without using fill to bury a valley. Here’s a visual 
illustration of the general idea with the red line indicating a proposed runway:

3. A third alternative is to use only the existing airport footprint, keeping the runway length the 
same as it is currently while continuing to maintain the EMAS and/or incorporate additional safety 
systems as technology changes and improves. The EMAS at Yeager functioned successfully in January 
2010 when a jet overran the runway, and unless the FAA feels that the existing EMAS is unreliable, there 
seems to be little justification for destroying hundreds of acres of public land and creating a risk of 
catastrophic landslides when the existing system is effective.

___

Lastly, I’d like to address potential mitigation. In speaking with parks director Jeff Hutchinson at 
the scoping meeting, I learned that locations as far away as Kelly’s creek to the east of Charleston and Big
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Chimney to the north are being considered as mitigation lands for the County parks system to replace 
what would be lost at Coonskin. It’s important to keep in mind that though Coonskin is county-owned, it 
operates as a de-facto city park for Charleston-area residents. Any land purchased as mitigation for losses 
at Coonskin would need to be comparably accessible to Charleston residents (including those using public
transportation). And given the unique nature of coonskin branch, the Alice Knight trail, and the 
surrounding area that would be impacted by this proposal, any lands purchased for mitigation should be 
acquired at a 10:1 ratio - for every acre impacted at Coonskin park, 10 acres, minimum, should be 
acquired for mitigation. 

___

Yeager airport has worked well (and safely) for the Charleston area for decades.  And for most of 
those years we had a substantially larger population than we do now. The risks of this proposal are high, 
the benefits seemingly few, and the adverse impacts to our community great. We all want our airport to 
be as safe as possible, and we support necessary upgrades that will keep our airport safe and usable,
but we believe there are options for achieving those goals without sacrificing our beloved parks and 
public spaces. 

Please see below for photographs of the project area I took on November 20th, 2022. Everything in
these photos would be destroyed if the current proposal is allowed to proceed. We do not want to lose 
these special places. 

Thank you,

Chad Cordell
Kanawha Forest Coalition
PO BOX 722
Charleston, WV 25323

Kanawhaforestcoalition@gmail.com
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And one final photo. This one from my daughter’s birthday party in 2012 which we held at Shelter #19 in 
upper Coonskin. The kids had a scavenger hunt in the forest behind the shelter – searching for bird 
feathers, pine cones, oak leaves… This forest and these wonderful wooded shelters would be lost if the 
airport’s proposal is approved.  
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From:  Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com>
Sent:  Tuesday, November 29, 2022 5:16 PM
To:  comments@yeagerairporteis.com
Subject:  Yeager Airport  EIS  -  Formal Scoping Comment

Name: Kathy Ferguson

Email: admin@ourfuturewv.org

Organization: OFWV

Comment Topic: Opposition to Yeager Expansion

Formal Comment: Good Afternoon,

OFWV has long been a champion of efforts that seek to improve the quality of life for West Virginians.
While projects like this are offered to encourage economic growth, it  does so at the consequence of 
furthering environmental hazards which ultimately outweigh the efficacy of such a plan.  The Charleston 
Metro area at-large has seen a rapid reduction in large intact greenspaces in recent years.  Naturally 
landscaped grounds  in play areas, ball fields, golf courses, and the like have been continually replaced 
with man-made turf.  Trees have been cut, swampy lands filled in  -  all which have an impact on our 
natural ecological systems and how wildlife indigenous to the area and  as part of migratory habits 
intersect with our region.  This destruction further removes our natural air filtration defense system,
because forests are the lungs of the earth.  They absorb chemical toxins of which we are currently 
enduring in disproportionately high amounts, as well as help to reduce CO2 which of course helps with 
anti-global warming efforts.  However, the impacts don't stop there.  They continue to have downline 
impacts that threaten increased flooding and land erosion that puts people, their homes, and their 
communities at risk of becoming part of flood zones, exposes them to mudslides, and contaminated 
runoff.  This in turn affects their access to insurance, potentially limiting their ability to be insured 
homeowners, or renters.

There have been multiple studies in the past that yielded plans relative to a newly built regional airport 
that would include multiple county jurisdictions and perhaps that may be a better project alternative 
than the one currently proposed.  The current proposal is one that will compromise the ease of access
to true park and natural recreation experiences for area residents who are from lower wealth 
households.  Coonskin is one of the last remaining public parks that can be accessed in part by a bus line.
Many area folks do not have cars let alone can afford the ever-increasing cost of gas to commute to 
other parks and in particular, the southern WV areas such as Beckley and Greenbriar which are routinely
frequented and enjoyed by so many out-of-state tourists.

For the reasons, OFWV stands in opposition to the destruction of roughly 40% of the Coonskin natural 
lands which would happen under the current expansion project proposal. We ask that this proposal be 
tabled, and that other options be explored

Attachment:

Subscribe? Yes

--

(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission)
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, October 2, 2022 7:50 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jeffeson Acree  
 
Email: jeffersonacree@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Na 
 
Comment Topic: Runway Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: As a resident of Kanawha County I am opposed to any action that would cause a loss 
of property or the standing condition of Coonskin Park. If we start allowing the diminishing our parks for 
commercial reasons, we are giving the middle finger to the Wild Wonderful part of WV, and in the name 
of non-existent commerce. CRW is one of the saddest and least busy airports I have ever seen. The 
population is in rapid decline in WV and there is not enough air traffic to support such an infringement 
on our parks. The sky's above charleston can be observed most days and you can nearly count on two 
hands the number of planes that fly from CRW. This is a waste of money and the natural beauty of an 
area more people enjoy on the daily than the airport. Just think about that for a minute, more people on 
the daily use Coonskin than the airport. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 11, 2022 10:59 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Sarah  
 
Email: Sarahdezelinhatesthisemail@Gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Support for Saftey and Improvements 
 
Formal Comment: Thank you for the efforts to improve the airport. I wish that there was room to add 
additional terminals and make WV more accessible to outsiders. Thanks! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Vikki & Wylie Faw <kismet327@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 17, 2022 1:13 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Airport expansion 
 
Oppose prospect of decreasing fauna and wildlife acreage within Coonskin Park. The country, state, 
county, and city are all trying to increase opportunity’s to promote physical activity and improve 
retention and growth of regional population. By reducing the footprint of the park substantially on well 
used trails, playgrounds, courts, and picnic areas, you will net a negative result . No one will come or 
stay in our region because Yeager has a longer runway.  Please do not expand into our recreational 
space. 
 
Thank you, 

Wylie Faw 
Sent from my iPad 
 

PC00003



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 17, 2022 7:26 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: zach  
 
Email: zachf758@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I have grown up in Coonskin Park. I remember having outdoor church services at the 
Gorman Shelter. I enjoy hiking the Elk River Trail, which goes through Coonskin Branch. The Grotto is on 
the West Virginia Waterfall trail system. The West Virginia Waterfall trail system was designed by the 
West Virginia Department of Tourism to bring people to the state. I have friends who live in this state 
who really enjoy the waterfall trail system.  
 
Building the Yeager Expansion Project in Coonskin Park will destroy what makes Coonskin Park so great. 
Whenever I go visit, I see multiple people hiking the trails. I have seen local cross country teams 
practicing in the proposed expansion zone. It is not uncommon to find local service men and women 
running through the park to meet the military's physical requirements. I have seen lots of families 
picnicking at the various shelters located in the proposed expansion location.   
 
In addition to hiking in Coonskin Park, I enjoy visiting the Kanawha Valley Railroad Club just past the 
proposed expansion site. The club has built a scale layout with all the towns, tourist locations, and 
economic drivers that make West Virginia the state that it is. For example, I can visit Hawks Nest State 
Park, the town of Thurmond, downtown Charleston, and the Eastern Panhandle with its thriving 
timbering industry right there in the club house. It would be terrible to lose this wonderful club house 
with all that it holds. 
 
Please do not destroy this park. It is a gem for the Charleston community and also the state of West 
Virginia. By destroying this gem, you destroy one of the best parts of the state. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 18, 2022 4:06 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Robert Belding  
 
Email: rcbelding@hotmail.com 
 
Organization: Retired 
 
Comment Topic: Charleston WV airport expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I firmly oppose the proposed expansion of the Charleston WV airport as presently 
planned. I believe that the expansion will interfere with a boat launch site the the DNR recently 
constructed, will eliminate the bulk of the walking path along the Elk River and will irreparably harm 
Coonskin Park. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 19, 2022 10:08 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Brittany Ritchea  
 
Email: britchea@gmail.com 
 
Organization: None 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Hello. I am a resident of Charleston, WV and frequent the Coon Skin Park regularly as 
it is very close to my home. I especially love the hiking trails and bird watching opportunities the park 
has to offer. Although I do understand the need for an expansion to the airport and appreciate the 
positive impacts it will have, I'd like to ask that you please also consider the impacts this expansion will 
have on Coon Skin Park during your planning. I'd like to see as much green space retained as possible, 
not only for the humans who enjoy frequenting the park but for the animals call the park home, such as 
the Scarlet Tanager which nests yearly within the proposed expansion zone. West Virginia is known for 
its green spaces and natural recreational areas. Please help maintain these when drafting the EIS for the 
proposed airport expansion project. Thank you. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 20, 2022 1:28 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Hunter Starks  
 
Email: hunterstarkswv@gmail.com 
 
Organization: citizen of Charleston 
 
Comment Topic: Don't do this. 
 
Formal Comment: I live and work in Charleston. I am so proud of our trails and forests. Most places 
don't have what we have here, & if these plans go thru we won't either. There has to be another option. 
Do not destroy beautiful public outdoor space for this. Find another option. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 20, 2022 3:09 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Patricia Perry  
 
Email: pgale853@aol.com 
 
Organization: Resident Barlow Drive 
 
Comment Topic: Effect  on Barlow Drive 
 
Formal Comment: I’ve been a resident of Barlow Drive for over 40 years my concern regarding the one 
lane road the this project will be using. We’ve experienced Yeager Airport lack of concern regarding 
their part of upkeep on Barlow. My concern is heavy truck and equipment that will be used and the 
effect it will have on neighborhood usage of our road.in past projects they’ve shown little to no concern 
on fixing issue airport have created. There’s only 2 pull over stops on this road how will residents be able 
to do daily business ( going to and From school or work) and will Yeager maintain the road as good or 
better than it is now. They put gate#1 in several years  ago and it has caused a major water runoff when 
it rains causing deep holes in road which they do not fix and in winter water runs off causing ice issues. 
I’ve contacted them numerous times regarding these situations and they will not fix issue in which they 
created. State DOH says they can’t put in drain because it airport property and airport  will not address 
issue. There two drains between gate 1 and gate 2 that are not big enough to carry water when a heavy 
rain occurs results in flooding into our yard and driveway. If they will not or can not maintain their 
responsibility on Barlow now who will hold feet their fire to maintain road during  and after this 
expansion. Coonskin Park has been an icon in our State for as long as I can remember I do not feel this 
expansion is worth losing an important part of our history. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2022 4:29 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: EDWARD MILAM  
 
Email: wvued6647@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization: Individual 
 
Comment Topic: Proposed Runway Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I oppose the expansion into Coonskin Park.  I am not convinced that this project 
warrants the price at the expense of destroying so much of the park.   
 
I was a frequent flier out of Yeager prior to retirement.  I was totally satisfied with the service and size of 
planes then and do not foresee the need to accommodate larger planes if there is ever a demand. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2022 6:03 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Denise Giardina  
 
Email: denisegiardina@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Self-Employed 
 
Comment Topic: Runway Extension 
 
Formal Comment: I have walked my dogs at.Coonskin since 1997, for their health and mine.  This 
extension will destroy the part of the park best for dog walking, including the Elk River Trail.  The Elk 
River Trail is the best walking place of its type in the Charleston area.  Its loss would be devastating. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
 
 

PC00010



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2022 4:43 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: K Scott  
 
Email: kjscott_wv@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Regulation 
 
Formal Comment: To date, neither Yeager International Airport nor McLaughlin Air Base have produced 
air quality reports, annual or otherwise. This, despite a significant increase in traffic associated with 
recently implemented training programs, i.e. the military's Home Base Program and Marshall 
University's Aviation Program. Will your EIS provide air quality assessment based on both current and 
anticipated air traffic, to include local traffic as well as commercial and military usage? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2022 4:39 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: K Scott  
 
Email: kjscott_wv@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Program Development 
 
Formal Comment: The areas surrounding CRW have a diverse population and include homes, schools, 
and even hospitals and rehabilitation centers, and yet there has been no discussion regarding the 
creation of a noise compatibility program. How will your EIS address the potential for adverse health 
conditions and educational obstacles that the noise associated with increased air traffic will create? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2022 4:35 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: K Scott  
 
Email: kjscott_wv@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Regulation 
 
Formal Comment: At present, the local traffic, specifically, McLaughlin Air Base, Home Base Program, 
Marshall University Aviation Program, and private pilots, performing touch and go landings, have failed 
to honor minimum altitudes of 500 feet as outlined in FAA regulations. These flight paths include various 
residential and business areas within the city limits of Charleston, WV, and are not restricted to 
alignment with the runway at CRW. In other words, descents with minimum altitudes of less than 100 
feet from homes, infrastructure and government offices, demonstrating a TTI of 2 to 3 seconds, have 
been recorded within the Charleston area. What assurances can you provide that minimum altitudes, 
protecting both public health and safety, are honored? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, October 28, 2022 4:36 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Tomi Bergstrom  
 
Email: tomibergstrom@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Airport Expansion - Filling Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: The crown jewel hiking trail in Coonskin Park is the Alice Knight Memorial Trail.  Not 
only does it have unique geography, with rock formations, waterfalls, and caves, but it also has a stream 
along it.  This stream provides an important water source for dogs to cool off in, children to play in, and 
adds to the beautiful scenery.  This trail and this section of the park has the best hiking trails by far.  
Trust me, I am an avid hiker and have been visiting Coonskin for years. I am not enticed to visit this park 
or recreate there without this trail and this section of the park being available.  To say that this trail 
could be replaced is untrue.  The park lacks the geographic features and the water source. It would 
greatly degrade recreational opportunities in Coonskin to fill in this area for the airport.  Other options 
and solutions needs to be further investigated that do not involve burying a headwater stream and 
covering the unique rock formations. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, October 29, 2022 3:47 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Matthew Walker  
 
Email: hondavtx@hotmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Destruction of Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I live near the new entrance to Coonskin Park.  My family regularly uses the park.  We 
have celebrated many birthdays in the picnic shelters that are to be destroyed.  I am greatly dismayed 
by this project and feel it is a horrible idea.  With all of the surface mining in the area, you can't find a 
better location that doesn't ruin the enjoyment of families?  Why should we be punished for the poor 
choices by your organization?  How many Keystone Drive type catastrophes must we endure before you 
choose a site that can actually contain a project of the scope that you want?  This is a horrible idea and 
must be stopped immediately. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, October 30, 2022 5:08 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Charles Stodola  
 
Email: charlesstodola@msn.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Yeager Airport tried a similar expansion for an EMAS which was completed in 2010.  
In March 2015 (after only five years), a portion of the extension collapsed.  See 
https://www.wvgazettemail.com/news/yeager-airport-hillside-collapses/article_44f8d335-434d-5a0d-
a888-7942f1896de5.html.  Since a small extension failed, I don't know why anyone is considering a 
larger extension.  I am sure the new project has an even greater chance of collapse. 
 
As for Coonskin Park, this is a county park used by thousands of people.  My family has used Coonskin 
Park for over twenty-five years.  The runway extension would destroy the Gorman shelter and the field, 
playground, and bathrooms near the Gorman shelter.  Many of Coonskin's hiking trails will be destroyed 
including the Alice Knight Memorial Trail, which leads to the Coonskin Grotto.  The Coonskin Grotto is 
one of the waterfalls listed on West Virginia's Waterfall Trail (https://wvtourism.com/west-virginia-
waterfall-trail/).  A majority of the picnic shelters would be destroyed by the runway extension.  The 
Coonskin Branch stream would be buried under 200 feet of fill. 
 
The Gorman shelter has been used by local schools for athletic awards ceremonies.  Several coworkers 
and I used the Gorman shelter for a team building outing.  I have played ultimate frisbee, football, and 
badminton in the field beside the Gorman Shelter.  This area is used by many people for many different 
activities.  Coonskin Park would suffer a great loss if this area were buried under 200 feet of fill for a 
runway extension. 
 
Yeager Airport wants a longer runway to accommodate largest airplanes.  Charleston, West Virginia is 
home to approximately 50,000 people.  There will never be a need for larger aircraft.  It is my 
understanding that the airport already accommodates the largest cargo aircraft used by the U.S. 
military.  Charleston will most likely always be a small city.  It will never be a major hub for any airline.  
There is no need for a longer runway and no need for larger commercial aircraft. 
 
The runway extension would destroy most of Coonskin Park.  The park has been around for over fifty 
years.  With the destruction of Coonskin Park, thousands of local residents will lose their location for 
walking, jogging, hiking, and relaxing.  The negative impact to Coonskin Park far outweighs any potential 
benefit from the Yeager Airport runway extension. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 31, 2022 2:00 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Completed 
 
Name: Travis L Copen  
 
Email: CopenLaw@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Environmental concerns for the destruction of Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I am writing today in opposition of the planned expansion of the runway at the West 
Virginia International Yeager Airport. The environmental impact of the expansion caused by the 
destruction of Coonskin Park does not justify the perceived benefits that have been listed from the FAA 
for the Airfield, Safety, and Terminal Improvement Project.  I would request that the following items be 
thoroughly studied before any irreparable actions are taken.  
Nearly every week, I am out running the trails that wind through the area that has been proposed to be 
destroyed. While on these trails I constantly run into a variety of eastern box turtles – Terrapene 
Carolina. These turtles have been listed by the IUCN Red List as a Vulnerable species with their largest 
threat being human development and destruction of habitat. Currently, Michigan, New Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, and Connecticut list the animal as a species of special concern. Maine has listed the 
turtle as endangered since 1986. Box turtles have very small home ranges. Researchers have found that 
their territories are around 250 square yards or less. They can live up to 20 years in the wild and only 
become reproductive at 4 or 5 years in age. Habitat destruction and fragmentation isolate individuals 
from find mates and good. This causes local populations to decline or become extirpated from an area. 
Their slow reproductive rate does not allow for a fast recovery if a local population loses several 
individuals in a given amount of time. I have pictures of many of these turtles and one can see their 
markings are all different. The destruction of habitat here will have a direct impact on the local 
population and potentially extirpate them from the local ecology. Please study the impact these actions 
will have on the local population and how that may relate to the larger population.  
As has been noted, the tricolored bat – perimyotis subflavus – has been proposed by the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service to be listed as an endangered species under the Endangered Species Act of 1973. While 
this proposal hasn’t been enacted yet, there doesn’t appear to be any reason why this won’t be granted. 
Just like for the Eastern Box Turtle, habitat loss can wreak havoc on local populations of animals. To 
allow for this to occur would be negligent at best and intentionally destructive at worst. The destruction 
of habitat here will have a direct impact on the local population and potentially extirpate them from the 
local ecology. Please study the impact these actions will have on the local population as well as the 
cumulative effect this may have on the species as a whole West Virginia’s tourism department 
completed a West Virginia Waterfall Trail to encourage people to get out in the state. They describe it 
as: 
“Tucked away in Coonskin Park just outside the capital city is a hidden waterfall known as The Grotto. 
These short cascades – spilling into a shallow cave, shaded by a sandstone overhang – are best enjoyed 
after a good rainfall. Make your way past the stone monument at the trailhead, hang a left on Alice 
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Knight Memorial Trail and follow the red blazes for about a third of a mile before arriving at this unique 
structure. You’ll want to watch your footing on this rocky, sometimes narrow trail, but (once you arrive) 
you'll find this treasure is the perfect nook to relax while chasing waterfalls.” 
The listing misses another iconic waterfall just half a mile away on the other side of the Alice Knight 
Memorial Trail. Both of these locations will be under 100 feet of dirt if this plan goes through. The 
ludicrous idea of destroying the state’s natural wonders to shift a runway amazes me. The stream that 
both of these waterfall features are a part of is a beautiful water system. Please study the ecological 
impact of losing a natural stream that feeds into the Elk River. The materials used in this project may 
end up sloughing off and finding their way into the Elk and Kanawha Rivers. Please study the impact said 
material may cause on the local aquatic ecology.  
 While I know it may not be relevant to the NEPA Scoping process, I’ll note that this park is crucial 
to the mental health of the local community. The Kanawha County Parks and Recreation Department 
describes Coonskin Park:  
“The Park was created over 50 years ago by a dedicated group of Kanawha County residents.  It has 
grown into one of the most beautiful parks in the region.  Located 10 minutes from downtown 
Charleston, WV, the park includes over a thousand acres of woodland, hiking and biking trails, disk golf, 
a handicapped accessible 18 hole par three golf course, an Olympic size pool, picnic shelters of all sizes, 
tennis courts, horseshoe pits and a modern playground area, amphitheater, 3000 seat soccer stadium 
and a wedding garden” 
This park helps to sustain the local community’s need for outdoor activities. While West Virginia often 
touts itself as an outdoor state, there’s not a lot of parkland near the capital city to really justify those 
claims. Coonskin Park’s location and amenities give credence to the claim of “Wild and Wonderful”. 
Every week the pavilions are filled with birthday parties, baby showers, family reunions, and other 
celebrations. The playgrounds are filled with happy children. The trails are filled with runners, hikers, 
and bikers looking to get into the closest wilderness the city has. Destroying this would remove a great 
mental health asset for the community. Please study the impact that the lack of park space may have on 
the local community including mental health impacts and the environmental harm from the potential 
increase in travel time to find similar park access.  
 There will be a massive amount of material that will be needed to fill in the park as it is 
proposed. Please study what impact these trucks may have on our environment.   
 I have not spoken to a single community member who is in support of this planned action. 
 
Attachment: IMG_5581.jpg 
 
Subscribe? Yes 
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(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 31, 2022 3:06 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jodi McMillian  
 
Email: jodimcmillian@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I am a concerned citizen of Charleston, West Virginia. I understand the desire to 
expand the small size of Yeager Airport but why not pick some flat barren land where the safety and 
environmental impact concerns are not as problematic? Why not find some undeveloped land that 
doesn't include a mountain top and the destruction of one of Charleston's only natural public green 
spaces?  Green spaces are essential for a city's physical and mental health. The natural environment of 
Coonskin is ideal for Charleston families to participate in healthy activities like swimming, hiking, biking, 
picnicking, feeding the ducks, and skateboarding. Especially in a region where there are such high rates 
of obesity, mental health issues, and deaths due to opioid addiction, we really need these sanctuaries of 
nature. Please don't destroy one of the only places like this we have in our city. We have so many 
mountain top removal sites that have already been flatten that could be ideal for an airport. Please find 
some land that has less of an environmental impact to build a big, new, safer airport for our lovely state. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 2, 2022 10:59 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: James Cochran  
 
Email: cocjames@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Airport Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: To Whom It May Concern: 
I moved to Charleston with my family about 6 years ago. Green space is a very important issue to us as a 
family, and I believe to many other people in Charleston as well. We recently went out for a weekend 
hike on some of the trails that would be destroyed by the current airport extension plan. There were 
many people of all ages out enjoying the trails on the beautiful fall day. My understanding from 
comments I have read by people who are knowledgeable on the topic is that the runway extension is 
not actually needed, that it is just preferred by the FAA but that their requirements are satisfied by the 
EMAS system currently in place. It was stated that the runway extension would only be needed by an 
extremely small number of the largest aircraft on an extremely small number of days during certain 
atmospheric conditions in the summertime. Due to the limited or questionable nature of the need for 
this project, it does not seem that the massive financial and environmental cost and loss of important 
greenspace are merited. 
thank you for your time. 
James Cochran 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Teresa Quigley <tquiglet@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 2, 2022 3:09 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Environmental Statement re Coonskin 
 

This is my environmental Statement. 
 
I am currently a resident to the original Coonskin Drive locale and entrance. Which 
means the original entrance was closed. I would no longer walk or run nor bike through 
the park from my current residence. That privilege was lost. What I do incur and 
continue to incur is flooding as the hillside continues to fall using my residence as it's 
ravine and Cesspool dump. The devastation would make a tsunami look like a mere 
foot bath. Once the force of water has established its own course, there is little to stop it. 
I truly feared for my life with this last devastation. Not even the rains can wash away 
what is standing in the property. I no longer sit out of doors and no longer go to the 
basement area. The garage contains two vintage cars. I have yet to open or take the 
doors down.  
The contamination, the emissions, the air pollution, the air noise pollution continue to 
intensify not to mention the shared runway with CRW and WV National Guards. The 
impact of the low flying aircrafts shakes and rattles the entire residence and windows. 
Not at all a healthy environment for pets and the elderly. I can assure you as they 
embark over my rooftop and descend it is under 500 feet. It is already a busy combined 
and international hub.  
 
The devastation to my property is another Keystone Drive disaster. It was referred to as 
an EMAS collapse. It was an EMAS disaster. Especially when it was noted six months 
prior to the devastation. Residence could have better prepared. To date, any corrections 
to the devastation to improve or rebuild the area has not taken place. There is a 
bandaid effect put in place for the swamps and runoff.  
 
I will have with me at the alleged scheduled meeting this evening at the Embassy 
Suites, Charleston, West Virginia,  MY ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
EXHIBITS.  
 
I am very proud for the progress of my State and even more proud that our Guards are 
stationed here in Charleston,  Kanawha County, but it should not come as a cost and 
devastation to the property owner.  
 
 
Thank you. 
 
Respectfully, 
Teresa Quigley  
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 2, 2022 8:34 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Brace Mullett  
 
Email: bracemullett33@gmail.com 
 
Organization: City National Bank 
 
Comment Topic: For Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I am in favor of the expansion of WV International- Yeager Airport’s expansion 
project.  CRW is a crucial economic driver for the State of WV and the Kanawha Valley.  Air service for 
our business community is vital to our economic survival.  The impact on the surrounding area is 
minimal and a low use area as well. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Shelley Lively <sjlively@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 2, 2022 9:01 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Proposed expansion and annexation of Coonskin Park 
 
Good evening.  
 
This evening I attended the public meeting held at Embassy Suites in Charleson.  
 
Those present were polite and informative, and for that, everyone involved has my thanks.  
 
However, I feel the need to express the many reasons that, as a lifelong citizen of Kanawha County, 
cause my extreme opposition to this project.  
 
Of course, the obvious reason is the significant losses that Coonskin Park will incur.   
 
So many people rely on this area, and have done so their entire lives, myself included.   
 
The environmental losses cannot be quantified, and no amount of new trails or public space, however 
needed after the fact, will make up for what we, as citizens, already have.   
 
The destruction of flora and fauna would be immeasurable, in addition to the quality of life the local 
residents now enjoy.   Hundreds of families like mine frequent this park on a regular basis, and have 
done so since its inception.  We rely on it, not only for our fresh air, exercise and areas for our children 
to play, but also for birthday parties, anniversary celebrations, family reunions and employee picnics.  It 
is not only those of us who live locally who do so, as many of our friends in surrounding areas also come 
to take advantage of its perfect location.   
 
As a resident who also utilizes Yeager, I do understand the need for better aviation accommodations.   
 
In fact, I flew back home into Yeager only yesterday afternoon from a trip to Boston via Charlotte.   
 
Please permit me to express some of the things I witnessed barely 24 hours ago.  The entrance is too 
small.  The security gate has only one entrance.  Even with the TSA precheck, the employees can only do 
so much, and the travelers are left in too-long lines that wrap around into the ticketing area.   
 
There are not enough elevators for those with mobility needs, the restrooms in the main waiting facility 
are too small, and the one restaurant that is available to the public was closed at 5:15 p.m.   
 
As my husband and I were waiting for our daughter to pick us up after she got off work, we had planned 
on getting something to drink and perhaps having a sandwich, but the during the peak of the dinner 
hour, the only facility on the property located outside the ticket area was closed.  
 
 Yeager Airport, as is, and for as much money that has already been thrown at it, cannot even manage 
what it already has.  Now it wants to take from those of us who live here the gem that is Coonskin Park, 
or at least a very large portion of it.  
 
Only a few years ago when another expansion was attempted, millions of dollars were wasted on a 
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fruitless effort that not only did little to improve the airport, but it devastated surrounding homes and at 
least one place of worship.  Property owners saw their homes values plummet,  and will never financially 
recover from that one instance.  
 
The concept of expanding this outdated facility is a financial and environmental nightmare.  
 
Many politicians and airport officials, I am quite certain, stand thoroughly behind this idea, with visions 
of tax dollars and retail revenues dancing in their heads.   
 
The average citizen, however, will benefit not one iota.   
 
Even if this were to happen, and by some miracle, the effort did not cause another slide of countless 
metric tons of debris, there is still no guarantee that any major airline would begin additional flights in 
and out of our area, and to other destinations that might make the local traveler's time better spent.   
 
It is also unlikely that any new airline at all would be drawn to us, particularly with the current 
skyrocketing prices of fuel, and thus, millions of dollars would be spent to upgrade an existing facility 
that should be scraped and begun afresh.   
 
Either leave Yeager as is, with a few better upgrades to the current building (to include staffing and a 
restaurant that is actually open during daylight hours) or sell the complex to the Air National Guard and 
being again with a state of the art facility in a new location that has room for growth.  
 
In a state that has shown severe financial losses over the recent decades due to the reduction in mining, 
there are mountains that have already been leveled and left destitute.  Perhaps one of these locations 
would be better served to not only allow for more air traffic, but would be a much needed shot in the 
arm to those local economies.   
 
I spent three hours yesterday on a connecting flight from Boston in Charlotte before my final flight 
home.  I will say with confidence that those few hours were absolutely worth it, in comparison to the 
countless hours that I have, and will continue to spend at Coonskin Park with my grandson, as I did 
myself as a child, and with my daughters.   
 
The possibility of cutting out a connecting flight does nothing to change my mind. Like most of the 
population, I fly only occasionally.  We frequent this park all the time.  
 
One last thought.  I believe it fair to say that every West Virginian respected and admired General 
Charles Yeager.   
 
He made his mark on history and science in his unforgettable career, but he was also a born and bred 
Mountaineer, and an avid outdoorsman.  I can't help but wonder how he would feel himself today if he 
knew that 400 acres of pristine protected area were to be demolished in his name, especially when he 
grew up in an area where the land was repeatedly raped by businesses that cared not a whit for nature 
or the people that called those areas home.   
 
I implore you all to consider not only the obvious environmental destruction this would involve, but the 
people who live here.  And if those are not enough, at least think of the inconceivable financial 
investment that would be spent on a project that would be, at best, a bandaid on a gunshot wound.   
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If we are going to do it, do it right, and in an area that will allow for the future expansion, and not just 
catch us up to what should already be current.   
 
Thank you so much for hearing public concerns, and thank you for taking the time to listen to mine. I 
assure you, I am not alone in my feelings toward this matter.  
 
Shelley J. Lively 
Resident  
Pinch, Kanawha County  
304-965-6851 
304-549-4834 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 3, 2022 9:08 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Completed 
 
Name: Samuel Richardson  
 
Email: samlouisrich44@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Resident 
 
Comment Topic: Opposed to proposed Yeager Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: The proposed expansion will take away what should be protected public space for 
people and nature to interact. The proposed improvement will destroy beautiful tourism destinations, 
including the grotto on the Mary Alice Knight Memorial Trail.  
 
Mary Alice Knight was a friend of coonskin park. Her life was taken from us too young due to a rare 
medical incident. It is a front to the culture of the area to destroy something that was preserved for her 
memory.  
 
A better proposed alternative, is to create an entirely new airport that won't affect protected spaces for 
humans and nature to interact. Destroying the beautiful grotto in Coonskin Park would harm tourism 
and the local economy.  
 
Attached is a screenshot of popular verified tourism Pinterest account "Onlyinyourstate" with half of a 
million followers. It featured the grotto along the Mary Alice Knight Memorial Trail as a gem of WV. 
Destroying this for machines is bad for people, bad for nature, bad for tourism, bad for our economy, 
and bad for our moral conscience.  
 
Kanawha County Parks and Recreation should be ashamed for rolling over to industry interests. That is 
not the role of that agency. That agency should work to protect public spaces that serve people and 
nature.  
 
Let's not choose the interest of machines over people. 
 
Attachment: pintrestgrotto.png 
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 3, 2022 10:05 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Elizabeth George  
 
Email: elzshaff@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: coonskin park and the airport 
 
Formal Comment: I live in Charleston right across the river from the airport and coonskin park since 
1988. I enjoy coonskin park with my family and my dog at least 5 days a week. it's so nice to be able to 
drive 5-7 minutes outside the city and have such a beautiful park with access to shelters, trails, creeks, 
the river, the elk river trail, the pond, the grotto. My dog Colbert has grown up adventuring the Alice 
knight memorial trail for 7 years now and coonskin branch is our favorite creek/trails. The black slate 
creek bed with natural cold water year-round is perfect to dip in and cool off while hiking. I have 
enjoyed beautiful Owl family that lives up Alice night trail. Coonskin branch runs under the elk river trail 
and into the elk river. What will happen to all the wildlife, turtles, fish, river mussels once land fill is 
dumped in? We know what happened with the last fill project and the airport with the destruction to 
keystone drive and its residents. My dad worked at coonskin as a teenager in the late 1960s. we take 
walks to coonskin and he shares memories, its priceless! Please consider this when drafting the EIS for 
the proposed airport expansion project. Thank you. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 3, 2022 10:39 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: KD  
 
Email: katrinad88@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: My family enjoys going to Coonskin Park weekly. We hope there is a way to come to a 
resolution that does not impact it, or minimally impacts it. The proposed plan makes major changes to 
loved greenspace and trails. That is concerning to us. We understand the need for safety and 
environmental protections, but insist Coonskin is preserved much more than proposed. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 3, 2022 11:47 AM 
To: info@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Contact Us 
 
Name: Jordan  
 
Email: iamjordangill@gmail.com 
 
Organization: N//A 
 
Subject: Coonskin Park Expansion 
 
Message: As a Charleston resident, one of my favorite things is that you are just steps away from the city 
and wildlife. Taking 40% of Coonskin Part would impact this in an incredibly negative way. Alice Knight 
Memorial Trail is my personal favorite trail locally and I am sure others would agree. There is no reason 
to expand the airport that does not see enough air traffic to do so. Keep the wildlife, keep West Virginia 
wild and wonderful. Leave Coonskin Park alone. 
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 3, 2022 1:30 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Beverly D Douglas  
 
Email: bevdbj@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I am against destroying any parts of Coonskin Park for airport expansion.  I am a 
lifelong resident of Kanawha County and my family and I have always enjoyed everything the park has to 
offer.  It is the only park of its kind with quick and easy access for residents.  This would destroy unique 
nature formations that can never be duplicated. Do not allow this proposal to be approved. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
 
 

PC00038



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 3, 2022 1:41 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kaitlin Jordan  
 
Email: kaitlinmariejordan@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: I am formally submitting my being against the coonskin project. The Alice knight trail 
is such a special place to me and so many others. Please don't take that away from us. With myself, it is 
where I go to escape and find nature. It is my place to think. It It a place that holds many memories with 
others, some who have passed - our initials carved in trees. Please don't take this away. There has to be 
another way. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 3, 2022 9:12 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Laura Babiak  
 
Email: lauraebabiak@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Against Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I previously commented that I was against the expansion because I believe Charleston 
residents should have access to green space. Then I learned that the project will fill in the stream. It is 
absolutely heartbreaking that another company is trying to destroy WV wildlife. Haven’t we seen 
enough environmental destruction in our beautiful state? The effects of blocking a stream go even 
beyond the stream itself. It has severe negative impacts on the surrounding wildlife, water system, 
drainage, etc. The more I learn about this expansion, the more problems seem to come up. It seems like 
this project has been rushed without a complete look into alternatives and impacts. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 3, 2022 8:19 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Completed 
 
Name: Kelly Babiak  
 
Email: kelly.babiak@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: AGAINST airport expansion into Coonskin Park! 
 
Formal Comment: PLEASE do not destroy the Coonskin Branch and Coonskin Grotto areas of Coonskin 
Park for the airport expansion! In the past 5 years, since owning an active German Shepherd, I have 
learned how much Charleston seriously lacks quality outdoor spaces with walking trails. We found 
Coonskin Park to be the only place where we could enjoy long nature walks without traveling far from 
home. We now frequent the park daily. In the summer months, the stream at Coonskin Branch is our 
only retreat from the heat. I love Coonskin Park and the many memories I have made there with my dog 
and boyfriend. Coonskin Branch is our happy place, and we really hope you will reconsider your plans. 
The claims that this expansion will provide an opportunity to improve Coonskin Park are completely 
inaccurate and insulting. New picnic shelters and an updated golf course will never replace the 
cherished outdoor sanctuaries at Coonskin Branch and Coonskin Grotto. They are the most beautiful 
natural outdoor spaces that Coonskin Park and Charleston, WV will ever have to offer. 
 
Attachment: AFC94D02-C95D-4C88-854B-BC7A1F3278C0.jpeg 
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Zachary Humphreys <zhumphreyswv@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 3, 2022 2:55 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
 
Don't ruin Coonskin park. Thanks. 
 

PC00042



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 3, 2022 8:48 PM 
To: info@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Contact Us 
 
Name: Annette Cable  
 
Email: annette@solutionspbs.com 
 
 
Subject: Coonskin 
 
Message: I have spent my entire life in Charleston enjoying Coonskin Park.  I have taken my now adult 
children there all their lives.  I cannot understand how anyone can possibly think it is ok to take such a 
treasured park away from our community!  Build the airport somewhere else or be satisfied that Yeager 
is big enough for our population. 
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 3, 2022 9:08 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Laura Babiak  
 
Email: lauraebabiak@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Against Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I am against the airport expansion into coonskin park. I believe that other avenues 
should be explored to not encroach on the park. Just this past summer, our family enjoyed our reunion 
at one of the shelters that will no longer exist if the expansion happens. I would hate to see that 
beautiful green space destroyed. Coonskin is small enough, and Charleston residents have very few 
green spaces. I think it is classist and unfair  to put the airports desire for expansion to bring in more 
money over the desire for Charleston residents to have a park. It is obvious that an airport expansion 
will benefit businesses while the average Charleston resident that seeks free recreational outdoors 
space is overlooked. I’m sure that the citizens wants will be trampled and will go unheard, but I would 
really hope that those with power over this decision fully consider their actions in changing, and 
essentially destroying, a park that I have visited my entire life. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 4, 2022 8:05 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kris stalter  
 
Email: kristen.stalter@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin park is a great feature of charleston and way more Important to its 
residents than a bigger airport. West virginia as a whole is known nationwide for its green spaces and 
beautiful nature. Charleston ought to do all it can to preserve these spaces not destroy them. My young 
daughter loves walking along the river and having picnics at coonskin. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Kristen Stalter <kristen.stalter@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 4, 2022 8:08 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Preserve coonskin park 
 
Coonskin park is a great feature of charleston and way more Important to its residents than a bigger 
airport. West Virginia as a whole is known nationwide for its green spaces and beautiful nature. 
Charleston ought to do all it can to preserve these spaces not destroy them. My young daughter loves 
walking along the river and having picnics at coonskin. We go at least once a month, usually more.  
 
For the sake of the community and the beautiful nature of west virginia, please preserve coonskin park.  

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 4, 2022 10:18 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Casee Jones  
 
Email: caseedjones@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Community member 
 
Comment Topic: I oppose the airport expansion into Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I have lived here my whole life, gone to the pool there many times, hiked, used the 
shelters for picnics, and so many more things. West Virginia is known for its beautiful mountains and 
outdoor spaces. We need green spaces in Charleston to hike, play and find peace in nature. Please 
consider this when the EIS for the proposed airport expansion 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Paige Butcher <pbutcher1@wvstateu.edu> 
Sent: Friday, November 4, 2022 8:37 AM 
To: Comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: CRW Safety Project 
 
The addition of the runway safety area at CRW is much needed and long overdue. Our citizens deserve 
an airport that we can be proud of when we welcome visitors to our newest national park. Also, 
upgrades to Coonskin Park are desperately needed.  
 
While CRW staff does an excellent job maintaining existing facilities we have one of the oldest terminals 
and towers in the United States.  
 
This could also open doors to additional air service which our state desperately needs.  
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 4, 2022 3:21 PM 
To: info@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Contact Us 
 
Name: Vanessa Harper  
 
Email: vbugwva@gmail.com 
 
 
Subject: Coonskin Park 
 
Message: I live in the Mink Shoals area and I am an avid runner. Every morning I run the length of 
coonskin. In revamping the airport in the coonskin area how much of the park will I lose. Thank you 
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 4, 2022 1:55 PM 
To: info@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Contact Us 
 
Name: Ashton Hawley  
 
Email: ashton.hawley@gmail.com 
 
 
Subject: Expansion 
 
Message: I understand wanting to expand and improve the airport but please don’t take away or 
remove access to the Grotto Falls at Coonskin park. It’s one of the most beautiful places in the area and 
it would be such a shame to not have the opportunity to visit it anymore. 
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 4, 2022 11:34 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Emily Whittington  
 
Email: emilywhittington3@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Preserving Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: I am commenting today to implore you to keep the Coonskin property intact. For 
residents of Clay, Clendenin, and Elkview Coonskin is one of the few places with MAINTAINED hiking 
trails with real views and terrain. Properties such as the Elk River Trail or Kanawha State Forest exist but 
the Elk River Trail does not offer varied terrain or views and for residents of Clay County such as myself, 
the additional drive time to Kanawha State Forest is impractical. Why you may ask are the maintained 
trails of Coonskin so important? There is a ton of woodland in the previously mentioned areas you may 
say. While that is true, unfortunately, for families like mine the hiking is untenable in many of these 
woods. My son is four years old and has a disability that prevents him from walking without assistance. 
As such we hike with him on our back in a hiking pack. As a four year old he is bigger than the child you 
typically see in a hiking pack, hiking with him can be challenging but is doable on the maintained, well 
worn, trails of Coonskin. There are very few places our disabled population can go to experience nature. 
Coonskin is one such place where my son can hike with us as well as work on walking in his walker on 
the main roads. With as little as there is for our disabled population, it is imperative we preserve every 
inch of Coonskin Park. Coonskin is a beloved park of many childhood memories for many families. From 
birthday parties to senior photos, we all have cherished memories from the park. Please do not take 
from those memories and that pleasure given to so many families for capitalistic gain. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 4, 2022 2:57 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Rachel D Cole  
 
Email: pricer57@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: NOT a good idea 
 
Formal Comment: Box turtles, which are endangered, use some of the area as a breeding ground. This 
would have an environmental impact, and for what reason? Literally nothing you could say would sway 
me. My son is a Boy Scout and they frequent Coonskin for trails. One of the many trails they use would 
be impacted. This would be devastating to Coonskin Park. 40%? Outrageous!!!! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 4, 2022 1:46 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jerry Tackett  
 
Email: jerrytackettfl@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Capital High School 
 
Comment Topic: Yearger Airport expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I do not support the airport expansion at the cost of taking land away from Coonskin 
Park. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 5, 2022 11:35 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Follow Up Flag: Follow up 
Flag Status: Completed 
 
Name: Lisa king  
 
Email: 1.lisa.king@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager airport expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I believe that the population of the charleston area has very few trails and green 
spaces in town.  That population wants access to that. Filling in the Alice knight trail area will reduce 
green space and trails This trail is  heavily used by the tax payers of the area. They need more green 
space and trails. Not less. If you cant move that stupidly sited airport and you need a longer runway 
build it as a bridge. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Maura Lewis <maurahoferlewis@icloud.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 5, 2022 5:40 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Airport Expansion  
 
It is a terrible idea to take Coonskin Park away from our children and grandchildren. That is the only 
place many of them have for outdoor recreation. 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 6, 2022 8:41 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Gary Davis  
 
Email: ultragarydavis@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Impact on Charleston 
 
Formal Comment: As a resident of Charleston, I feel that the loss of Coonskin Park with it's multiple 
playgrounds and miles of scenic walking trails would be a great loss to my community. My family 
frequently goes to Coonskin park to get a break from the city and experience some nature. My younger 
daughter Ripley loves looking for turtles every time we go(there are many of them around!), and my 
oldest daughter Fiona always looks to find a new species of bird. I personally have enjoyed lots of days 
running on the many trails  throughout the park. Bulldozing almost 400 acres of accessible forest to 
make way for a slightly longer runway is untenable in my mind. It is comparable to mountain top 
removal coal mining, "progress" at the cost of West Virginia's animals and forests. 
 
Please consider any alternative that does not destroy Coonskin Park and all of its natural beauty. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gary Davis 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Elizabeth Segessenman <bethplaysflute2@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 6, 2022 12:46 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: 'Improvement' project 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project. I am appalled that an area that is enjoyed 
and used by many citizens on a daily basis is at jeopardy. I don't care what the cost is, this 
"improvement" is a terrible idea. Where will people go close to Charleston to enjoy hiking and use picnic 
shelters?  What about all the wildlife that lives there?  Homes close by will incur damage from the 
blasting and you will be sued. I've seen damage in homes near 119 after blasting projects. The air quality 
from blasting a mountain apart will degrade our already terrible air pollution score in the Kanawha 
Valley. There is a school with over 500 children on the back side of the park that would be breathing in 
that polluted air every day at recess. And if all of this is not enough reason, the intake for half the state's 
water is just a few miles downstream!  You don't have to go far outside Charleston at all to find large 
tracks of land without the population density there is near Coonskin. Come on, you can do so much 
better than this 'improvement.'  Frankly, I don't know how anyone that supports it can sleep well at 
night. 
 
Signed, 
Elizabeth Segessenman 
bethplaysflute2@gmail.com 
148 Silas-Kanawha Two Mile road 
Charleston, WV 25312 
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From: Theresa <lifetime.memories@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 6, 2022 6:32 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Virtual meeting 
 
I have not received any email or invite after registering for the virtual meeting.  
 
Theresa Miller 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 7, 2022 9:47 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Teresa Marie Koon  
 
Email: teresa.m.koon@gmail.com 
 
Organization: private citizen 
 
Comment Topic: Protection of Coonskin Park and suggested alternative 
 
Formal Comment: I am writing to you as a regular user of Coonskin Park.  I live on Coopers Creek in 
Kanawha County.  Coonskin is the only park on the northeast side of the county. I regularly enjoy this 
natural park and walk my dogs on the hiking trails  
 
I am deeply saddened to hear that the airport is proposing to take 400 acres of this beautiful park.  We 
do not need more ball fields, soccer fields or golf courses in Kanawha County.  We need the natural 
aspects of this park preserved.  Because the land was purchased with Land and Water Conservation 
Funds, it is imperative that if it is impacted that the replacement for these 400 acres be in natural areas 
with hiking trails in the north eastern part of Kanawah County and not be replaced with playgrounds and 
sports fields.  I am asking that you protect the wild, natural spaces as parks with natural vegetation and 
hiking areas. 
 
I recommend that the alternative of constructing a new airport be seriously considered to prevent 
impacting Coonskin Park.  The current airport location is not big enough to accommodate this 
expansion.  Moving the airport to eastern Kanawha County or Putnam County would allow for much 
more flat ground.  This was contemplated in conjunction with the Huntington airport many years ago. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From:  
Sent: Monday, November 7, 2022 10:06 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport public scope comments 
 

Name...       
 

E mail -  

 

address -  

 

organization - local citizen 

 
 

Please withhold from public review by personal identifying information.  
 
 

Date Monday November 7, 2022 

 

I am a resident of Charleston since the 1970s.   I have often hiked the unique hollow 
along Coonskin Branch.  I have pictures dating back to 1978 of large ice formations 
along the sandstone outcroppings along the Alice Knight trail.   This Coonskin Branch 
hollow, with its sandstone rock outcropping, its grotto, and a 10-foot waterfall, on 
a run that feeds into Coonskin Branch from the eastern slope, are all special 
places for a lot of local residents.   If the autumn is dry, the stream turns into just 
pools and does not flow.  Yet, the wild natural hollow is still worth the short hike.  In 
recent times, physical fitness and getting back to nature are being stressed for our 
mental well-being or peace-of-mind.  It is hard to imagine this special hollow buried 
under 200-300 feet of dirt for a runway extension.  This is a quality-of-life issue here 
in WV.  Many citizens of WV are not active outside and are over-weight.  This Alice 
Knight trail along Coonskin Branch makes a difference, by enticing folks outside to walk 
a beautiful natural area.    The WV State Div of Tourism started a waterfall tour this 
year.  The Coonskin Branch grotto was even selected as one of just 30 sites throughout 
the state for that waterfall tour.   On my most recent hike there in October 2022, even 
though the stream was not flowing, I meet folks from Cincinnati, Fairmont, and Beckley 
to add this site to their waterfall list.   You can not replace this unique hollow with some 
other land.    I am reminded of the lyrics of an old Joni Mitchell's song… 

Don't it always seem to go 
That you don't know what you've got 'til it's gone 
They paved paradise, put up a parking lot 
They took all the trees put 'em in a tree museum 
And they charged the people dollar an' a half just to see 'em 

  
Besides the stream and the waterfalls, the natural wooded area is a very popular picnic 
and event holding place during the summer season.   There are several rented shelters 
with plenty of shade under the trees.  You have to rent a picnic shelter months in 
advance.  The Gorman shelter – directly under the ILS – has a large open field and 
playground for folks to play games.  Of course, another wooded area could be found for 
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picnics, but you can not replace the unique Coonskin Branch hollow with its 
grotto, waterfall, and sandstone outcropping.   That small hollow is very special.  
  
I also have a few questions….. 
 

Question 1 

 

 Near the mouth of Coonskin Branch with the Elk River, I was briefed at the initial public 
meeting on Nov 2, 2022  that there will be a large vertical retaining wall, maybe 80 feet 
tall. When the Elk River runs high, the water will not be able to backfill up the small 
meadow/bottomland near the stream’s mouth.  Instead that high water along the Elk will 
fill a conduit and then have to climb up a vertical wall.    Wouldn’t this man-made wall 
force water elsewhere, to adversely affect other low reaches along a swollen Elk 
River? 

  
Question 2… 

 

If you make a manmade level plateau out of fill to cover over Coonskin Branch – some 
200-300 feet above the stream – how does the rain that falls on top of that elevated 
landfill get into a large culvert buried by 200-300 feet?  Will runoff be forced off 
the artificial plateau into adjacent small stream basins, such as Elk Two Mile and 
Mill Creek?  Just this summer (2022) there was a 4.44 inch downpour of rain measured 
at  CRW Yeager Airport within 12 hours.  This occurred late on August 14th into the 
early hours of August 15th.    The natural area did its job in helping many millions of 
gallons of water filter into the Elk River.  Changing that natural terrain to a man-made 
level plateau, that includes fill, concrete and asphalt, what would happen to that sudden 
runoff ?   
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 7, 2022 3:28 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jennifer Geyer  
 
Email: jdgeyer@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Damage to homes close by 
 
Formal Comment: First of all, it’s upsetting for park land be destroyed that 3 generations of my family 
have  enjoyed often. I’ve lived in Knollwood, the mountain across from the airport, for 49 years.  
My primary concern is damage to homes close by and the noise from a project that will take years. In 
the past when there’s been blasting at the airport, the walls in my home built in 1940, suffered cracks. 
Fortunately the structure has remained sound.  
If the this project should be carried out, will we be compensated for any damage that may occur?  
Also, I’m a night shift nurse, and no amount of compensation would suffice for disrupting the very little 
sleep I get as it is without adding years of construction near by. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 7, 2022 3:36 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Dan McLaughlin  
 
Email: d_n_mclaughlin@hotmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Reduction of Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I have been following the updates on the proposed runway extension and plan to 
attend the virtual meeting this evening. I understand the importance of safety in airports but I also am 
very disappointed in the changes that are proposed to Coonskin Park. I have hiked and mountain biked 
more in Coonskin Park than any other park in West Virginia. It is also the only park I can ride my bike to 
without driving there in a vehicle. Eliminating most of the trails in Coonskin takes away my reason for 
utilizing the park. I don't golf, I don't swim there and I don't play tennis. I hope that a reasonable 
solution can be obtained since the park has already lost some trails when the driving range was 
installed. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Mitch Lucas II <Skywest_101@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 7, 2022 6:52 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager airport upgrade comment 
 
Good evening Yeager Airport Authority, 
    I am emailing you in regards to the public video held on YouTube tonight. As an airline pilot that has 
flown into this airport many times ending with landings in both directions, I wonder with the runway 
extension if the mountain to the north east will be a factor, as well as taking off to the east for climb 
gradients. The ILS approach to 23 was already very close to this hill to set off the radar altimeter on 
short final along with the current restriction that doesn’t allow autopilot usage below 1700 feet makes 
this a tough place to land with under 7,000 feet of runway. The same struggle is mirrored except now 
when trying to depart Runway 5. Even with the .8% down slope this runway was almost always 
unavailable due to performance for the CRJ aircraft and the terrain out off the departure end. All this to 
say I would check with your airlines and their performance teams to make sure these upgrades help the 
maximum amount of revenue can be brought in and out of your upgraded airport. For example the last 
time I tried to depart this airport with 50 passengers (Full load) runway 5 required us to remove 13 
people if we wanted to depart due to wind. We elected to wait for calmer winds and still used 23 even 
with a slight tailwind. 
 
Thank you for your time, 
 
Mitch Lucas 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 
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From: David DeBolt <ddebolt@kent.edu> 
Sent: Monday, November 7, 2022 1:12 PM 
To: Yeager Airport EIS 
Subject: Re: EXT: Thank You 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to offer input on the airport expansion.  I love Yeager and Coonskin Park! 
 
We must not repeat the past mistake of trying to make a mountain out of fill dirt. The first time may 
have been excusable for lack of experience with mountain top airports.  Repetition is foolish, and 
landslides are likely. 
 
Bridging for runway extension has been used in other places, the first that I saw being Stapleton/Denver 
going over I-70.  WV has bridged New River Gorge with the highest single-arch span in the Western 
World, and the New River Gorge National Park thrives beneath it.  There is surely sufficient bedrock 
under the natural hills at Yeager to anchor footings to bridge the small valleys in question.  That way the 
park is kept mostly intact and future expensive damage far less likely.  This should be kept in mind when 
comparing costs. 
 
Also, I say valleys, since it would seem sensible to bridge the Keystone valley, perhaps as an alternative, 
or as a future option.  This would have the advantage of leading to the already cleared solid rocky hilltop 
to the SW. 
 
Let's do it right this time!  Many thanks for considering this. 
 
David DeBolt 
 
On Mon, Nov 7, 2022 at 12:26 PM Yeager Airport EIS <info@yeagerairporteis.com> wrote: 
Thank you for your interest in the West Virginia International Yeager Airport Airfield, Safety, and 
Terminal Improvement Project Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
Your inquiry has been submitted to the project team for review. We will add you to the email update 
list. 
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
CRW EIS Project Team 
CAUTION: EXTERNAL SENDER Do not click any links, open any attachments, or REPLY to the message 
unless you trust the sender and know the content is safe. 
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From: Denise Giardina <denisegiardina@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 7, 2022 6:54 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Destruction of Coonskin  
 
I strongly oppose the wholesale destruction of Coonskin Park, the only large park Charleston has.  It 
doesn’t matter if the tiny part that holds the pool and golf course are preserved:  the part that includes 
the natural world where people hike and walk and observe nature will be gone.  The beautiful Elk River 
Trail should be preserved and promoted; instead it will be destroyed.  The Elk River itself will be 
polluted.   Hundreds of people walk and bike this trail every day.  I began walking this  trail  with my dog 
in 1997.  Three miles a day.  It is the only place to walk and not worry about being hit by a car.  It should 
be expanded into Charleston, not destroyed. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
Romans 8:18-39 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 7, 2022 8:00 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: LISA L CLAY  
 
Email: pumpkinsee@msn.com 
 
Organization: Resident of Mink Shoals 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park Valuation to Residents 
 
Formal Comment: Instead of cutting/filling in Coonskin and taking 200+ acres of park and recreation 
land in an area that desperately needs this park, can the airport explore building in areas that have 
already been destroyed by mining or other means? During the Zoom Virtual Workshop, it was stated 
that currently a value had not been calculated on areas of Coonskin Park that would be impacted by the 
expansion project.  For the Charleston and Elk River community, the value of the park is immeasurable. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 9, 2022 1:32 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Sanra Hissom  
 
Email: sghissom@ftr.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I am looking to the Yeager Airport Expansion.  I think it will be great to enhance the 
safety, as well as the economy for the State of West Virginia! 
 
Best wishes! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 9, 2022 1:40 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Wesley Smith  
 
Email: wesleysmith@mgcwv.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Proposed Project - CRW 
 
Formal Comment: Improvements to the CRW airport is critical to keeping West Virginia prosperous.   
Having facilities to meet FAA design standards will give CRW more opportunities for the state and local 
communities.  Getting the improvements mentioned in each phase will bring positive feedback to the 
community and state with increased business and infrastructure for our area. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 9, 2022 1:58 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Rachel Sallade  
 
Email: rsallade22@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: New terminal and runway extension 
 
Formal Comment: This project is necessary for safety and will result in more opportunities for the state 
of WV. The pros outweigh the cons. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 9, 2022 2:07 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Debbie Kyle  
 
Email: debbied1858@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: I am an avid traveler and would appreciate Yeager Airport to expand flight selection 
to accommodate many area travelers not wanting to drive to other states to get a reasonable flight. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: vslackcpa@aol.com 
Sent: Wednesday, November 9, 2022 6:28 PM 
To: info@YeagerAirportEIS.com 
Subject: My Concerns- Yeager Airport Expansion  
 
To Whom it may concern: 
 
I attended the Scoping Process meeting held on Wednesday, November 2 to gather information of the 
possible Yeager Airport expansion.  I was interested in the impact this would personally have on me and 
my property.  I actually live in the current landing pattern of Runway 5.  At this time,  the aircraft are still 
at a level in the sky that is not bothersome.  I am concerned if the runway is extended towards my 
direction and larger aircraft are able to utilize it, then the noise and landing level will be disruptive to my 
living in my home.   
 
My home has historic value for it has been on this property in our family for over 200 years.  It could 
possibly qualify for historic designation due to family history and construction, however, I have not yet 
investigated the steps regarding such a move.      
 
I just wanted to register my concerns and would appreciated being kept apprised of future 
developments regarding the expansion.   
 
As one additional point that would not be popular, with such extensive measures being considered for 
the runway expansion and replacement of the  terminal, I feel it would be more cost effective and 
create better future development for the region to build a new airport all together instead of trying to 
keep patching this tenuous location to constantly try to make it safer and serve increased passenger 
volume.     
 
Virginia Slack         
 
Virginia C Slack CPA 
30 Wingfield Lane 
Elkview, WV  25071 
(304) 342-7735 
 
 
CONFIDENTIAL:  The information contatined in this email is intended for the individual or entity above.  
This email may contain confidential taxpayer information.  If you are not the intended recipient, you are 
hereby notified that disclosing, copying, distributing or taking action in reliance on the contents of this 
information is strictly prohibited.  Please notify the sender immediately if you have received this email 
by mistake and delete this email from your system.         
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 10, 2022 7:38 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Rachel Moon  
 
Email: rachellbusch@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Runway expansion 
 
Formal Comment: The runway expansion at Yeager Airport has been needed for some time. Not only 
will it increase safety by giving planes additional footage for takeoff and landing (truly, Yeager is 
currently one of my least favorite airports to fly into and out of knowing how short the runway is and 
that if it's missed by any amount you're into or over a mountain). I also believe it will open the airport to 
receiving more flights from various parts of the country increasing the airport traffic and helping to 
strengthen the WV economy. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 10, 2022 7:49 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Joshua Moon  
 
Email: moonboard80@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager airport runway 
 
Formal Comment: Hello, 
I wanted to formally say that I am completely for extending the runway at Yeager airport. First of all, I 
would feel a lot safer with a longer runway. I also would love the opportunity for bigger planes so we 
could have more direct flights to more cities. This would also bring in so much more people and business 
to help grow our economy. We are trying to build up our community with sports complexes and other 
businesses, but we would be holding it back with a shorter runway and the hassle of making connecting 
flights. I appreciate your time and hope that we are all looking towards a bigger and brighter future for 

Charleston and all the surrounding areas. Thank you       
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Susan Patterson <susanpat1162@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 10, 2022 8:52 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: EIS comments 
 
Please consider building a new airport. Piecemealing a mountain to another mountain that has already 
had a catastrophic failure seems like an undesirable solution. 
Since there will also be new terminals added it seems that a new location for this airport would make 
more sense. Maybe a nice flat piece of land between Kanawha and Putnam Counties would be a better 
consideration. 
 
Thank you for reviewing these comments. 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 11, 2022 6:52 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Mark Tabbert  
 
Email: mtabbert15@gmail.com 
 
Organization: WV State Coordinator for Citizen Climate Lobby 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park and Airport Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: Expanding an airport in a city on life-support is wrong especially when you sacrifice 
something as important as Coonskin Park.  West Virginia's greatest asset is our native habitat and losing 
something as wonderful as Coonskin, something that is right in our backyard would be a travesty.  thank 
you 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 13, 2022 9:12 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Courtney L G Dowell  
 
Email: courtneylgdowell@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: I understand the urge to extend the runway at Yeager.  It's a short one.  But it 
currently works just fine.  I can attest to this because I flew out and back in last week.  Both takeoff and 
landing were uneventful.  What we have works.  Extending the runway, on the face of it, doesn't seem 
problematic.  But the estimate is that this would obliterate almost half of Coonskin Park.  This is 
unacceptable.  KSF already has strip mines encroaching and now you want to take away even more of 
our greenspace?  No.  This is seriously not ok.  Please take a step back and reconsider this action.  It's 
seriously the worst idea I've heard in a good long while.  Whomever decided to destroy nearly half the 
park is a monster.  For this to have even been considered is a tragedy and has created a massive lack of 
trust.   
 
Courtney L. G. Dowell 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 13, 2022 9:59 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Lesley Robinson  
 
Email: lesleygtrader@gmail.com 
 
Organization: N/A 
 
Comment Topic: Please don't take part of our park 
 
Formal Comment: My dog and walk Coonskin Park every single day. It's close to our home, it's gorgeous, 
it's a park I grew up with. It would be devastating to lose almost half of this beautiful place in 
Charleston. Please preserve the park. It means so much to so many people. I know it means the world to 
me. Our walks have improved my mental and physical health tremendously and I wouldn't be able to go 
as often if I had to go somewhere further away. Please don't take part of our history, our park, our 
gorgeous home. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
 
 

PC00084



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 13, 2022 11:18 PM 
To: info@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Contact Us 
 
Name: Kathie Giltinan  
 
Email: giltin2@aol.com 
 
 
Subject: The runway extension and destruction of the Alice Knight Trail 
 
Message: The trail that would be destroyed is not only is it beautiful, it’s priceless and irreplaceable. It is 
a memorial to a beautiful person who was my friend. I value it tremendously and I think a memorial is 
something to be preserved — not destroyed. 
 
Charleston doesn’t need more concrete. It needs this nearby respite from the built environment. 
Wildlife need this habitat. Charleston needs the wildlife, and the natural habitat. 
 
The cave hasn’t been fully explored for historical artifacts, has it?  
 
Air traffic in its present technological state contributes to global warming. Let’s not invest in a dying and 
destructive technology. Please, let’s not sacrifice an irreplaceable natural feature to a soon to be 
obsolete technology.  
 
I think the Alice Knight trail is precious and the builders seem to think it’s worthless. What an impasse.  
 
Moreover, when your grandchildren ask what you did to keep our planet livable, what will you say? “I 
paved paradise so destructive air traffic could expand.” 
 
KG 
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 13, 2022 11:12 AM 
To: info@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Contact Us 
 
Name: Lindsay Emmite  
 
Email: lemmite@gmail.com 
 
 
Subject: Expansion Concerns 
 
Message: As a long time resident of Coonskin Drive, I have a myriad of concerns surrounding 
deforestation and the disruption of wildlife and their natural habitats. My understanding is that the 
expansion would be good for tourism, but one of the most beautiful parks in the city is right below the 
airport. Is it really necessary to remove what few hiking trails we have in order to add to an already 
successful airport? 
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2022 7:18 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Laura Alvis  
 
Email: alvislaura@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: I’ve been going to Coonskin since I was a child.  I think it’s a much needed green space 
for our city to enjoy.  Please consider not extending the runway which will destroy our park and do great 
environmental damage. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2022 9:41 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Rachel Rubin  
 
Email: rachelrubin7@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Member of the Public 
 
Comment Topic: Proposed Runway Extension and Threat to Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: My name is Rachel Rubin and I am a Charleston resident. I am writing as a frequent 
user of Yeager Airport, which has allowed me to visit aging relatives on opposite sides of the continent, 
and Coonskin Park, which has been a foundational part of my time in Kanawha County.  
 
Coonskin Park is stunning--the open spaces and trails are a treasure for our region. During the 
pandemic, this massive park allowed people to gather safely. It gave kids a safe option for in-person 
socialization. I attended many community meetings and events in the upper park shelters specifically. 
Not only is the upper park beautiful, but it provides a necessary and essential public service of free, 
accessible outdoor meeting spaces. There are simply very few public spaces in Kanawha County where a 
group can congregate, share food, share ideas, and enjoy each other's company. Each time I attended a 
meeting there, I saw graduation parties, birthday parties, retirement parties, youth groups, and more 
happening amidst what felt like a forest in our backyard. Each time, I felt profoundly lucky to live here.  
 
Coonskin Branch (and the Alice Knight Memorial Trail) are entirely unique. Each time I hike the trail, I 
see people across generations enjoying the outdoors and the wonders of our watershed. It has never 
been more important to protect our green spaces and waterways, and I ask that you take the 
environmental costs seriously. . 
 
I urge you to protect Coonskin Park for the benefit of everyone in Kanawha County. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Debra Larch <outlook_0A68B5DEB8C6999D@outlook.com> on behalf of 
Debra Larch <deb88855@aol.com> 

Sent: Monday, November 14, 2022 3:24 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
 
My family loves Coonskin Park and we want it stay as it is period 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows 
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From: Jonathan Marshall <johnnykat222@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2022 5:58 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
 
Hello, I write you with deepest sympathy and sorrow.  
I've been reading the proposed plan to destroy much of Coonskin Park. 
I am not some tree loving hippie. Im just a regular everyday, hard working fellow. I, along with some 
friends, my dogs, absolutely love hiking the Alice Knight Trail. I've hiked many trails through out the 
state. I would have to the AKT is, and has some of the most beautiful landscapes one could ever enjoy. 
From its beautiful rock formations all thru out. To the formed caverns from rain runoff. And of course it's 
famous waterfalls. If you've never experienced this trail, please do so immediately. You will not regret 
it.  
From the first time, to the last time I walked that trail. The experiences always leave me in awe. Always 
discovering some thing new. 
In fact, I remember when I first met my gilfriend, now wife. I wanted to impress her. On our 3rd date I 
asked if she would like to go on a hike with me. So we made plans to do so. I wanted to take her some 
where that has just about everything and then some to offer a trail. One that's not to difficult of terrain. 
So the Alice Knight Trail is where we went. And she was blown away by its beauty. So you see to you it 
might be just some woods or trees. But I promise you, it's so much more to me. 
 
Please do not take our park from us. 
 Sincerely,  
Jon Marshall 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 14, 2022 8:30 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Rhonda Marrone  
 
Email: rmm164@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: Yeager Airport's expansion and Coonskin Park's decimation are utterly unacceptable. 
Coonskin Park is an integral part of the Charleston community and Kanawha Valley. Hikes, birthday 
parties, and get-togethers of all kinds take place at that park, Children are taught to ride bikes, to fish, 
and to fly kites in that park. Families come from Charleston and the surrounding area who have no 
access to nature to enjoy the trees and excellent hiking trails.  
 
Coonskin Park is enjoyed by people of all socioeconomic backgrounds. One does not have to be rich to 
enjoy the beauty and nature of this wonderful oasis in Charleston. It is a place we have enjoyed with our 
grandparents It is a place we thought would always be there, for all the generations to come.  
 
But one does have to be rich and powerful to use the runway expansion. Most of the people of the 
Kanawha Valley will never fly out of Yeager Airport. Most of the people of West Virginia will never fly on 
an airplane. In a state with almost 17% poverty, an airport expansion only benefits those that are 
already privileged and leaves those that are disadvantaged even more disadvantaged by taking away the 
park they use for recreation. 
 
Not to mention that this project would bury a beautiful, clear stream and take away even more habitat 
from wildlife when they are losing their homes inch by inch daily. This project is not good for the climate 
and not good for the community. the runway expansion is not needed and would only benefit the elite 
few.   
 
Please reconsider this horrible destructive plan. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2022 10:40 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: EDWARD MILAM  
 
Email: wvued6647@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization: None 
 
Comment Topic: Fill Dirt for project 
 
Formal Comment: 12 to 20 million cubic yards of fill is a tremendous amount.  
1)  Where is it coming from? 
2)  What is the impact to the general area for moving that much dirt? 
3)  What remediation efforts have to take place and who will they affect? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2022 10:51 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: EDWARD MILAM  
 
Email: wvued6647@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization: None 
 
Comment Topic: Insufficient runway length 
 
Formal Comment: How was it determined that the present runway is insufficient for the present fleet or 
forecast aircraft? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2022 10:55 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: EDWARD MILAM  
 
Email: wvued6647@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization: None 
 
Comment Topic: 7,000-foot runway 
 
Formal Comment: Why is this the magic length?  I've flown in and out of there numerous times. 
Don't see how 285 feet makes it safer. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2022 11:04 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: EDWARD MILAM  
 
Email: wvued6647@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization: None 
 
Comment Topic: Alternatives ------Airpoprt Authority's Proposed Project 
 
Formal Comment: What does this mean? 
Is this being proposed as an economic development project by CRW? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 15, 2022 11:07 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: EDWARD MILAM  
 
Email: wvued6647@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization: None 
 
Comment Topic: Park use 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin Park is convenient to most Kanawha Coutians and I do see the value of 
losing it to this expansion project. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2022 9:50 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Robb Livingood  
 
Email: robblivingood@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: When I first came to Charleston and hiked Coonskin Park, I thought “What a fantastic 
green space such a short drive from where I live! This is amazing, like something from Asheville, NC.” 
And now there’s a proposal being floated around to expand Yeager Airport over four hundred (400) 
acres of the forest (40% of the entire park). Sure, we want people to visit Charleston, but we want 
something left for them to visit! We can’t just be an endless metal-grey sea of boarded-up businesses 
and houses, human beings and animals suffering in our streets without adequate resources in an urban-
jungle. Real cities take care of their people, animals, and green spaces. Smart city-scaping around 
natural beauty is what makes people stay, thrive, and be happy. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: stephaniejhysmith@gmail.com 
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2022 2:51 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: FAA re EIS on Proposed Yeager Expansion 
 

FAA re EIS on Proposed Yeager Expansion 
Coonskin Park is a lovely and very accessible park, allowing for a variety of activities to be enjoyed in the 
great outdoors. In the summer, many families flock there to swim in the pool. Others love to wander the 
hiking paths watching out for birds and wild flowers and otherwise enjoying the beauty, sounds and 
peacefulness of nature. Many organizations rent out shelters at a very reasonable price and have picnics 
and potlucks at annual meetings or for special occasions. All of this will be lost—especially the peaceful 
parts—if the airport expansion is allowed to occur. 
My husband and I have only been living in Charleston for about 10 years. One of the reasons for 
choosing Charleston for our retirement was the easy access to the airport. Previously, we had lived in 
Athens, Ohio where my husband taught at the university there for 30 years. He did and still does a lot of 
consulting work for international organizations, which requires a lot of international travel. It was easier 
to drive an hour and a half to Charleston than the same distance to Columbus. There was little traffic, 
parking was convenient, the staff were always friendly and helpful, and finding connections to major 
hubs was easy. We are now a 10-minute drive to the airport which we love. It’s a lovely small regional 
airport. 
We were concerned when the slope failure occurred in 2015. It’s a wonder no one was killed. A 
newspaper article at the time reported, “A 2005 project to create an Engineered Material Arresting 
System (EMAS) at the end of the runway required a massive reinforced soil structure fill slope over 200 
feet high since the airport was constructed on top of a hill. According to a presentation published by the 
geogrid manufacturer, this project was the tallest known geosynthetic reinforced 1:1 fill slope in North 
America (as of 2010).”   
It sounds like the airport is trying to repeat the errors of the past using fill dirt and trying to construct a 
mountain top. As many folks know, mountains were formed by the movement of tectonic plates. They 
are much more than a pile of dirt, however well it is reinforced. West Virginians like to call themselves 
Mountaineers, but they have proven themselves better at blowing up mountains to mine for coal than 
preserving and treasuring the natural formations. 
I grew up in the Washington DC metropolitan region. National Airport (aka Ronald Reagan) was DC’s 
only airport. I recall massive traffic jams, long waits, honking horns, circling round and round to pick up 
incoming passengers. Then someone realized the DC area was much too congested to support an airport 
for such a populous and important city. They purchased farmland out in the middle of nowhere in 
Chantilly, Virginia and commissioned the construction of the beautiful, one-of-a-kind Dulles airport. I 
recall as a teenager going with friends and family out to visit the airport upon its opening. We got tours 
of the busses which transported passengers out to the waiting planes. When the Boeing 747 was first 
introduced, Dulles parked one on its campus and let visitors go aboard to see the so-called Jumbo Jet. It 
was great fun and we all loved Dulles. Since then, so much commerce has come to the region, it’s almost 
become the nightmare that National used to be. It’s completely built up with office buildings. It was a 
similar situation in Chicago where I also used to live. They built the huge O’Hare airport away from the 
city. One of the FAA folks I spoke with at the open house mentioned he lived in Denver and how the old 
Stapleton Airport had to be replaced by the now Denver International Airport about 40  miles from 
downtown.. 
West Virginia has a population of less than 1.8 million, Charleston itself less than 50,000. There is no 
need for a huge airport in this little city. If expansion comes to West Virginia in the form of new 
businesses, it is more likely to occur in the northern panhandle, home to West Virginia University and 
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close to Pennsylvania and Ohio or near Huntington, home to Marshall University and on the Ohio River 
across from Ohio and next to Kentucky.  
Please do not waste taxpayers’ money trying to shore up a mountain to expand a tiny regional airport 
supporting a tiny population. Rather than focusing on Yeager Airport, we believe the FAA should work 
with the state to find an area situated between Huntington and Charleston and build a large airport 
there. It would require a small longer drive for passengers from both cities but would not be at risk of 
slipping down a mountain. It would also preserve the lovely, accessible local Coonskin Park for the 
enjoyment of all. People come to West Virginia to enjoy its natural beauty, its culture and outdoor 
attractions. Before moving to Charleston, we had come to West Virginia to attend music festivals, 
dances and concerts, to go white-water rafting on one of its many rivers, to camp in the state parks, and 
to ride bikes on rail-trails. This is what will continue to attract visitors and, possibly, encourage folks who 
want to live close to these attractions to relocate here.  
Submitted by 
Stephanie Hysmith 

1568 Quarrier St. 

Charleston, WV 25311 

304-400-4368 

 
 

 

Virus-free.www.avast.com 
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From: jabauman@aol.com 
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2022 7:03 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Park Destruction 
 

To whom it may concern: 
 
It would be a shame to lose the best hiking trails at Coonskin Park to allow for a runway 
expansion.  I don't know of any statistics which support the argument "Built it and they 
will come."  Charleston and Huntington should build a joint airport which could actually 
support larger planes and international flights.  
 
Jennifer Bauman 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2022 7:23 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jp  
 
Email: jphil1987@outlook.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Runway extension 
 
Formal Comment: This extension is unnecessary and harmful to the habitat and ecosystem of the 
neighboring park and watershed system.it will cause irreparable harm for minor at best improvements. 
Please reconsider this terrible proposal. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 16, 2022 8:42 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Scott Wade  
 
Email: scottwadegeo@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Impact 
 
Formal Comment: My family and I live in charleston and use the Coonskin Park on a regular basis for 
hiking, tennis and parties. It seems that the sacrifice that will eliminate these activities in Coonskin, will 
not benefit the community. A larger airport bringing stop-over travelers will not provide significant 
economic impact, but it will forever eliminate a a recreational area that the people who live here will 
miss. I do not consider this a good trade. There must be a better way to invest in economic  stimulus 
that benefits both the areas business and it’s citizens, not one for the sake of the other. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Beth Campbell <elkviewdriveinholdings@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 12:08 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Airport extension will increase flood risk 
Attachments: airport letter.pdf 
 
Hello, please find attached my letter to Andrew Brooks of the FAA regarding the Yeager airport runway 
extension. 
 
Sincerely, 
Beth Campbell 
Elkview Drive In Holdings, LLC 
5123 Elk River Road, North 
Elkview, WV  25071 
860-912-5263 
 
>  
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      Beth Campbell, Manager 
      Elkview Drive In Holdings, LLC 
      5123 Elk River Road, North 
      Elkview, WV  25071 
      elkviewdriveinholdings@gmail.com 

      November 16, 2022 

Andrew Brooks, Environmental Program Manager 
Eastern Regional Office, AEA-610 
Federal Aviation Administration 
1 Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica, NY  11434 
comments@yeagerairporteis.com 

Dear Mr. Brooks, 

Thank you for accepting comments from the public regarding the runway 
extension and terminal rebuild for CRW, the West Virginia International 
Yeager Airport.  To address safety and operational deficiencies of Yeager 
Airport, the FAA should build a new central airport serving Charleston and 
Huntington.  Moreover, a CRW runway extension on top of landfill will create 
irreversible risk for Kanawha County residents. 

I asked a private pilot who uses CRW frequently what he thought of the 
landfill plan.  He said spending that much money for an extra 285 feet was 
an expensive folly, that if even a small plane needed to make an emergency 
landing, 10,000 feet of runway would be necessary.  He added there is no 
space to park large planes, and this is why large carriers such as FedEx and 
UPS land in Huntington instead.  Could Charleston attract more air traffic 
with a larger airport, especially with a 10,000 foot runway?  Would a new 
runway on flatter ground be less expensive and safer?  Is there any truth to 
the idea that because CRW is on a hilltop, it’s more dangerous to land?  
Does CRW have a higher than average crash frequency? 

Yeager Airport is the biggest airport in West Virginia, yet is still considered a 
“micro-hub” by airport standards.  How has the location of Yeager Airport 
contributed to West Virginia’s economic success?  Do residents regularly 
drive to other states for air travel? 

This landfill runway extension is not the first try.  How much landfill was 
moved in the previous runway extension that resulted in the Keystone 
landslide?  I’m told the buildup was one of the largest mechanically-
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stabilized earth slopes, and certainly one of the largest to serve an airport.  
Will the Coonskin landfill move more fill?  Why try to build up unstable land 
around a hilltop airport in the name of safety, creating hazardous conditions, 
when a safer airport could be built on flatter land?   

An aborted takeoff in 2010 and then heavy rains of 2015 contributed to the 
Keystone landslide.  This landslide slid to the south away from Elk River.  
Yeager Airport borders Elk River to the east and north.  Elk River floods 
frequently.  There was a catastrophic flood up the Elk River in 2016.  
Schools, homes, and businesses were damaged and torn down, never to be 
rebuilt.  FEMA regulations forbid raising land elevation in flood-prone areas 
because that would displace extra water and increase flooding.  It’s galling 
to see a plan for a huge landfill for an airport runway right beside Elk River 
in the name of economic development and safety.  Certainly the elevation of 
Coonskin is not in the flood plain, but old-growth forest absorbs rain and 
contributes to reducing flood risk to Charleston.  What about silt runoff and a 
myriad of environmental concerns? 

Even if a reinforced wall is used on this new landfill, much like the repair of 
the Keystone landslide, how can engineers guarantee that this new runway 
extension will not fail?  Do engineers intend to create a manmade cliff 
looming above Elk River at the east end of a Coonskin landfill?  An extension 
on a hilltop might work for a shopping center, but does heavy planes landing 
there increase the risk of failure?  Elk River is much larger than Elk Two Mile 
Creek that was dammed when the Keystone landslide fell.  If the new landfill 
failed and dammed Elk River, how much of Elk District would be underwater?  
What if the failure happened when the river was already flooded?  Could a 
bottlenecked Coonskin flood suddenly break and flood Charleston? 

It’s not just the threat of future flooding, but recovery from the 2016 flood.  
FEMA limits towns in how they can redevelop flooded land, which limits what 
industries they can employ to help them economically recover.  There are 
very few flood-tolerant industries.  One answer is tourism.  There is a plan to 
connect the Elk River Rail Trail through Coonskin Park to Charleston, where it 
will connect to a network of state and national trails.  The Elk River Rail Trail 
is unique because it puts hiking and biking beside river sports of fishing and 
kayaking.  Flood-recovering towns up Elk as far as Sutton Dam are hanging 
their economic futures on attracting outdoor enthusiasts.  These towns are 
setting infrastructure in place to welcome hikers, bikers, kayakers, and 
more.  Coonskin Park is considered the crown jewel on the Elk River Rail 
Trail.  There is no other option for extended hiking, especially with park 
infrastructure already in place.  Kanawha State Forest, south of Charleston, 
is unconnected and too far from the Elk River Rail Trail. 
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If the FAA removes “portions” of the park, how much acreage is that?  Is it 
90% of the park?  The “portions” of Coonskin Park in question contain all of 
the hiking trails that have elevation.  (The Elk River Rail Trail follows Elk 
River’s elevation.)  If the FAA removes Coonskin’s hillside hiking, the FAA is 
sabotaging Elk River towns’ tourism plans.  Is the FAA working to replace the 
acreage of diverse park amenities that Coonskin already offers, that also 
networks with the Elk River Rail Trail?  Coonskin’s hiking is valuable because 
of the elevation.  Yeager Airport is dangerous because of the elevation.  Why 
destroy a park that is integral to local economies when other flatter land can 
be found to build a safer airport? 

Kanawha County (especially Charleston) is working to become a sports 
capital, or hub, building new soccer fields at Institute, and a sports complex 
at the Charleston Town Center Mall.  The Elk River Rail Trail offers a wide 
variety of outdoor sports and supports the county’s goal.  Coonskin Park is 
the only large venue for hiking already connected to a national network of 
trails.  What happens if the landfill runway collapses like the first one?  Can a 
failed runway extension be converted back to a park?  How much money 
would be wasted?  What detritus would leach into Elk River’s water supply?  
How many decades would it take to regrow old-growth forest?  Kanawha 
County Parks and Recreation’s mission is to provide a wide variety of 
recreational activities and opportunities to a broad range of Kanawha 
Countians.  Is selling 90% of the county’s crown jewel of recreation within 
this mission? 

Looking at the plans to rebuild CRW’s terminal and surrounding airfield 
pavement, it seems the only thing at Yeager Airport not being replaced is the 
car parking garage.  The FAA would not be fixing an old airport, but 
practically starting from scratch to build a new one in the same flawed 
location.  How much money is to be spent on extending the runway and 
taxiways, and building a new terminal?  $250,000,000?  How much would a 
new airport cost, built on flatter, safer land, that would serve Charleston and 
Huntington?   

And with all the plans for new facilities at Yeager Airport to address 
operational deficiencies, is there any room on this hilltop dedicated for 
parking large planes, such as those from FedEx and UPS?  Is that why 
Charleston is not served by these carriers?  Could a new airport with enough 
acreage to include parking for large delivery planes be built instead?  Would 
that better serve the economic needs of the people of Charleston and 
Huntington?  Has there been a feasibility study for a new central airport?  
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Has there been a study of the economic improvement of a bigger, safer 
central airport? 

Who are the decision makers for these projects?  Do any of the members of 
the Central West Virginia Regional Airport Authority board have conflicts of 
interest in whether Yeager Airport is kept at the hilltop location?  Have other 
locations been considered within CWVRAA’s jurisdiction:  Kanawha, Putnam, 
Lincoln, Boone, and Nicholas counties?  Did the CWVRAA already buy most 
of Coonskin Park for $15,500,000? 

If Yeager Airport were relocated to flatter land, could Kanawha County reuse 
hilltop land that is windy and sunny?  Could a natural energy facility be built?  
How would that improve the county’s tax revenue and energy delivery? 

These are questions I hope you consider when reviewing how to best serve 
central West Virginians with air travel and shipping by air.  West Virginians 
want a safe airport ready for future technology.  Kanawha Countians want to 
recover from flood damage and reduce threats of future floods.  The solution 
is to build a better, bigger airport to serve Charleston and Huntington, and to 
name it for General Yeager. 

      Sincerely, 
      Beth Campbell, Manager 
      Elkview Drive In Holdings 
      5123 Elk River Road, North 
      Elkview, WV  25071 
      elkviewdriveinholdings@gmail.com 

cc: Amy Shuler Goodwin, Mayor, City of Charleston      
  mayorsoffice@cityofcharleston.org  
 Jeffrey K. Hutchinson, Director, Kanawha County Parks and Recreation 
  jeff@kcprc.com 
 Kent Carper, President, Kanawha County Commission 
  kentcarper@kanawha.us, MeganDiehl@kanawha.us 
 Ben Salango, Commissioner, Kanawha County Commission 
  bensalango@kanawha.us, JenniferElkins@kanawha.us 
 Kay Summers, Mayor, Town of Clendenin 
  kaymsummers@suddenlink.net 
 Ken Tawney, President, Elk River Trail Foundation 
  elkrivertrail@gmail.com 
 George Smith, Manager, O. V. Smith & Sons Commercial Property 
  4510 Pennsylvania Avenue, Charleston, WV  25302
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 7:48 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jonathan Hill  
 
Email: jonhill9497@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Airport Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: This airport expansion idea will destroy one of Charleston's best green spaces.   It will 
impact thousands of people who use Coonskin park to run, hike, and swim.  It will also destroy hundreds 
of acres of beautiful WV hills causing unknown damage to endangered wildlife.  It would also be highly 
visable to tourists and locals.   
 Is it worth it to destroy this park and spend millions of dollars just so this barely used airport can 
accommodate a few more private jets a year? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 8:49 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jennifer Hill  
 
Email: spriggelj@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: I would like to advocate for keeping Coonskin Park intact no matter what. It is a 
mainstay for local and county residents for hiking, biking, picnics, occasions, swimming, golf, disc golf, 
tennis, pickle ball, and fishing. Also a full sized soccer playing field used by more than 1 team. I am 60 
years old and I cant remember a time Coonskin wasnt a part of my life. If there is any other way to 
enlarge the airport please divert from destroying this park. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 12:49 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kristen Sayre  
 
Email: sayre113@marshall.edu 
 
Organization: Bill Noe Flight School 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Runway Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: As a student pilot, I see the importance of the runway expansion, thus the 
importance of this EIS. I understand that this extensive project will ultimately better CRW as a whole, 
and the community and education will be positivity effected as well. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:08 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Tina Stodola  
 
Email: mu_wvit@msn.com 
 
Organization: Concerned citizen and neighbor 
 
Comment Topic: Please do not expand in this way 
 
Formal Comment: It is alarming that the FAA and Yeager Airport are looking to fill in the area proposed 
in Coonskin to make an updated runway, etc.  It is concerning about what the project, if done as 
proposed, would do to air quality, water flow and backups (flooding) and removing so much of an 
invaluable community resource.  People who want to come to WV will come for a variety of reasons 
including our natural beauty.  The tourism industry has seen this EASILY in recent years.  The project also 
will endanger the breathing of the students and the nearby elementary school and daycare.  It is a 
concern for those who live near also.   
 
Coonskin offers hiking, shelters and so much natural beauty to the community members.  Our kids have 
had scouting hikes there and school trips as well as picnics for local sport groups.  Offering such 
affordable, beautiful and natural spots is a good way to help the community members and promote our 
richness to students who will grow and decide whether to live and work in our state/area OR another.  
Retaining our human resources is of consideration too. 
 
Then when looking back to the disaster of the last runway expansion, we do not want to repeat that - - 
especially next to a water source for the area and robbing so much of the lovely park that so many 
enjoy.  Please carefully proceed with decisions to protect wildlife, flora species and our citizens' park as 
well as family and personal recreation. 
Respectfully and with many prayers, 
Tina Stodola 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:13 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Benny Maynard  
 
Email: benny.maynard.976@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Bill Noe Flight School 
 
Comment Topic: The expansion of not only the runway but also a state 
 
Formal Comment: Yeagar airport has grown so much in the past year since I have been enrolled in the 
Bill Noe Flight school. While the expansion of the runway will not only just impact the people using the 
runway but also the State as a whole while we continue to advertise our beautiful state West Virginia as 
a touring state we need be able to accommodate them as well. While we have changed from a coal 
state to a tourism state we have out grown our runway and while some may see this as a cost we need 
to look at this as an investment into our state and community 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Anne Strawn <annecroz@aol.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:30 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: EIS Comments 
 

Coonskin Park EIS 

 

I attended one of the information sessions at the Embassy Suites for the EIS for 

Yeager Airport. After attending, I wanted to voice my concerns for this project. 
 

As a life-long resident of Charleston, and a person who’s family has enjoyed 

Coonskin Park for 55 years, I realize the challenges our state faces with economic 

growth and population loss. I don’t think that taking three-quarters of a local park 

including not only green space but safe biking roads, hiking trails and picnic areas 

from 48,000 people who the majority of live within 10 to 15 minutes from the park is 

positive to this area. My husband and I who are both outdoor enthusiasts and have 

traveled around the country enough to see that cites are adding green space and parks 

not taking them away. Green space and outdoor activities is one of the top reasons for 

younger people to move to an area.  
 

Basically this project is nothing but a mountain top removal project that we have seen 

taking place all over WV for strip mining purposes. The effect of this process has 

been well documented from slips, land slides and pollution of our waterways to the 

loss of wildlife habitat. My question is what determing factors were considered with 

this project. I understand that one is the forcast aircraft fleet mix that is coming in the 

future. How was it determined that larger planes would be flying into Charleston and 

landing on top of a mountain? I never saw what the projected increases in passengers 

flying here compaired to the percentage of people who would lose a large chunk of 

outdoor recreation 10 to 15 minutes from their home was weighed as a benefit for the 

region. Were studies done to show what percentage of the population uses the park in 

one aspect or the other. If there was, I don’t think they have been made public. 
 

I have several addional comments to this project: 
 

 1. Do nothing. The airport has been here for 75 years and has supported the 

population when it was 44% larger than it is today. 
 

 2. Build a new airport that supports not only Charleston but Huntington as well. 

Let the Air National Guard and Marshall University’s Flight School expand and grow 

at the airport. 
 

 3. Don’t destroy a local park to assume that larger planes or more passengers 

will come if we BUILD IT! Technology in the aircraft industry will be totally 
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different in 20 years and a longer runway may not be needed but our local 

green space will be gone forever. 
 

 4. The building of a 200 ft. high wall of dirt and fill and filling in streams is not 

only going to be ugly for what’s left of the park to view but will become a nightmare 

of landslides and polluted water  

for generations to come.    
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:32 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: tyler tiano  
 
Email: tianot@marshall.edu 
 
Organization: Bill Noe Flight School 
 
Comment Topic: Runway expansion project 
 
Formal Comment: The runway expansion project at Yeager is an absolute must for the growth and 
prosperity of both our flight school students and our regions industry.  It is a must for the continued 
vitality of the aviation industry in southern WV. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:45 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Joshua Lucas  
 
Email: lucas111@marshall.edu 
 
Organization: Bill Noe Flight School 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Expansion Project 
 
Formal Comment: I believe the Yeager Airport expansion project will benefit both our local community 
and state in numerous ways. Expanding the runway would provide larger aircraft the opportunity to use 
our airport  facilities. This would increase both in state and out of state commerce. A longer and more 
updated runway would also improve safety for pilots and passengers alike. Increasing the airports 
capabilities will also create job growth for existing careers. It will also open the door for careers in new 
aircraft technology which would help place West Virginia on the forefront of modern aviation 
advancement. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 3:37 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Nancy Ritter  
 
Email: rittern@marshall.edu 
 
Organization: Marshall University Bill Noe Flight School 
 
Comment Topic: Runway extension 
 
Formal Comment: It is important to note that the extension makes all current operations safer. It will 
also allow for the growth of the airport, the region, and the state by serving modern aircraft 
performance requirements.  The state capital should be served by an airport that is truly a window to 
the world; one that allows all to access the airport and therefore the surrounding area.  The mission of 
our air transportation system is to serve the current and future vision of the area.  This project is 
necessary to enact that vision. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From:  TIA TRIPLETT <tia@anlf.com>
Sent:  Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:02 PM
To:  Andrew Brooks
Subject:  Yeager Airport EIS

Dear Mr. Brooks,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park  –  especially on the wild and 

forested part of the Park.

Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 

less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson,

Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River.

The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions;
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns:

-  What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to

Yeager Airport?

-  What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated?

-  The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 

does not  also subside?

-  How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands?

-  As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are

available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees?

-  What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 

surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen  the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 

species and their habitats?

Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 

determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal.

Public transparency and  engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone  can 

hear all comments and responses from officials  –  with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

TIA TRIPLETT

3959 Berryman Ave 
Los Angeles, CA 90066
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From:  doug krause <dougkrause@mts.net>
Sent:  Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:15 PM
To:  Andrew Brooks
Subject:  Yeager Airport EIS

Dear Mr. Brooks,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park  –  especially on the wild and 

forested part of the Park.

Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 

less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson,

Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River.

The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions;
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns:

-  What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to

Yeager Airport?

-  What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated?

-  The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 

does  not also subside?

-  How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands?

-  As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are

available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees?

-  What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 

surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen  the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 

species and their habitats?

Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 

determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal.

Public transparency and  engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 

hear all comments and responses from officials  –  with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

doug krause

3501 Maccorkle Ave SE 
Charleston, WV 25304



From: Libby Hoffmann <libbyhoffmann@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:11 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Dear Officials, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. As a WV native, and having grown up in the Coonskin Park 
area, it is very important to me and many others to protect this natural wildlife area so future 
generations may enjoy it. 
 
I have concerns about the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks associated with the 
project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and forested part of the 
Park. 
 
The Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation less 
than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, Mink 
Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails (some of them memorial) 
and 20 picnic pavilions; the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this 
massive project, I hope that the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
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Thank you for considering my questions and comments. I hope we all can recommit to being good 
stewards of the beautiful lands surrounding us. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Sincerely, 
Libby Hoffmann 
132 Darden Ct E 
Martinsburg, WV 25403 
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From:  Carole Williams <cwilli22@gmail.com>
Sent:  Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:20 PM
To:  Andrew Brooks
Subject:  Yeager Airport EIS

Dear Mr. Brooks,

Thank you for this opportunity to comment.

I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park  –  especially on the wild and 

forested part of the Park.

Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and  recreation 

less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson,

Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River.

The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions;
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns:

-  What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to

Yeager Airport?

-  What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated?

-  The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 

does not also subside?

-  How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands?

-  As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are

available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees?

-  What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 

surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen  the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 

species and their habitats?

Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 

determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal.

Public transparency and  engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that  everyone can 

hear all comments and responses from officials  –  with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park.

Thank you for considering my comments.

Sincerely,

Carole Williams

2223 Heritage Pt 
Morgantown, WV 26505



From: Cassandra Wiley <cassandrawvcag@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:21 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
A price cannot be put on the people of WV having access to public recreation and that is exactly what 
Yeager Airport is trying to do. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How are the risks planned to be mitigated if 
this expansion is egregiously allowed t move forward? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures would be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How would the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? (Trick question: 
THEY CANNOT!) 
 
- The project would remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are being made 
available to the public demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on the impact on species that live in Coonskin Park and the surrounding 
area? 
 
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal as the proposal is asking to sacrifice 
a well-established, public-access environment.  
 
Public hearings MUST be held so that everyone can hear all comments and responses from officials – 
with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park on the lands to be used up for profit and "expansion". 
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Sincerely, 
Cassandra Wiley 
347 Paul Road 
Hurricane, WV 25526 
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From: Lorenz Steininger <schreibdemstein@posteo.de> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:30 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lorenz Steininger 
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13 main st 
stafford, VA 22554 
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From: Timothy Simmons MD <etim@mail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:34 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Timothy Simmons MD 
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1317 Quarrier St 
Charleston, WV 25301 
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From: Steven Vogel <steven.j.vogel@earthlink.net> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:40 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Steven Vogel 
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449 Hampton Court 
Falls Church, VA 22046 
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From: erik melear <h20eng@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 2:08 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
erik melear 
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2908 Page Ave 
Orlando, FL 32806 
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From: Michelle Boyce <shellynd2002@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 2:15 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
Please listen to preserve these beautiful wooded areas. As a WV all my life. I want these wooded areas 
and Parks specifically Coonskin Park saved for our descendants to in joy in the future. Please do not 
allow this destruction to be done to our nature and our forest beauty of this wild wonderful state. 
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Thankyou.  
Sincerely,  
Michelle Boyce  
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Boyce 
2611 Hugh St. 
Parkersburg, WV 26101 
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From: Neil Randolph <ranfam101@comcast.net> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 2:30 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Neil Randolph 
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101 Harley Ln 
New Cumberland, WV 26047 
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From: Michelle Sewald <masewald@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 3:42 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Michelle Sewald 
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1401 Wewatta St 
Denver, CO 80202 
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From: Nancy Ward <naward57@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:59 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
Coonskin has one of the most biologically diverse populations in the Charleston area. I have spent the 
last 30 years hiking and exploring Coonskin park. It’s a treasure and once it’s gone, it’s gone.This park 
was built by the community and should remain a park for the community. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
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Sincerely, 
Nancy Ward 
703 Laurel Rd 
Charleston, WV 25314 
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From: Jillian Forschner <jillian234@aol.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 2:45 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jillian Forschner 
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4774 Christy Rd 
Murrysville, PA 15668 
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From: KATHRYN MADISON <london26501@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:48 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
KATHRYN MADISON 
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825 Madison Ave. 
Morgantown, WV 26501 
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From: Tom France <twf959@earthlink.net> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 2:28 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I am against this proposed airport expansion.  
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
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Sincerely, 
Tom France 
1799 Fort Spring Pike 
Ronceverte, WV 24970 
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From: Leigh Taylor <leigh.taylor197@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 3:19 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Leigh Taylor 
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58 Bridgeport Ln 
Charleston, WV 25312 
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From: Robert Skeen <skeenva@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 1:56 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
Already, Boeing 737 and Airbus A319/320 are operating there. I can not see any need in this small 
metropolitan area to increase the size of aircraft. I do know of one local manufacturer, in Putnam 
County, that has had, at times, flown parts from plants in Japan, and, of course, would like to fly these 
"just-in-time" parts to a more closer location than BWI or IAD. 
 
A new business airport in Teays Valley would better serve all future needs, both for Charleston and 
Huntington (and eastern KY and Ohio). 
 
 
Please do not disservice local residents that have enjoyed the benefits of Coonskin as it is now. 
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Skeen 
1510 7th Ave 
Charleston, WV 25387 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 4:42 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Juli Johnson  
 
Email: juju39@aol.com 
 
Organization: Citizen 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park/Yeager Airport 
 
Formal Comment: Please do not take any land away from Coonskin Park. 
They already moved the entrance and spent so much money to do so on the Hoppy Shores bridge.  
We utilize this park several times a week, as well as my extended family. There is no other park for 
recreation in this area for families.  We need this upper area for hiking and the shelters for picnics as 
well as the playground & bathrooms. Please NO!  
I also utilize the services of Yeager Airport but still stand firm on my opinion. 
 
Thank you for your time. 
Juli Johnson 
Charleston WV 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 7:18 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Greg  
 
Email: gregory.holcomb@yahoo.com 
 
Organization: Self 
 
Comment Topic: Against furthering the Airport 
 
Formal Comment: Don’t destroy the only nice park Charleston has 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 7:21 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jennifer Dowmey  
 
Email: jendowney2706@gmail.com 
 
Organization: West virginia sober living 
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: I agree 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 7:29 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Elizabeth Farr  
 
Email: bethfarr93@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Don't do it 
 
Formal Comment: Why continue to take away our beautiful forest? Those trails provide fun for families 
and provide lots of area for wildlife 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 7:38 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kelly Mullins  
 
Email: kellymullins0420@icloud.com 
 
Organization: West Virginia Peers 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I am against the airport taking away part of the land from coonskin park.  We need to 
preserve our land. This was tried in the past and it did not work so why would it now. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: John Brady <jkbrady@mac.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 4:56 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
John Brady 
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77 Singletree Dr 
Shepherdstown, WV 25443 
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From: Carol Denney <cdenney@igc.org> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 7:36 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. I think West Virginia's extraordinary parks and trails are an 
enormous part of its wealth, and hope any impact on its parks is treated with enormous gravity.  
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
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Carol Denney 
139 Guy St 
Elkins, WV 26241 
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From: Rachel McGuire <rachel.erin4@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 4:27 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel McGuire 
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PO Box 131 
Danese, WV 25831 
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From: Kevin Moore <themooseroost@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 6:23 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kevin Moore 
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390 William Ave 
Keedysville, MD 21756 
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From: Linger,Rebecca <rebeccalinger@ucwv.edu> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 6:59 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Expansion of Yeager Airport 
 
I am very concerned about plans to extend the runway at Yeager Airport. The Park that is situated 
beneath the airport is one of our regional gems. Coonskin Park is the site of beautiful forests, hiking 
trails, recreational shelters, and access to the Elk River that hosts a great diversity of aquatic life. In 
addition, the hill that would be covered by the rubble to extend the runway is one of the most 
populated areas for box turtles in Southern West Virginia. 
 
I’ve been told that the cost of expansion is $250 million, while the project would not significantly change 
the traffic or use of Yeager Airport. I would think this money could be spent on other projects. I would 
hate to see Charleston lose so much of Coonskin Park for something that really doesn’t benefit her 
citizenry. 
 
Please record my great concern about this project. I don’t see it as necessary and I’d hate to see the 
destruction of one of our few regional parks. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Rebecca S. Linger, Ph.D. 
Professor, University of Charleston 
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From: Jerry Rivers <jerry.rivers13@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 5:28 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jerry Rivers 
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8 Gombert Pl 
Roosevelt, NY 11575 
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From: Heather Bladen <h.i.bladen@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 4:28 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Heather Bladen 
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290 Greenbrier Avenue 
Ronceverte, WV 24970 
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From: John Brady <jkbrady@mac.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 4:53 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
John Brady 
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77 Singletree Dr 
Shepherdstown, WV 25443 
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From: Mary Wildfire <wildfire@spectrumz.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 17, 2022 5:01 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion. Basically, my opinion is that 
because of climate change and biodiversity loss, and the heavy impact of flight, NO AIRPORT anywhere 
in the world should expanded, and that includes the one closest to me (not counting the tiny airport on 
the next ridge). 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary Wildfire 
1069 Steele Hollow Rd 
Spencer, WV 25276 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 8:12 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Rachel M.  
 
Email:  
 
Organization: None 
 
Comment Topic: Nothing like Coonskin in our area 
 
Formal Comment: Please do not disclose my email address. I’m a local resident. My children (10 and 
under) and I use Coonskin regularly. We have held weekly meet-ups for a group of mothers and children 
at Upper Park in Coonskin; we bike in Coonskin; we hike in Coonskin; we use Coonskin for access to the 
Elk River.  
 
There is simply no natural area like Coonskin within a 30-minute drive for this part of the county. The 
closest similar alternative is Kanawha State Forest, which is a 30-35 minute drive for us. That long drive 
means we cannot make that trip as often as we can go to Coonskin. What’s more, Kanawha State Forest 
does not have cell phone reception (whereas Coonskin does), which poses safety issues. In a state and 
area known for its natural beauty, Coonskin is an asset we should value and protect.  
 
Many alternatives exist for the airport. One obvious alternative is relocating the airport to a flatter piece 
of land (this would save countless dollars in reshaping the land). Acres and acres of flat land are 
available a short drive down I-64 in Putnam County. Plus, Putnam County is located between the two 
major cities of Charleston and Huntington. The two airports of these cities could combine into one 
superior airport that would serve the state and region well.  
 
Please reconsider taking Coonskin from the people of West Virginia and, instead, look into opportunities 
to relocate the airport to an area that makes more sense for the region. Thank you. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Bill Franz <frnzbill@aol.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 1:22 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Bill Franz 
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600 Pennsylvania Ave Apt 1 
Clarksburg, WV 26301 
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From: Cynthia Ellis <cindy.ellis.bbc@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 8:41 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. It is an area I have visited many times and I 
cherish it as a tremendously valued green space and natural sanctuary. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
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Cynthia Ellis 
3114 Steele Ridge Rd 
Red House, WV 25168 
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From: Laura Miller <aepicysta@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 11:34 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park 
 
Please provide the opportunity of these public hearings for concerned citizens to express the 
importance that the park has for the community, not only for the enjoyment and recreation, but for the 
school trips to this natural area that provide unique education opportunities for students to connect 
with nature and understand its value, as well as for the preservation of the environment and nature in 
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the area. We keep losing forested land to more urban development causing more warming in the city 
and an array of environmental issues.  
Please don't take away the natural treasures we still have in the Charleston area, which is just growing in 
tourism, thanks in part to these types of opporrunities, which also became very apparent during the 
Covid-19 pandemic, the only places where people could gather with a degree of safety. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Laura Miller 
51 drive 
Cross Lanes, WV 25313 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 12:26 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Rebecca Simpson  
 
Email: youaremysunshine04@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: We enjoy all of the many aspects Coonskin park offers to our family and our 
community of friends. Not only do we enjoy the playgrounds but we enjoy the many shelters in the 
upper area where we have met for various outings and the Alice night memorial trail which is a 
gorgeous trail to enjoy. My husband and I have walked it on dates and taken our kids as well. What an 
asset this Provides and it is a gorgeous park in its entirety. We hate to lose so much of it. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 12:26 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Julie Pratt  
 
Email: jpratt1@aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Formal Comment: Thank you for the detailed information provided on this website and at the online 
public meeting. I support a full evaluation of alternative sites for Yeager Airport rather than proceed 
with the current proposal. While I believe we need to maintain a safe and up-to-date airport, I have 
serious reservations about sustaining a mountaintop airport that can truly meet the demands of the 
future. The current plan is not worth the environmental devastation and damage to Coonskin Park it 
would entail. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: David DeBolt <ddebolt@kent.edu> 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 3:56 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com; opinion@wvgazettemail.com 
Subject: Fwd: EXT: Thank You 
 
 

I love Yeager and Coonskin Park!  Neither should be sacrificed for the other. 
 
We must not repeat the past mistake of trying to make a mountain out of fill dirt. The first time may 
have been excusable for lack of experience with mountain top airports.  Repetition is foolish, and more 
landslides are likely. 
 
Bridging for runway extension has been used in other places, the first that I saw being Stapleton/Denver 
going over I-70.  WV has bridged New River Gorge with the highest single-arch span in the Western 
World, and the New River Gorge National Park thrives beneath it.  There is surely sufficient bedrock 
under the natural hills at Yeager to anchor footings to bridge the small valleys in question. That way the 
park is kept mostly intact and future expensive damage far less likely.  This should be kept in mind when 
comparing costs. 
 
Also, I say valleys plural, since it would seem sensible to bridge the valley to the south, perhaps as an 
alternative, or as a future option.  This would have the advantage of leading to the already-cleared solid 
rocky hilltop, should additional runway extension be needed.  Let's do it right this time!  
 
David DeBolt 
Charleston 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 6:41 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Mary Lickert  
 
Email: mar3356@citynet.net 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: The Yeager Team would like to make a mountain into a runway?  And take almost one 
half, a good portion of a park?  Why not a pasture or a field?  Will you want the rest of Coonskin Park in 
about 10-12 years?  It sure looks that way. 
 
The high-top location of Yeager Airport served small and medium-sized craft well for 60 years.  More 
recent times call for longer runways -- a new site for larger planes in Putnam County has been talked 
about for over 20 years.  What about Sissonville? 
 
Come on folks!  We need flat land and to face reality.  Yeager is OK for the aforementioned planes, but 
you can offer a shuttle service of 6-20 miles for those going on bigger craft.  Let’s segue to the future. 
 
I’ve been to Yeager Airport and Coonskin Park hundreds of times.  That park is an A+, forever treasure.  
In keeping with the holidays, the proposed runway is like trying to cook a turkey in a toaster oven.  You 
really need the right pan and a stove to avoid fire! 
 
Leave Coonskin Park alone!  Let’s move on and right-size the job.  Thank you for consideration of my 
remarks. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 8:11 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: John Harvey  
 
Email: jbharvey4490@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: This airport operates a total of 4 commercial flights from 12pm to 8pm. There are no 
other commercial flights after 8pm. Some days 6pm. Coonskin Park should not be destroyed for the 
amount of commercial air travel that goes in and out of this airport. Yeager Airport can’t even pay other 
airlines to start other routes and can’t get the current airlines that serve Yeager to add more routes. 
Don’t destroy this beautiful park for this substandard airport. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Beverly Flores <beverly.flores@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 7:44 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Beverly Flores 
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1488 Doctors Creek Rd 
Clendenin, WV 25045 
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From: EBCV EXTREME BAILEY CHANDLER VARIETY 
<baileyrobertchandler1@gmail.com> 

Sent: Saturday, November 19, 2022 7:57 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: COONSKIN PARK ISSUE 
 
DEAR YEAGER AIRPORT, 
 
MY NAME IS BAILEY ROBERT CHANDLER, PLEASE GIVE COONSKIN PARK THE MONEY TO REPURPOSE IT 
AS AN AMUSEMENT PARK. I LOVE COONSKIN PARK... PLEASE PRESERVE MOST OF COONSKIN PARK. I AM 
GLAD YOU ARE TRYING TO EXPAND, BUT I LOVED COONSKIN PARK AS A CHILD. COONSKIN PARK NEEDS 
TO BE PROTECTED! 
 
SINCERELY, 
BAILEY. 
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From: chuck Wilson <cwilsong965@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 19, 2022 8:02 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Support for Yeager expansion. 
 
Dear Sirs, 
 
   I would like to provide my hole hearted support for the purposes runway extension to Yeager airport. 
 
   While it is unfortunate that the project will result in the loss of some land in Coonskin park I feel that 
the expansion will provide for a significant improvement in the life quality for all of southern WV not just 
those that fly and I hope that this would be one of the most important points in considering the 
improvement.  
 
  Not only will this project allow for larger aircraft to use the area and for all aircrafts to fly more safely, 
but this improvement will hopefully help in the attraction of sorely needed business expansion for this 
depressed area of the state. And this consideration alone should be sufficient to green light the 
extension. 
 
   Again while Coonskin is a fine facility for recreation I would hope the FAA would take note of the 
SIGNIFICANT other public lands that are available for people to use through out all of WV. 
 
   Sincerely  
    Charles P. Wilson 
   Elkview, WV 
 
 
Sent from my iPad 
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From: Lauren Murdock <murdock_ls@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 19, 2022 5:45 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Lauren Murdock 
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3940 Via Lucero Apt 16 
Santa Barbara, CA 93110 
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From: Mary L. <mar3356@citynet.net> 
Sent: Friday, November 18, 2022 6:31 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
The Yeager Team would like to make a mountain into a runway? And take almost one half, a good 
portion of a park? Why not a pasture or a field? Will you want the rest of Coonskin Park in about 10-12 
years? It sure looks that way. 
 
The high-top location of Yeager Airport served small and medium-sized craft well for 60 years. More 
recent times call for longer runways -- a new site for larger planes in Putnam County has been talked 
about for over 20 years. What about Sissonville? 
 
Come on folks! We need flat land and to face reality. Yeager is OK for the aforementioned planes, but 
you can offer a shuttle service of 6-20 miles for those going on bigger craft. Let’s segue to the future. 
 
I’ve been to Yeager Airport and Coonskin Park hundreds of times. That park is an A+, forever asset. In 
keeping with the holidays, the proposed runway is like trying to cook a turkey in a toaster oven. You 
really need the right pan and a stove to avoid fire! 
 
Leave Coonskin Park alone! Let’s move on and right-size the job. Thank you for consideration of my 
remarks. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Mary L. 
1002 Lee St. 
Charleston, WV 25323 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 19, 2022 9:25 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Megan Withrow  
 
Email: lizmeg12@aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: I would like to convey my strong support for the various airfield, safety, and terminal 
improvements at West Virginia International Yeager Airport (CRW). As a frequent user of the facility, I 
understand the future need for the shift and extension of Runway 5-23 to the northeast to allow for a 
Runway Safety Area (RSA) that would meet safety standards on both ends of the runway. West Virginia 
also deserves the modern amenities that a new terminal building would offer. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 19, 2022 11:40 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Karen Robinson  
 
Email: marshallnanny123@live.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: I oppose a runway extension for Yeager Airport by destroying acres of picnic and 
nature hiking of Coonskin Park! There is much flat land in Putnam County that could be more centrally 
located not to mention safer for an airportnto be built. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Sandra Squire <ssquire49@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 19, 2022 12:27 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport project 
 
There are many reasons to question whether this project makes sense. The difference it would 
make in airport operations and in service from airlines would be minimal, yet the cost of the 
project and its impact on Coonskin Park would both be massive. Please deny this project 
because MANY citizens use and value Coonskin Park. I am 73 yrs old and my children are now 
adults. We LOVE Coonskin Park and frequently visit with son, daughter and 5 grandchildren. 
We have used the park over the years and continue to consider it to be a valuable asset for the 
Kanawha Valley area. 
 
The project would basically involve destroying 400 acres of Coonskin Park, which includes the 
large area of the park that has the forested, natural areas, hiking trails, and the majority of the 
shelters. The mountain across from Gorman Shelter would be blown apart and the rubble would 
be used to bury the park road, Coonskin Branch stream, Gorman Shelter, and the Alice Knight 
Nature Trail, which is a beautiful, jewel of a trail. The fill would be about 200 feet high, reaching 
to the top of the silver light towers near Gorman Shelter. The footprint of this fill would be so 
large that they would have to build a steep retaining wall close to the Elk River (and many of you 
remember the disastrous results the last time Yeager constructed a steep retaining wall). 
 
I implore you NOT to continue with this project. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sandra Squire 
918 Woodland Avenue, South Charleston, WV 25303 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 19, 2022 1:51 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Hilary Glazer  
 
Email: hilaryaglazer@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Save Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: The airport in CRW has served the area well for decades, and with minimal upgrades 
regarding expansion. It is my opinion that there is no need to build out this airport and dig into the 
surrounding wildlife and park areas.  
 
Coonskin Park has been a mainstay of the city of Charleston for decades as well. My brother worked at 
the pool during high school, Years later, he would get married there. But it isn’t just my family that has 
history with Coonskin.  
 
Coonskin is a place for friends to gather,  explore nature, feed ducks, play tennis, have a nice supper, 
and just be able to enjoy the outdoors.  
 
Coonskin has a rich history, and it is’a wonderful place for people of all ages to visit and make memories.  
 
When we start taking away more of what we’re known for in Wild, Wonderful West Virginia, people will 
stop coming to visit. I think the expansion of the airport will do more harm than good,  in terms of 
preserving nature and economically. Just because you build it, does not mean they will come. But once 
you take it away, you’re ensuring that no one ever will. 
 
I ask that you reconsider this proposal in an effort to save Coonskin. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 19, 2022 3:58 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Dan Carpenter  
 
Email: carpend5.dc@gmail.com 
 
Organization: PRIVATE TAX PAYER 
 
Comment Topic: AIRPORT DESTRUCTION OF COONSKIN 
 
Formal Comment: I oppose the destruction of Coonskin Park to extend the runway for the CRW aiport 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Robert Stanley <robert-stanley@mocs.utc.edu> 
Sent: Saturday, November 19, 2022 2:09 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data are being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data are being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Based on what I know, the risks of expanding Yeager Airport are considerable. If one of the runways 
were to subside (collapse), the environmental effects could be significant. Sediment run-off into the Elk 
River would be damaging to the communities that depend on the Elk River for their drinking water. 
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Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Robert Stanley 
PO Box 126 
Saint Marys, WV 26170 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 19, 2022 8:55 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kim  
 
Email: kimjarvikerr@gmail.com 
 
Organization: None 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: My family and I have enjoyed Coonskin as a park for over a decade. When my 
daughter was young , I walked the hills with her in a stroller. Now we walk out dog. My husband runs 
from our house, through the park, and back. My son's birthday parties have been in the pavilions that 
will be destroyed if the airport expansion goes through, leaving a giant hole in our community and a golf 
course that ruins the natural beauty of our state. please don't allow the destruction of such a beautiful 
park. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: mdi1755 <mdi1755@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 8:01 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport expansion destructive to Coonskin Park, Charleston, WV 
 

Sir/Madam: 
I am writing to you to express my opposition to the proposed expansion to Yeager 
Airport.  The destruction that the expansion plan will cause is unnecessary, 
environmentally unsound & destructive, and will negatively impact the natural area 
closest to the major city of Charleston, WV where thousands of city-dwellers (as well a 
residents of Kanawha and nearby counties) come to find solace and to recreate.  You 
can expect public outcry and outrage to be huge. 
 
The massive, destructive project would involve destroying 400 acres of Coonskin Park, 
which includes the large area of the park that has the forested, natural areas, 
hiking trails, and the majority of the shelters.  The mountain across from Gorman 
Shelter would be blown apart and the rubble would be used to bury the park road, 
Coonskin Branch stream, Gorman Shelter, and the Alice Knight Nature Trail, which is a 
beautiful, jewel of a trail. The fill would be about 200 feet high, reaching to the top of the 
silver light towers near Gorman Shelter. The footprint of this fill would be so large that 
they would have to build a steep retaining wall close to the Elk River. Many of us 
remember the disastrous results the last time Yeager constructed a steep retaining wall, 
which collapsed. 
 
I vehemently oppose this project that has so many severely negative impacts to 
Coonskin Park, and would like to see the project denied.  If a version of the project 
proceeds it should only be considered at a much smaller scale.  The proximity and 
quality of this natural area to a major city cannot be fully replaced.  There must also be 
requirements that  the airport will have to mitigate the damage and  provide comparable 
forested, natural areas for public use to offset what would be a major loss of easily 
accessible parkland.   
 
 
Dianne Anestis 
Friends of Coonskin 
Mary Ingles Trail Blazers 
Kanawha Forest Coalition      
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 8:04 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Janet Belding  
 
Email: jrbelding@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Bulldozing 400 acres of Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: The forested areas of Coonskin Park are important to me. I hike there at least weekly, 
have seen bald eagles by the river, and take my grandchildren there. They scramble around in the 
woods, and love it. It's a resource for us in all seasons. 
 
The idea that Coonskin would be improved by making it less natural ,makes sense only to an esthetic 
that finds strip mine sites appealing.  
 
My drinking water comes from the Elk River. We've seen before how development near the river can 
contaminate the water. As well as being a beautiful place, the forest provides a buffer that protects our 
water supply. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Tracey Todd <traceysuppatodd@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 8:34 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin project 
 
 
I’m writing to urge you not to destroy Coonskin Park. This park serves as a much-needed space for 
citizens of all ages to enjoy safe play, camaraderie, and fitness activities. 
>  
> Come in the morning and you’ll see walkers - with dogs and without- enjoying fellowship.   
>  
> Come after school and you’ll see cross country running teams putting in miles. Soccer teams running 
drills.  Run groups doing hill repeats.  
>  
> Come on the weekend and you’ll find art festivals and birthday parties. Meets, matches, weddings, 
gatherings. 
>  
> Go for a walk on a trail and you’ll find the most beautiful and dynamic scenes. Waterfalls, tall trees, 
chipmunks and deer and squirrels. 
>  
> We live in a city where prioritizing fitness and mental health matter and we need to protect our 
resources like Coonskin Park.  
>  
> The benefits of the changes to services at the airport that have been proposed certainly would not 
outweigh the great cost of tearing down the park.  
>  
> My family has been at Coonskin Park almost daily for years. I’ve gone there to train for marathons, 
host a graduation party, celebrate Scouting milestones, calm my nerves before a job interview, take 
family portraits, push my babies in the swings, and more.   
>  
> We need Coonskin because our city’s families need this magical place to make memories.  
>  
> Thank you for your consideration,  
> Tracey Todd 
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From: Ashley Piatt <ashleypiatt@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 8:54 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Park 
 
 
I am very disappointed to hear about the airport's plan for expansion and destroying 400 acres of 
Coonskin Park. Coonskin Park is a treasure in Charleston, and it is also one of the few parks with hiking 
trails in the area. Having access to parks and hiking trails promotes health, wellness, and exercise in an 
area that really needs it! My family has spent so many days and had so many picnics in the area that 
would be destroyed. All of the best hiking trails are in that area. It has been a beautiful place to make 
memories with my family of hiking and playing on playgrounds. We even had our family photos taken 
there last fall for the beautiful scenery. Myself and my kids would be very disappointed to lose one of 
our favorite places to hike. 
 
Sincerely a very disappointed mom, 
Ashley 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 9:47 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Brian Pruegger  
 
Email: bprueg@hotmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin benefit 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin Park and trails are a Wonder of nature to enjoy and cherish for our 
community. We can certainly understand the need for fiil for the proposed runway, but destroying a 
natural recreation area to obtain that fill doesn't seem like the most prudent solution. Please survey 
other areas that won't be as severely impacted environmentally as you determine your flll needs. Thank 
you for considering another population of people that would be affected by such an important and 
impactful decision. 
 
Sincerely 
 
Brian Pruegger 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Ankur Kumar <me@ankurk.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 9:53 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Citizen comment regarding Coonskin Park 
 
Hello to the FAA and Yeager Airport officials,  
 
My name is Ankur, a lifetime resident of Charleston, WV. As someone who grew up here, it was difficult 
to find ways to combat the negative stigma that WV gets, and I thought I would just move away.  
 
But, when I was about 16, my friends and I began to discover the amazing nature that surrounds 
Charleston, and our negative perception changed.  
 
Places like Coonskin Park are how our state will stay strong and retain our people. Do not take any part 
of it away, please.  
 
Best, 
Ankur Kumar 
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From: rloghouse@aol.com 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 10:16 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: coonskin 
 
I've lived in Kanawha County but most of my life I've lived in Lincoln County, WV.  Now I live in Boone 
County but through the years Coonskin has always been a favorite park to go to.  I would really be 
disappointed to see so much of it destroyed for an airport expansion.  Once destroyed the beauty of the 
area can never be replaced.  I've used the trails to mountain bike when I was in to that and there are 
some really neat hiking trails too.  My running class has used the area to train and meet to run for years 
and we love it.  These days I'm into birding and of course one of the areas to go to is Coonskin.  Some 
cities across our country are planting trees and trying to increase their green areas.  We already have that 
right in the park.  Why not embrace it rather than destroy it!  Please spend some time in Coonskin 
absorbing some of God's gift to us and then vote against the airport expansion.  
 
Galen Miller 
Madison, WV 
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From: Mike Torreyson <miketorreyson@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 10:47 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Comment on proposed airport extension  
 
The purpose of this email is to express my disappointment the proposed airport extension into coonskin 
park. This extreme loss of valuable public recreation, in an area faced with a shortage of public 
recreation activities, is unacceptable. 
 
At minimum the FAA should be allowed to complete the environmental impact study prior to 
considering any options. 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 

PC00172



From: Doug Wood <chingwe1755@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 11:13 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Expansion of Yeager Airport into Coonskin Park 
 

To:      FAA 

From:  Doug Wood, retired WV Dept. Of Environmental Protection 

Re:      Yeager Airport Expansion proposal 

  

Yeager airport has undergone a few expansions in the last 2 decades.  Those expansions 

have resulted in environmental damages to land in Kanawha County’s Coonskin Park and Elk 

River Rail Trail, as well as aquatic damages to Elk River and Coonskin Branch.  In 2006, an 

expansion of the WV Air National Guard’s portion of the Yeager Airport complex, resulted in 

landslides covering Elk River Rail Trail and spreading into Coonskin Branch and Elk River.  On 

behalf of my WV Dept. of Natural Resources freshwater mussel expert colleague Janet Clayton, 

I investigated the landslides on April 17 and reported my findings to her: 

  
“----- Original Message -----  
From: Doug Wood  
To: Janet Clayton  
Cc: Jeff Bailey ; John Wirts  
Sent: Friday, August 18, 2006 6:13 AM 
Subject: Mudslides in Elk River 
  
  
Good morning Janet, 
I thoroughly enjoyed working with your mussel team yesterday and the day before.  Thanks 

for the opportunity to assist, and to keep up with the world of West Virginia's mussels.  I 

checked out the mudslides at the Yeager airport expansion project.  Two mudslides, approx. 

100 yards apart, approx. 1/4 mile downstream of Coonskin Branch.  Three fans of dirt and 

rock were formed in Elk River, one at the lower site and two at the upper site.  The lower 

site fan extended approx. 5 meters out from shore.  The upper site fans, approx. 10 & 7 

meters.  The unconsolidated material from the mudslide was still very loose when I waded in 

to determine the extent of the fans covering the noticeably harder stream substrate.  The 

stream substrate was what I would call good substrate for mussels, with a stable mix of 

cobble, gravel, and sand.  There were Justicia beds at both sites, partly covered by the 

mudslides.  Live mussels were in the vicinity of the fan edges and in between the fans.  I 

have no doubt that mussels were buried by the material.  In several short wading searches 

(with no mask or other visual aid) of approx. 15 minutes total, I found Amblema plicata (7 

individuals), Potamilus alatus (6), Lampsilis cardium (5), Ligumia recta (3), Actinonaias 

ligamentina carinata (3), and Quadrula pustulosa (1). 
  
I spoke with three workers at the mudslide site above the river and above the old RR grade, 

where they were working on replacing a culvert under the Elk River Trail.  The original 

culvert had gone down the steep slope with the mudslide and several trees.  These workers 

indicated that they did not believe there was any intent to perform any mitigative action 

below the level of the RR grade.  I consider this a good idea.  In my opinion, any attempt 

to scratch around with heavy equipment in the river will only make the situation for 

mussels worse than it now is.  Eventually, the unconsolidated slide material in the river 

will settle and become part of the cobble/gravel/sand mix at the site.  No trees or brush 

from the slide reached the river.  The RR grade seemed to have caught the woody material.  
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However, every effort should be made to prevent further erosion from the mudslides, and to 

prevent future mudslides.  Based upon the conditions I could see along the "river face" of 

the Yeager airport expansion project zone, this kind of thing will likely occur again, 

unless some changes are made to the way the project is currently being carried out.  I 

noticed another mudslide that has occurred very near the mouth of Coonskin Branch, but the 

material did not quite reach either the branch or the river.  Just lucky.  There are 

several other very steep slopes that plummet from the earth-moving areas to the river.  

These slopes will be just as prone (or moreso) to mudslides during winter rains/snow-melts, 

as were the other slide zones during summer rains. 
  
Douglas McClure Wood 
WVDEP Watershed Assessment Program 
Toll free 1-866-568-6649 x 1091 
Charleston area 926-0499 x 1091” 

  

The contractors who worked that airport expansion project in 2006 were following 

appropriate best management practices, which were apparently inadequate to prevent the 

landslides and the consequent deaths of freshwater mussels in Elk River.  That river supports six 

federally designated threatened, endangered, and candidate species of mussels:  Clubshell, 

Fanshell, Northern Riffleshell, Pink Mucket, Rayed Bean, and Snuffbox 

(https://www.fws.gov/office/west-virginia-ecological-services ).  That river reach is designated 

as critical habitat for the endangered Diamond Darter, the only federally-listed fish species in 

West Virginia.  The FAA will have to ensure that these threatened and endangered species are 

protected from damages that will occur from the expansion project.   

  

In 2015, an expansion of the northern segment of the Yeager Airport complex caused a 

massive landslide that blocked Elk Twomile Road and dammed Elk Twomile Creek, a tributary 

of Elk River.  That slide also severely damaged some homes.  Fortunately, nobody was killed by 

the landslide.  As in the 2006 landslides, the contractors were following best management 

practices and the expansion design and plan of work had been approved by several professional 

engineers in the private firms and the state and federal agencies overseeing the expansion.   

  

Using these two precedents guiding your oversight of the current airport expansion 

proposal, THERE IS NO REASON TO BELIEVE THAT LANDSLIDES WILL NOT OCCUR 

DURING THE EXPANSION AND AFTER THE EXPANSION OF THE AIRPORT, no matter 

what the professional engineers and other oversight personnel say in their testimonies to the 

FAA.  The likelihood of the project causing the deaths of some or all of the aquatic threatened, 

endangered, and candidate species, as well as temporary or permanent damages to their critical 

habitats is very high.  Therefore, the FAA must require Yeager Airport to:  

(1)  perform thorough surveys of all the aquatic habitats (water column and substrate) 

near and downstream of the proposed expansion footprint to assess a base level of 

habitat quality and fauna found in the habitats during each of four seasons (reflecting 

temporary, but important uses of the habitats by mobile organisms such as spawning 

fish), 

(2)  calculate the potential cost for the greatest amount of environmental damages that 

could occur from the project in order to set aside a contingency fund or bond to cover 

those costs, 
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(3)  develop an approved, rapid-response plan to immediately mitigate environmental 

damages occurring to the aquatic habitats from project failures, 

(4)  and notify all municipal, county, state, and federal agencies with oversight of or an 

interest in protecting the aquatic species that will be impacted by the project, so they 

are prepared to continually monitor and investigate environmental damages as soon as 

they occur. 

  

Coonskin Park is within the range of four species of threatened or endangered bats:  

Indiana Bat, Gray Bat, Northern Long-eared Bat, and Virginia Big-eared Bat.  The area of the 

park that is currently proposed for destruction by the airport extension project has suitable 

summer habitat for all four federally-listed bat species.  Also, the Coonskin Branch gorge forest 

supports several WV state-listed Species in Greatest Conservation Need (SGCN), such as 

Cerulean Warbler and Green Salamander.  The FAA must require Yeager Airport to:   

(1)  perform thorough surveys of all the terrestrial habitats (forest, park lawns, cliffs) 

within and nearby the proposed expansion footprint to assess a base level of habitat 

quality, flora, and fauna found in the habitats during each of four seasons (reflecting 

temporary, but important uses of the habitats by mobile organisms such as underground 

salamanders migrating to breeding vernal pools in spring and birds that breed and 

overwinter in other locations but must forage in WV forests on their ways north or 

south) , 

(2)  calculate the potential cost for the greatest amount of terrestrial environmental 

damages that could occur from the project in order to set aside a contingency fund or 

bond to cover those costs, 

(3)  develop an approved, rapid-response plan to immediately mitigate environmental 

damages occurring to the terrestrial habitats bordering the project footprint from project 

failures, such as landslides leveling swaths of forest,  

(4)  and notify all municipal, county, state, and federal agencies with oversight of or an 

interest in protecting the terrestrial species that will be impacted by the project, so they 

are prepared to continually monitor and investigate environmental damages as soon as 

they occur. 

  

  

The Biden Administration has made it clear, by signing several executive orders and 

congressional acts, that all federal agencies are to incorporate the prevention of greenhouse gas 

emissions and the prevention of biodiversity losses into their project oversight processes.  This 

includes the agencies trimming project footprints to ensure that vegetated landscapes continue to 

sequester carbon and harbor biodiversity.  It also includes mitigating for the losses of carbon 

sequestration and biodiversity, when the approved projects cause losses in those environmental 

realms.  It is well-known that air transport vehicles are very high emitters of greenhouse gases 

per vehicle.  It is therefore extremely important that the FAA ensure that Yeager Airport: 

(1)  calculate the amount of carbon that will be emitted from destroying the vegetated 

landscape within the project area, from nearby damages (such as windfall in remnant 

forest stands after the surrounding forest stands within the project footprint are 

removed), and from increased air traffic emissions, 
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(2)  inventory the biodiversity losses of flora and fauna due to the project footprint and 

surrounding impacted terrestrial and aquatic environments (see the first two categories 

detailed above), 

(3)  require Yeager to replace the carbon sequestration losses by planting diverse 

species of native forbs, shrubs, and trees on open lands, like pre-1977 abandoned mine 

lands (replacement ratio should be 10 to 1, 10 acres planted for every 1 acre destroyed 

because mature forests sequester so much more carbon than do early succession 

forests), 

(4)  and do not allow Yeager to utilize subsequent developments on flattened hilltops 

(such as tennis courts or soccer fields) as mitigation for the loss of biodiversity and 

carbon sequestration. 

  

Many recreation projects at Coonskin Park have been developed with federal Land and 

Water Conservation Funds, including some of the picnic areas, playgrounds, and trails within the 

400-acre proposed airport expansion project site.  The FAA should not allow the National Park 

Service (overseers of LWCF expenditures in local parks) to allow Yeager to utilize subsequent 

intensive recreation developments on flattened hilltops (such as swimming pools or sports tracks) 

as mitigation for the loss of picnic shelters and forestland trails.  Coonskin Park’s trails system in 

the Coonskin Branch watershed is unique among all Kanawha County Parks.  It should be 

replaced at a 10 to 1 ratio (10 acres of wildland replacement and hiking trail development for 

each 1 acre destroyed by the project).  The picnic shelters in the forested and semi-forested 

landscape, should also be replaced and set in similar forested and semi-forested landscapes.  The 

trails and picnic shelters in the 400-acre project site are extremely important outdoor recreation 

assets to the citizens of Kanawha County, including the residents of the state’s capital city.  

National Guard families, rich and poor families of all creeds, colors, and persuasions, nature 

enthusiasts, school groups, birthday partiers, graduation partiers, cross-country running trainees, 

etc. all depend upon the site and have done so for over 80 years.  The Coonskin Branch gorge 

even served as backdrop for scenes in a movie about the legendary frontiersman, Jesse Hughes.  

The FAA should not permit the expansion as currently proposed.  First, the FAA should be 

absolutely certain that there is a true public need for the expansion.  If the FAA determines that 

there is a need, then your staff should work diligently on ensuring that the footprint is as small as 

possible, that all of the above suggestions are incorporated into the approval process, and that 

mitigative replacements of any environmental losses be based on at least a 10 to 1 ratio, 10 

replacement to 1 loss (acreage, carbon sequestration, biodiversity, trail distances, picnic shelters, 

etc. as mentioned above). 

  

Thanks for your thorough consideration, 

Doug Wood 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 12:08 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Melody Sizemore  
 
Email: melodioussizemore@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Proposed expansion of Yeager Airport 
 
Formal Comment: I do not want to see the airport take any of Coonskin Park as part of its expansion. 
This park is used by many people in the Charleston and surrounding areas. The fact that they want to 
destroy parts of this park is atrocious!   
 
Yeager Airport is small and should be fine the way it is or needs to find an alternative way to expand. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 12:27 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Laura Ashley  
 
Email: laashley87@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: As a resident of Charleston and frequent visitor of Coonskin Park, I was very 
disappointed to hear that the expansion proposal of Yeager Airport runway would destroy so much of 
our beloved park. Coonskin park is vital to our community. A place I take my children to play, and hike, 
and explore. A place for our residents to safely and conveniently enjoy the outdoors. West Virginia is 
known for being wild and wonderful with our beautiful mountains and outdoor environment. 
Please don’t take this away from our community. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 12:27 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Laura Ashley  
 
Email: laashley87@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: As a resident of Charleston and frequent visitor of Coonskin Park, I was very 
disappointed to hear that the expansion proposal of Yeager Airport runway would destroy so much of 
our beloved park. Coonskin park is vital to our community. A place I take my children to play, and hike, 
and explore. A place for our residents to safely and conveniently enjoy the outdoors. West Virginia is 
known for being wild and wonderful with our beautiful mountains and outdoor environment. 
Please don’t take this away from our community. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Barbie Dallmann <barbiedallmann@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 1:27 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Park 
 

I am writing with a heavy heart at the mere thought of Coonskin Park being sacrificed for the 
airport. My husband and I relocated to West Virginia over 40 years ago from the Nebraska. 
Coonskin has been one of our favorite places for hiking and gathering with friends for over four 
decades. After growing up in Nebraska, a place like Coonskin, with its many hiking trails, the river, 
caves, and picnic shelters seems like "Almost Heaven."  

    The memories we have at that park could fill a book. We have hiked all the trails, gone mountain 
biking, swam in the pool, golfed on the course, played disc golf, gathered with friends in the 
shelters, and played with out dogs in the fields. We have attended picnics, birthday parties, 
memorial services, retirement parties, anniversary parties, and more at that park. The Charleston 
Distance Walk used to begin and end at Coonskin. We played miniature golf there, rode the paddle 
boats on the pond, fed the ducks, and fished with our toddler.  

    The Alice Knight Nature Trail hold especially fond memories. It's the place we take out-of-town visitors 
to really WOW them with what Kanawha County has to offer. There's nothing else quite like it. We have 
had visitors from around the world on that trail with us. The thought of it being destroyed to expand an 
airport brings me to tears.  

    Surely there must be a better way!  

    In the 40 years we have lived here, the city has grown smaller and smaller. I don't understand why the 
airport needs to expand when its services have been shrinking year after year. You say it will stimulate 
growth to the area, but why would people want to come to a place where its BEST resources ... it's 
natural beauty ... is so casually chucked aside? 

    I'm not opposed to growth and progress. As someone who regularly uses the airport, I would LOVE to 
see an expanded schedule and more options. I'm just hoping you'll find a more suitable alternative. The 
possible destruction of a jewel like Coonskin Park for an airport makes me question whether I even want 
to continue to live in this area. 

    Respectfully submitted, 

                Barbie Dallmann 

                Charleston, West Virginia 

 

  

 
 

PC00177



 

Virus-free.www.avg.com 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 1:45 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Debra Vickers  
 
Email: new_river@hotmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Please don't mess up our Park. 
 
Formal Comment: My family has used this park for genorations. In 1961 we started having our family 
reunion in the park. I brought my children there in a regular basics. When my my mother was no longer 
able to stay alone we would go to the park 2to 3 times a week have a little picnic. A read the paper. As a 
teen aged my friends would go there every week end to be with our friends to play frisbee and ball. We 
need to keep a place for people to get away for a time that is not miles from home.Please think how bad 
this would be for all of us. Sometimes progress is not progress can destroy more than it helps. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Al Peery <apeerywv@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 2:10 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport Expansion 
 
 
 
I am a native Kanawha Countian and business owner in Charleston. The trails in Coonskin Park are some 
of my favorite places to take folks who come to visit, to show them the beauty of our area so close to 
the city. I enjoy visiting this area year-round. Please don't use our park to expand Yeager airport...This 
money can be used in much better ways to improve the airport without destroying the beauty that 
surrounds it. I would prefer moving the airport to another area like Mason County where there is access 
to river and rail lines and better access roads. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Al Peery 
PeeryTech 
 
5 Druid Place 
Charleston, WV 25314 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 2:22 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Mark Halburn  
 
Email: MARKVHALBURN1@GMAIL.COM 
 
Organization: PutnamCountyNews.com 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager 
 
Formal Comment: Extending Yeager Airport's runway at the expense of harming Coonskin Park is like 
putting lipstick on a pig. Replace Yeager Airport with a state-of-the-art, multiple runway, regional airport 
in Putnam County, far from the hillsides that contribute to Yeager's danger. Add shipping access to the 
Kanawha  river to increase profits. Sell Yeager (to the National Guard) and use the $1.6 Billion budget 
surplus to pay for the new airport. We'll have better safety and more jobs! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 3:53 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Faye Shaffer  
 
Email: hfshaffer@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization: Concerned citizen that lives beside the Elk River where grading is scheduled 
 
Comment Topic: Against expansion of airport 
 
Formal Comment: I am against the proposed take over if 400 Acres and moving mountains that run 
along the Elk River. I live on the Elk across from Coonskin and don’t feel safe with the tons of mountain 
removal that will take place.  
You are more than welcome to make me an offer on my house if this goes through 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Luckyeight <luckyeight@suddenlink.net> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 5:09 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Stop building the Yeager addition 
 
Please stop destroying our only city park. We don’t need a giant runway.  
 
Sent from my iPad 
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From: Anne Berry <aberry@stanfordalumni.org> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 4:16 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Anne Berry 
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210 Weathervane dr 
Carrboro, NC 27510 
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From: Katie Mills <vocaloidotaku100@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 3:50 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
One final note, as someone who grew up in the Mink Shoals area, it saddens me to hear the partial 
destruction of a beloved park. I, as well as many friends and colleagues, have fond memories of the park 
and I encourage reconsideration on the proposed runway. 
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Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Katie Mills 
228 East Northwood Ave 
Columbus, OH 43201 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 6:11 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kimberly Brown  
 
Email: kimberlymhbrown@hotmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: New Runway 
 
Formal Comment: Please do not destroy our beautiful park to build a runway for a shrinking community. 
Stop destroying our most precious resources. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 20, 2022 10:15 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Bill ellison  
 
Email: bdellison420@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Airport 
 
Formal Comment: Doesnt seem to make sense. Youre going to destroy what should be protected land. 
Just to still come in short of the distance you need. Thres significant markings, carvings, native dwellings 
snd cairns in coonskin you will destroy and still not have the length runway you need for your goals. Just 
find another area 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Linda Farwell <farwell4775@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 7:53 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Save Coonskin Park 
 
West Virginia’s main attraction is its natural beauty.  To destroy this park that people use and enjoy 
would be yet another ruination of a state that already has a negative reputation. 
 
As a hiker and lover of preserving as much nature as possible, I ask you to stop this dreadful assault on 
this beautiful, beneficial park. 
Linda Farwell 
South Charleston, WV 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Lois Ludwig <wvhiker@suddenlink.net> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 9:48 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: loss of Coonskin Park 
 

Dear decision maker, 
I want to comment on the proposed loss of Coonskin Park to airport expansion. It 
appears to me that 40 percent of the park would be lost or degraded. A flat park 
minus the hills and hollows doesn’t fit the needs of the park users. I have been 
hiking at Coonskin for 30 years and have led many hikes there for the Kanawha 
Trail Club. In fact, Coonskin Park is one the club’s favorite places to hike close to 
Charleston. The Alice Knight Trail through the gorge is a crown jewel and would 
be a tremendous loss. Many people I know go there to hike, run, and bike. These 
activities are just as important as games on ball fields, or golf.  
Maybe the airport could expand in another direction or find a new place. Is 
expansion really that important anyway? Is it more important than the loss of a 
spiritual retreat for many of the local residents and visitors? Nature has its own 
intrinsic worth. Please don’t destroy this special place. 
Sincerely, 
Lois A. Ludwig 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 11:35 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jim Lange  
 
Email: eclectopia@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization: None 
 
Comment Topic: Please reconsider 
 
Formal Comment: As a frequent hiker at Coonskin park, I cannot imagine what this will do to the 
precious space that hikers enjoy. Not only hikers, but families family reunions all manner of folks. Coons 
can park and other state parks are where everyone is equal in the universal church that is the natural 
beauty of West Virginia. I’ve been here for 50 years and I wouldn’t live anywhere else because of our 
forests and parks. Thank you for your time. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Terry and Dottie Hess <hesshouse@suddenlink.net> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 11:59 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Destruction of Coonskin Park 
 
I am sickened that you are even discussing the fact of taking away 400 acres of woods, trails, shelters 
and nature that we in the Charleston area are really in more need of, instead of less.  Coonskin Park is 
the city’s only green space, for a place to walk in the woods, enjoy a picnic, breathe some fresh air, and 
take dogs and children for a walk through nature.  You may count Carriage Trail, but it is very short and 
doesn’t really count as a “walk through the woods”, because you are on a short gravel trail.  As a weekly 
user of Coonskin Park, for myself and my dog, Lincoln, we enjoy the trails and basic beauty of Coonskin 
Park, and I have since I was a kid, and I’m 66 years old.  There are no public parks for people to get out 
and enjoy picnicking and playing with their children, and walking their dogs through the woods in this 
city.  I used to try and find swing sets to take my grandchildren on, and there are none in Charleston!  
Only grade school playgrounds, and they lock them up now.   
 
Years ago when they mentioned moving Yeager Airport to Lincoln County, everyone was up in arms, but 
I wish they had done that back then.  Perhaps bigger planes would be able to land where there is more 
flat land, and people wouldn’t have to fly from here to Charlotte or Cincinnati to catch a bigger plane to 
take them where they want to be.  I fly about once a year, and my son who is in the U.S. Navy, if I’m 
fortunate, comes to visit once a year.  So the few times I would drive to Lincoln County, it  would not be 
a big deal.  I figure most people feel that same way.  We already have to drive out of the city to get to 
Coonskin after the National Guard took the roadway into the Park, and now you’re wanting to take 400 
acres to destroy nature for what?  You’re not going to bring any bigger planes here, and the price of 
airline tickets isn’t going to come down because of the renovations you are making to the airport.   
 
It is no wonder people are leaving West Virginia, and Charleston, in particular.  There is nothing for 
families to do together, and the few things we do have, man is making “progress” to destroy!  I’m sure 
your minds are made up, and you are just giving people a chance to air our grievances!  No, I don’t feel 
any better after explaining why I don’t agree with decisions that have already been made to destroy 
nature, and keeping people from enjoying what few choices we have left in the area.  Pretty soon I am 
going to “vote” with my feet, and leave the only home I have ever known because of “man-made 
improvements”. 
 
Dottie Hess 
6532 Roosevelt Avenue 
Charleston, WV  25304 
304/925-4852 
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From: Danita Nellhaus <danitanellhaus58@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 1:05 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Park 
 
I am writing to voice my concern regarding the airport expansion. My family has enjoyed hiking, running, 
attending social events in the park’s shelters and walking and driving through the Holiday Light display. 
There is much concern over the trail system and wildlife if the expansion took place. 
 
I am opposed. 
Thank you. 
Danita Nellhaus 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 1:14 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kathryne Smith  
 
Email: kathryne61@aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: I am  commenting to dis agree with destroying  the  trails and grotto areas  proposed 
for expansion. While I understand the need by the airport, these areas are easier access for many youth 
as well as adults to appreciate the nature and beauty of our state  without having  to travel out of our 
Capital City.  
Please look for alternative solutions.  
Thank you 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: April Yoak <alyoak3@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 1:31 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Park 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
In reviewing the planned project for expansion of the runway into Coonskin Park, I feel that this is an 
unworthy and unwanted project. The benefits do not out way the disastrous outcomes. There are very 
few locations left in our community that offer what Coonskin does. A safe place to hike, run, or be out in 
nature. Places to picnic and celebrate with our families, or just walk our dogs. A place to have pictures 
taken, like I did of my son for his senior pictures last May. Not too mention all the wildlife that call the 
park home. Please consider the community above all in this situation.  
Thanks so much. April Yoak  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 3:16 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Margaret Schoening  
 
Email: mschoening@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Protect Coonskin Park.  Do not destroy Coonskin Park for Yeager Airport expansion. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Lewis Collins <lewiscollins365@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 4:13 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin park 
 
I am writing this in response to the article published in the Sunday gazette mail on November 20, saying 
that the coonskin park is under threat. I suspect that this comes from some of the wacko 
environmentalists groups who are against everything which will help the infrastructure. Such as the 
groups against pipelines and coal. I’m so sick of these people who are against anything that would help 
progress and make our lives better.  It’s true that the park is a nice park, but there’s others in the area.  
After all a considerable part of a mountain was removed in order to build what we have. Airports are 
very important to the economy and the economy definitely needs some help. So I am wholeheartedly 
for the project to improve the airport. I say full speed ahead and go for it.  
 
Lewis Collins  
Charleston WV 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Kara Arden <karaarden@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 4:26 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: No airport expansion. 
 
I live along the elk river across from coonskin park. I’m against the airport expansions project. The 
construction will be loud and unsightly for those of us living in the vicinity. Please don’t destroy the 
natural beauty of the park. My family enjoys walking the trails, using the playgrounds and shelters for 
picnics. It’s a gem to the community and shouldn’t be tampered with. Thank you for your time. 
 
Kara Arden  
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From: Joan Breiding <liteuptheroom@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 2:53 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Joan Breiding 
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PO Box 170625 
San Francisco, CA 94117 
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From: Melissa Waggy <melwaggy@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 12:36 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
I am writing with my concerns about the proposal to expand Yeager Airport's runway  
 
The current proposal, if implemented, would increase flooding risks and significantly, adversely impact 
Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
As I understand, the proposal, it will destroy 10 hiking trails, 20 picnic pavilion and the forest and the 
scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that the Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Additionally, I would like to add.... This airport needs to be moved not expanded. I understand this 
would be a costly alternative but look at what is ahead for you if you dig your feet in further on this site. 
There will be no end to the problems up there, erosion, slope failure, habitat impacts, water quality 
issues, insufficient runway length. Find the money and build another airport where it it flat. Like 
between Huntington and Charleston. This is an awful idea.  
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Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Melissa Waggy 
Lewisburg, WV 
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Waggy 
PO Box 89 
Lewisburg, WV 24901 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 4:57 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Sheri Meadows  
 
Email: grammysheri2@aol.com 
 
Organization: Kanawha County Master Gardeners 
 
Comment Topic: Protect Coonskin Park 
 

Formal Comment: Protect Coonskin Park!!                 ❤ 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 5:35 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: eric Peters  
 
Email: petebox420@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin trail’s 
 
Formal Comment: Me and my daughter have been walking the trails for years and so many people 
worked so hard on coonskin park would be a damn shame to fill in and build over so please reconsider 
your expansion of the airport 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 6:55 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jack Hughes  
 
Email: swmhc@hotmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Protect Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: PLEASE PROTECT AND SAVE COONSKIN PARK 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 8:34 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Taylor Miller  
 
Email: atmiller2@icloud.com 
 
Organization: Sagis DX 
 
Comment Topic: Extend runway 
 
Formal Comment: As someone who grew up in WV and left due to the dying economy I feel it’s 
extremely imperative for Yeager to extend the runway.  
 
Growing up, my family would drive to Charlotte or Columbus to fly out of their airports due to direct 
flight options, the ability to choose from different airlines and pricing. This would cost my family 
anywhere from $150- $250 extra to our vacation due to gas and extended parking.  
 
Fast forward to today, it is extremely hard to accommodate my schedule to any flight into CRW from 
lack of airlines and also most importantly, fear of a safe landing and taking off from Yeager. I travel 
weekly for work and It’s a constant joke in DCA, CLT, and CRW airport when a frequent flyer and/or 
flight staff  who has flown into CRW finds out that’s your destination because of the lack of safety due to 
the shorter runway. As a result of said things mentioned above, I hardly ever fly “home”. Instead, I take 
5 hours out of my day to drive it. WV has so much to offer, especially with our beautiful mountains, 
trails, wildlife and now the new coliseum in downtown Charleston. While I know there is frustration 
from the wild life enthusiast  that this will take a breath taking mountain from us, I encourage them to 
look on the flip side; this expansion would have the potential to bring tourist and most importantly, the 
family transplants who left home back to the great state of WV.  
 
This is a hard topic and while I respect the opinions of the opposing people; it’s clear the good 
outweighs the bad. Why would we as a state hinder the ability to bring in more families and revenue 
into The Wild and Wonderful state,  if the only ‘cost’’ is the removal of a mountain? The revenue made 
from this expansion will not only create more jobs for the people of the state, but also present potential 
opportunities to further getting The Mountain Momma state back to the booming economy that She, as 
well as the people of Her mountain and valleys desperately need and deserve!!!  
 
The rest of the US is moving forward with progressive thinking and look where it’s led the successful 
ones? WV has been stuck back in time for entirely too long. Let’s move forward and do the right thing 
here!  
 
Signed, 
The woman who wishes she could come home more and is impeded by our much needed safety 
updated airport.  
 
TM 
3045500029 
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Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 10:09 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Wesley Stover  
 
Email: wesorama@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Save Coonskin Park it's been in the community for years Please reconsider taking the 
Park Not too many counties can say they have a amazing park like Coonskin 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 10:59 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Tori Myres  
 
Email: tori.myres@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Save the park 
 
Formal Comment: To those of you reading through comments from locals and you yourself not be a 
local, you truly cannot understand the sadness & HUGE loss this would bring to OUR local people, OUR 
community. Coonskin Park is the closest park to my home (past and present). I remember going as a 
child and now I take my child there weekly. The next closest park to take my son to hike would be over a 
30 minute drive one way. If you’re a parent, you will hopefully understand how transporting a toddler 
goes. The closer you are to your destination, the better. I’m also a single mother for the time being while 
my husband is deployed serving our country. Coonskin is so much more than just a park. It is a place for 
families to gather for reunions, outdoor work picnics, weddings, birthday parties, hiking, fishing, the list 
could go on and on. It is such an asset to our community it so many ways. I know as well as everyone 
else that expanding the airport truly is not a necessity. We live in a state with a population that 
continues to decline. Expanding an airport is not going to change that. Instead it would take hundreds of 
beautiful untouched forest, full of wildlife and destroy it all. West Virginia is so proud about being wild 
and wonderful, why would killing the wild and wonderful by destroying the land to expand ever be 
something even considered as a good idea? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: George Stablein <stableg45@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2022 8:54 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. I lived in the greater Charleston area for 5 years and found 
Coonskin Park to be a treasure in the area-a wonderful location for exploring nature while working to 
maintain physical fitness. There are already so many places with poor walkability and so many people 
who need places where they can be active and work to avoid developing heart disease and diabetes.  
 
I also have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
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Sincerely, 
George Stablein 
210 Weathervane Drive 
Carrboro, NC 27510 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 6:08 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: James V Kelsh  
 
Email: kelshlaw@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Recreational impact 
 
Formal Comment: I have reviewed the project documents. I am surprised by the lack of basic 
information. What is the current usable runway safety area after the slip?  What RSA specs do various 
aircraft require? If current air service to charlotte; Atlanta, Dc, and Chicago can continue without this 
project then I oppose the project.  The added flights to Orlando Dallas and Detroit offer little benefit and 
are speculative. The cost of this project is huge and not justified by the degree of benefit offered as I 
understand it. I hike the Alice Knight trail 6 to 12 times a year and I would miss having that resource. I 
also find the valley fill aspect of this project offensive. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 7:50 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Burton V. Sands  
 
Email: vic.sands@mail.com 
 
Organization: Private Individual 
 
Comment Topic: Protect Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I am firmly opposed to the taking of 400 acres of Coonskin Park for the Yeager Airport 
runway extension!  This public green space is vital to the people of Charleston and surrounding areas! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Sara OConnor <saraeoconnor@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 8:16 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Please don't destroy the trails and shelters in Coonskin 
 
I am a Charleston resident and I would hate to see the expansion of Yeager Airport as it is planned. 
Coonskin is one of the only places where city kids have a chance to be in nature. It is the only park of its 
kind with bus service, and new parks will never be created to replace it. Destroying it so that we can 
have slightly larger jets land would be a waste. Please don't allow this green space to be destroyed. 
Sara O'Connor 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 9:19 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: ellen owen  
 
Email: wvgirl3smom@hotmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: coon skin park 
 
Formal Comment: please leave our park as is   we need our parks 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 9:25 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Patricia Goff  
 
Email: goffp25@aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: In favor of expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I fully support the expansion project at Yeager airport.  I believe the expansion will 
increase access for more flights to the area. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Lisa Westfall <Westfallvocational@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 10:22 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport runway extension 
 
I am opposed to the Yeager airport runway extension for several reasons. One, the destruction of part of 
Coonskin Park to have the available fill for this project. Number two there has already been a fall of the 
fill added on to the runway extension which caused damage to property below the airport several years 
ago. Three, I am a homeowner that lives nearby. When the construction was ongoing before the blasting 
damaged my home, causing cracks in recently hung drywall.  
Final comment circles back to the first comment. The destruction of a lot of Coonskin Park. This is a 
beautiful park that is used by many. There are not a lot of wild public spaces within Kanawha County and 
this is one of them. I’m in this park on average weekly and in the warmer months a few times a week, 
hiking the trails and walking the upper loop that will all be destroyed by this project. 
 
I am opposed.   
 
Thank you 
Lisa Westfall 
304-345-2522.  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 10:38 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Betty Proctor  
 
Email: bhproctor31556@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: Don't take our park. Move the airport to flat land. Putman County 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
 
 

PC00212



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 12:00 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Connie M Roadcap  
 
Email: skiwv17@Aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Expansion/ Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I am about Change and Progress for my State and Community!  I am a native of West 
Virginia, born and raised in Kanawha County! I have also lived in Virginia, Pennsylvania, Arizona, Florida, 
Illinois, California and Wisconsin.  In the last 30 plus years, I have witnessed all of these states I lived  
expand public Green Spaces and Public Lands for the communities to get Outside and increase physical 
and mental health. West Virginians need more parks, hiking and biking trails, playing fields etc for our 
citizens.  Please, let us not go backward and take away one of the few places in our capital city for 
recreation and exercise! (Not everyone Goffs!) 
 
The Area in the Yeager Proposal, if passed, will be taking a network of Hiking Trails, Water Falls, Homes 
to Birds and Wildlife!  I have been hiking at Coonskin for 25 plus years and I have seen an increase in 
hikers every year!  We as a community should be promoting the Hiking and Exercise, instead of 
eliminating one of the few places that provides trails in Kanawha County!  I also see families every year 
celebrating Birthdays, Graduations and Weddings at the Picnic Shelters sprinkled all over the park! 
These too will be no longer! 
 
Question: Do we really want to eliminate what we already have? 
Question: Does Charleston Really Need a longer Runway? 
Question: Who will really benefit from a longer Runway? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Connie Roadcap <skiwv17@aol.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 12:32 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Connie Roadcap 
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100 Breezy Pl 
Elkview, WV 25071 
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From: Coffield, Robert L. <RCoffield@flahertylegal.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 12:05 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Comments/Opposition (Coffield) - FAA (Yeager Airport/Coonskin Park Project) 
 
Mr. Andrew Brooks and the FAA Staff: 
  
I write to express my opposition to the planned project and environmental impact to the existing 
Coonskin Park.  
  
While I understand and applaud the desire for Yeager Airport to construct a new terminal complex and 
modernize the terminal areas for travelers leaving/arriving to Yeager Airport, I oppose the $3 million 
dollar expenditure to add an additional 285 feet (less than a football field in length). I understand from 
the report issued by the WVU Bureau of Business and Economic Research along with the various 
documents published related to the proposed project that this expansion is a safety improvement. 
However, my question is how much of a safety improvement and at what cost (both monetary in the 
amount of over $1 million per foot of runway extension and intangible/unquantifiable cost of damage to 
Coonskin Park and the surrounding area/river/environment, etc.).  
  
I am a frequent visitor to Coonskin Park and have been using the natural areas and various activity areas 
for the past 30 years. As a health care lawyer in West Virginia, I also often use Yeager Airport for 
business and personal travel. My children, who are now grown, were also frequent visitors to Coonskin 
Park and used the trails and public park areas. My daughter was a cross country runner for both Horace 
Mann Middle School and Charleston Catholic High School located in Charleston. Both of these cross 
country teams and other local school teams currently and regularly use the areas for practices and 
training that are being planned to be buried by the runway expansion. In addition, various local runners, 
walkers, mountain bikers, and hikers use these areas. Coonskin Park and its natural areas are a vital and 
important public space for the citizens of Charleston and Kanawha County. The loss of these spaces for 
the minimal improvement in the runway distance – which I believe will not lead to any great 
improvement in safety – cannot be quantified.  
  
If you would like to speak with me further about my opposition to the project or have follow up 
questions – I can be reached at this email or by phone at my office number listed below.  
  
Thank you, Bob Coffield 
  
  
Robert L. Coffield 
Member 
Pronouns: he/him/his 
  

Flaherty 

FLAHERTY SENSABAUGH BONASSO PLLC 

P.O. BOX 3843 
CHARLESTON, WV 25338 

OVERNIGHT: 
200 CAPITOL STREET 

CHARLESTON, WV 25301 
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PHONE: 304.347.3791 (MOBILE: 304.552.3640) 
EMAIL: RCoffield@FlahertyLegal.com 
  
  
This e-mail and any attachments are confidential and may be protected by legal privilege. If you are not 
the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of this e-mail or any 
attachment is prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify us immediately by 
returning it to the sender and delete this copy from your system. Thank you for your cooperation. This 

e-mail and any attachments are confidential and may be protected by legal privilege. If you are not the 
intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution or use of this e-mail or any 
attachment is prohibited. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify us immediately by 
returning it to the sender and delete this copy from your system. Thank you for your cooperation. 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 2:29 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Zach  
 
Email: zthompsonwv@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Runway Extension 
 
Formal Comment: Southern West Virginia, Southeast Ohio, and Southwestern Virginia would benefit 
greatly from a larger airport. 
 
These areas are historically underserved and the lack of acceptable infrastructure will only continue this 
economic depression in these areas. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 2:52 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jacob Daley  
 
Email: jsdaley1996@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Proposed Airfield Improvements/Extension 
 
Formal Comment: In any area that is seeking to continually develop both culturally and financially, 
infrastructure is one of the most critical assets that must be managed. As the City of Charleston 
continues to seek to improve its appeal to both residents and visitors, transportation in and out of the 
area, including aviation, is undoubtably one of the most critical infrastructure assets that we should seek 
to enhance and expand.  
 
We already have an effective interstate system serving the area that helps to bring in local tourism, but 
we need to ensure that we as a community do not lag behind in our aviation assets to help bring in 
tourists and visitors from outside our region. By extending the runways (among other upgrades to the 
airfield and terminal), we can make certain that our air transportation-related infrastructure is not only 
future-proof in terms of regulations, but also will also be able to serve as a significant contributor in 
terms of our region's continual improvement betterment. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 3:09 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Angelita Nixon  
 
Email: anmidwife@netzero.net 
 
Organization: Scenic Drive Midwives 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park preservation 
 
Formal Comment: Please do not disturb Coonskin Park! It is an important natural resource - great 
recreation area, hiking trails, and site of artifacts and other history that would be devastating to bury or 
excavate.  I am reading about the impacts of this airport expansion, and it seems the most strategic long 
term plan would be to relocate the airport to a more suitable area altogether (such as between 
Huntington and Charleston). I appreciate the opportunity to give input.  Please save Coonskin Park! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Martha Hopper <marthachopper@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 4:30 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Park 
 
I would like to tell you how important Coonskin is to me, my family and our friends. When my children 
were young, we often took them to run around the pond, picnic at one of the shelters on the hill and 
play on one of the many playgrounds.  When their cousins came from California, Illinois and Alabama, 
we loaded up the cars for a hike  in the woods there. I have great memories of them running ahead on 
the trails in the woods, yelling at each other and sharing little tidbits that nature revealed.   
Now that my children are grown and no longer living here, my friends and I love to hike on those same 
trails.  We often study the birds that are nesting and ones that are migrating through.  Coonskin seems 
like a great resting place for them on their way south or north, depending on the season. Of course, the 
wildflowers are always a welcome sight.     
I feel that taking away the land for the airport is a huge mistake.  The trails and picnic areas on the hills 
at Coonskin Park add so much to our community. I hope you will keep that in mind.  
Martha Hopper 
1543 Hampton Rd 
Charleston  
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From: Rose Namay <tinarose@suddenlink.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 1:59 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rose Namay 
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1559 Quarrier St. 
Charleston, WV 25311 
 

PC00220



From: Rhonda Marrone <rmm164@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 1:45 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rhonda Marrone 
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416 Rambling Hills Rd 
Elkview, WV 25071 
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From: John Doyle <jdoyle952@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 3:29 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
Forests have become the most valuable and endangered thing on the planet. There is no alternative to 
the oxygen producing capacity of forests, which contribute huge additional benefits to wildlife and land 
/ water quality, as well as human health, recreation and livelyhood. 
Several years ago there was a proposal to create a Huntington / Charleston airport between the two 
cities because Yeager Airport's location on a mountain top was so precarious and limiting to large 
aircraft. Local money interests defeated that and since that battle was fought, Yeager has constantly 
expanded, destroying and increasing threats to it's surroundings exponentially. The lust for more and 
more huge noisy jets increasingly degrades the fly-over communities such as mine and only inspires 
plans for even bigger expansion. 
 
As the environmental crisis accelerates, we must prioritize quality of life, wildlife, streams and forests, 
and say NO again to this atrocity. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
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surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering. 
 
Sincerely, 
John Doyle 
1527 Hampton Rd. 
Charleston, WV 25314 
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From: Rhonda Marrone <rmm164@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 1:44 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rhonda Marrone 
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416 Rambling Hills Rd 
Elkview, WV 25071 
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From: doug krause <dougkrause@mts.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 1:37 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
doug krause 
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3501 Maccorkle Ave SE 
Charleston, WV 25304 
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From: Rhonda Marrone <rmm164@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 1:44 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rhonda Marrone 
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416 Rambling Hills Rd 
Elkview, WV 25071 
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From: Timothy Simmons MD <etim@mail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 1:49 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
Yeager Airport is ALREADY TOO CLOSE to Charleston.  
It has grown way past it being a small, local airport and should be moved well out of the city's noise 
zones.  
Residential areas in and surrounding to city already have to suffer the noise from large, low flying 
aircraft--IT NEVER SHOULD HAVE BEEN ALLOWED TO GROW TO THE SIZE IT IS NOW!! 
And now you want to grow it even more?! 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
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Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Timothy Simmons MD 
1317 Quarrier St 
Charleston, WV 25301 
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From: Caitlin Brash <cjbrash@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 4:03 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Caitlin Brash 
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102 Vaglio Avenue 
Fayetteville, WV 25840 
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From: Rob Robertson <cdr2dc@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 2:35 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Hello Andrew, 
 
I thought I would reach out to see if you would be interested in my farm that is for sale. If it were to be 
added to the Coonskin park system, that might appease some people that are upset about the airport 
expansion into Coonskin. It is right across 114 from where the proposed land fill would be. 
 
This is the most unique piece of land in Charleston which has the best water feature in the Charleston 
area. Kanawha State forest and Coonskin do not have a waterfall like this. 
 
Take a look at the link and feel free to contact me with any questions. If at all interested please contact 
ASAP as I have an offer on the table, but I think best case would be to make it a park...like it was once 
considered. 
 
https://www.forsalebyowner.com/listing/meadowbrook-Charleston-WV-
25311/54fa57ecaff83920398b458d 
 
Rob Robertson 304-610-0949 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Rob Robertson 
107 Old mill creek road 
charleston, WV 25311 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 5:01 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Barbara Steinke  
 
Email: steinagel@aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Oark 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin Park is an incredible resource for families, hikers, bikers, group picnics and is 
so convenient. I’ve hiked the Coonskin trails for years and we took our son to the playground and pond 
many times as he was growing up. I strongly oppose expanding Yeager Airport and taking so much land 
away from our community park.  This project is not needed in my opinion. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Chuck Wirts <chuckwirts@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 5:03 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport Expansion 
 
Coonskin park has been a valuable part of the hiking birding and picnic facilities for the Charleston area. 
My family, Carbide retirement group, Hiking Club, and the local Birdclub, all of which I am an active 
member have all used these facilities . 
The proposed changes would certainly reduce the usefulness and eliminate many of the beautiful trails. 
 
Charles J Wirts. Resident of Charleston since 1973. 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 5:20 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jeana Lipscomb  
 
Email: jeanalipscomb@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Save Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Please save our park!  I spend hours walking with my sister on the roads, hiking with 
my son on the trails, and picnicking with my family at the shelters on the hill.  I will deeply mourn the 
loss of this park if it is taken by the airport. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 6:24 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Natalie Proctor  
 
Email: natsuewv@yahoo.com 
 
Organization: Citizen of Kanawha County WV 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport and Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Hello: 
 
This is to voice my opinion over the land take over by Yeager Airport in Charleston, WV of Coonskin Park 
which borders the mountain the airport sits on.  
 
I am not in favor of this because the park has already been impacted by McGloughlin AFB on the other 
side by having it's entrance re-routed. Now the airport wants take over close to half of the park to make 
room for more runway footage. Many of the functions of the park will be lost and the people of 
Kanawha County will loose a key part of their community for enjoying the outdoors.  
 
Do you know that Coonskin has a waterfall called the Coonskin Grotto? It's listed on the WV Department 
of Tourism's Chasing Waterfalls campaign which is to get people out enjoying the WV outdoors? How 
will the new runway impact that waterfall? Will it be destroyed by tearing up the natural water flow to 
the area?  
 
Is it the fault of the citizens of Kanawha County that a regional airport was built on top of a mountain 
that leaves very little room for error when landing an aircraft? No, it isn't but we're going to have suffer 
for someone else's lack of planning and greed.  
 
Thank you, Natalie Proctor 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Susan Churchill <skchurchill.9642@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 7:13 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Extending main runway at Yeager 
 
The need for an extension of the main runway at Yeager Airport must be judged  NOT FEASIBLE.  The 
proposal on the table necessitates destruction of an area of our very popular Coonskin Park.  The area 
contains access roads, picnic shelters, and great trails used by people of all ages.  In addition, due to the 
amount of earth to be moved, there would be a huge bank of rock and soil piled so high that a retaining 
wall would need to be constructed.  The entire look of the project would be antithetical to our park.  The 
total environs for the wildlife and for the many park goers would be destroyed.  The benefits for the 
airport would be minor in relation to the huge cost monetarily, funds needed for things that in fact 
matter.  Our community would be hard pressed to recover from the disaster this proposal would cause 
should this be approved.  They tried to make this happen twenty years ago.  The reasons for the failure 
then are no less potent today.  Thank you in advance for stopping this for a second time. 
 
     Susan Churchill 
     1548 Virginia Street East 
     Charleston, WV 25311-2412 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 8:25 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Brooklynn Alls  
 
Email: allsbrooklynn@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Build it somewhere else 
 
Formal Comment: Dont destroy such a beautiful park and recreation area that the community loves. 
Build a new airport on flatter ground somewhere else!!! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 9:35 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Timothy J. Smith  
 
Email: smithtimothyj68@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park Preservation 
 
Formal Comment: My family and I have used Coonskin Park for as long as I can remember. I have taken 
part in school picnics, family outings, swimming, hiking, golf and so much more at the park. This year the 
park has become even more special to me. I have used the park as a place to heal, both physically and 
mentally. Walking multiple times each week to rehabilitate my body from several health issues. I have 
been using quiet solitary areas to sit and meditate and write poetry to continue improving my mental 
health. Hearing water running in a creek, seeing a snake slithering away, hearing the many birds singing 
their tunes and watching the busy squirrels are all an outlet of peace and tranquility and a break from 
the busy world around us. Several of the places I sit and write and meditate will end up destroyed and 
underneath this proposed "improvement" of the airport runways and facilities. This plan will 
permanently destroy about 40% of the park I utilize and love all to put a band-aid on a long term 
problem. This airport was barely serviceable in its early days and is beyond outdated now. Stretching a 
runway a bit and adding a gate will do very little to improve service to Charleston and its surrounding 
areas. A difficult airport will still remain a difficult airport for airplane service in and out of the facility. A 
permanent solution needs to be studied, designed and implemented to place a more modern facility in a 
different location. One where service can be improved, facilities can be something other than laughable 
and a larger area of the population can have easy access which would mean more business. Improving a 
limited airport for a limited area in a city losing population is a complete waste of money at the expense 
of a beautiful park and the environment it holds and protects. Moving forward with this plan will be 
another sad tragedy in a city and state that need positive actions. This amounts to expensive duct tape 
to patch up a poor facility at the tremendous loss of one of the finest parks in the Kanwaha Valley. 
Please rethink this poor solution. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Tracy Marsh <Marsh9@marshall.edu> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 6:38 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Tracy Marsh 
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76 Notta Rd 
Hurricane, WV 25526 
 

PC00236



From: Helena Lee <hbclee35@suddenlink.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 5:51 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Please don't do this. It is unnecessary and I'll considered. People are not flocking to Charleston and 
never will. Let those of us who live here enjoy God's green earth.  
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
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Sincerely, 
Helena Lee 
4956 Washington St W 
Cross Lanes, WV 25313 
 

PC00237



From: Denise Ferris <wvkrispy@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 5:33 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
During the pandemic, Coonskin was crowded with families trying to cope with the isolation. Many dog 
walkers use the area, and running groups that I am a member of met and still meet there post 
pandemic. It was and is a valuable resource to Kanawha county families!  
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Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Denise Ferris 
1532 ravinia rd 
Charleston, WV 25314 
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From: Ted Boettner <tedboettner@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 8:43 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ted Boettner 
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919 Ridgeway Rd 
Charleston, WV 25314 
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From: John Harshbarger <JohnM.Harshbarger@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 5:22 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
John Harshbarger 

PC00240



1019 Upland Drive 
South Charleston, WV 25309 
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From: Nancy Myers <nsmyers@msn.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 22, 2022 7:21 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I am a senior and, along with many friends and family (all age groups including my grandkids from 3 
years to 15 years old) frequently use the park area in question. The resultant planned remaining park 
area doesn’t provide the adventure and precious forest trails for fitness, fun and forest bathing that is 
contained in the area to be consumed by the airport. Heath and fitness in nature is necessary to enable 
our population to thrive and improve beyond our deteriorated levels. Discovering this terrain since 
COVID has had multiple positive impacts on many. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
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Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. Besides the political pressures to keep the airport in 
Charleston, I would hope other more cost effective and potentially safer locations with easier expansion 
capability and access would be given fair study and consideration.  
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Myers 
2971 Pennsylvania Ave 
Charleston, WV 25302 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 12:09 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jason Gibson  
 
Email: jasonxsg98@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport-Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: To whom it may concern,  
 
I am against the expansion of Yeager Airport into Coonskin Park. There is native wildlife and family 
history(not my own) at stake. I urge you to reject this proposal and find an alt expansion plan.  
 
Regards,  
Jason Gibson 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Nick McCracken <nickmccracken05@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 7:29 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Comments 
 
DO NOT DESTROY NATURAL HABITATS & WILDLIFE OF COONSKIN PARK.  
 
There is no more space for Yeager. Build a bigger, better airport elsewhere. Combine HTS & CRW, build a 
new airport elsewhere. For the sake of West Virginia…  
 
Why do you think West Virginia has the population decreases it has?  
Boneheaded decisions like this make people want to move out of this state.  
 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 9:10 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Sierra Petry  
 
Email: s.petry@aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Runway Extension - Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Don’t take away 40% of a park that is a free service for the better of all people, to 
increase the run way space of an airport only used by those wealthy enough to fly.  
 
Yeager has run fine with it’s current space. Want to expand? Build a second airport. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 10:34 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Dan Bailey  
 
Email: dsbrunner@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Public park use 
 
Formal Comment: I am against expanding the runway by taking away a significant portion of Coonskin 
Park. This park is utilized daily by hundreds of people including the trails and shelters that would be 
forever lost. Another alternative to the expansion must be explored including relocation of the airport. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 10:42 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Hope Cossin  
 
Email: cossinhope@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I live close to the park, less than a 10 minute drive. My son and I are regular hikers 
and love Coonskin because of it's convenience and beauty. We go hiking there 3 to 5 times a week, all 
seasons. My son is 14 and has severe autism (non verbal) so when I discovered several years ago that he 
loves hiking as much as I do, I was ecstatic! We have hiked every trail at the park but our favorite is the 
Alice Knight Memorial Trail. What a beauty it is! Any hiker would agree that it could never be replaced. 
How do you replace wetland, mature forest? You can't. It can only be preserved or destroyed. And the 
thoughts of it's destruction is depressing and devastating. No amount of money could ever make up for 
the loss. So, not only is the community losing a beautiful green space but the project it's self is 
worrisome. Knowing that it will remove triple the amount of earth it did when the airport was first built 
is alone troubling. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Nick McCracken <nickmccracken05@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 10:55 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
 
The citizens of West Virginia have made it clear that a regional airport needs to be built elsewhere on 
flat ground.  
 
It is idiotic that the solution is to push out the runway 250 feet.  
 
By expanding this runway instead of investing in a brand new regional airport that can serve Charleston, 
Huntington, and the radius in between- you’re just keeping WV, and Charleston behind. Hence why so 
many of us are leaving, and have already left.  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 11:28 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Connie M Roadcap  
 
Email: skiwv17@Aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Expansion/ Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Charleston and the Greater Elk River will be negatively affected by the loss of the 
Coonskin Park land due to the runway expansion!   
Coonskin Park has been the "go to" park for northern Kanawha county since it was opened in 1950!  At 
one time, Coonskin not only had Picnic Shelters like it does now, but more, along with Horse Stable, 
riding ring and trail rides. There was a small Ski Slope with a rope tow until it closed down in the the 
early 1980's.  Coonskin was a park intended for Kanawha county residents to get outdoors for recreation 
and pleasure and commune with nature. 
 
IF the Airport Expansion is approved and constructed, the residents in Charleston and Elk River will have 
to travel miles to get outside in a natural environment!  South Hills has Kanawha State Forest in their 
backyard, South Charleston has Little Creek, Dunbar has Wine Cellar Park, St. Albans has a city park, 
Nitro/Cross Lanes has Ridenour  Lake Park.......What will Charleston and the Elk River communities have?  
Not a park with natural setting picnic shelters nor walking/hiking trails!! Are we not suppose to be 
promoting out door activity for mental and physical Health?? 
 
Kanawha County Parks should want to keep our park and improve what they have instead of 
giving/selling to Yeager Airport. Parks are intended for Nature!  When the construction begins, hundreds 
of Birds , Squirrels, Raccoons,Foxes, Deer, Frogs, Bats, Turtles and other mammals and reptiles will be 
destroyed or loss of home.  
 
Parks, Schools and Shopping Areas are what Companies look for before moves and expansions.   
 
Build an Airport and They (companies) will come!!  Will NOT happen without other amenities for 
families!   
 
If a time comes  when a larger Airport in necessary.......build a new airport in a better location!  
(between Charleston and Huntington) 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 11:27 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Connie M Roadcap  
 
Email: skiwv17@Aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Expansion/ Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Charleston and the Greater Elk River will be negatively affected by the loss of the 
Coonskin Park land due to the runway expansion!   
Coonskin Park has been the "go to" park for northern Kanawha county since it was opened in 1950!  At 
one time, Coonskin not only had Picnic Shelters like it does now, but more, along with Horse Stable, 
riding ring and trail rides. There was a small Ski Slope with a rope tow until it closed down in the the 
early 1980's.  Coonskin was a park intended for Kanawha county residents to get outdoors for recreation 
and pleasure and commune with nature. 
 
IF the Airport Expansion is approved and constructed, the residents in Charleston and Elk River will have 
to travel miles to get outside in a natural environment!  South Hills has Kanawha State Forest in their 
backyard, South Charleston has Little Creek, Dunbar has Wine Cellar Park, St. Albans has a city park, 
Nitro/Cross Lanes has Ridenour  Lake Park.......What will Charleston and the Elk River communities have?  
Not a park with natural setting picnic shelters nor walking/hiking trails!! Are we not suppose to be 
promoting out door activity for mental and physical Health?? 
 
Kanawha County Parks should want to keep our park and improve what they have instead of 
giving/selling to Yeager Airport. Parks are intended for Nature!  When the construction begins, hundreds 
of Birds , Squirrels, Raccoons,Foxes, Deer, Frogs, Bats, Turtles and other mammals and reptiles will be 
destroyed or loss of home.  
 
Parks, Schools and Shopping Areas are what Companies look for before moves and expansions.   
 
Build an Airport and They (companies) will come!!  Will NOT happen without other amenities for 
families!   
 
If a time comes  when a larger Airport in necessary.......build a new airport in a better location!  
(between Charleston and Huntington) 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 11:32 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Greg Buckley  
 
Email: krx1000@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I for back expanding the runway. This has been needed for a long time. As for the 
argument about taking walking trials at coonskin, this is only available to a few of the healthy people 
who use it and has no handicaps access and is only open when the park personnel allow it. The people 
of the state and county would be better served with the runway upgrades. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 4:23 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Joseph  
 
Email: joseph.anderson123@outlook.com 
 
Organization: N/A 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager 
 
Formal Comment: How about you take that airport extension, and extend it up your silver spoon'd ass? - 
Joe 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Tom Misch <bugsm69@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 3:16 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Tom Misch 
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71 Walnut Street 
Wellsburg, WV 26070 
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From: Donna Miller <donnamiller190@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 1:44 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Donna Miller 
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1735 Stephens Fork Rd 
Mineral Wells, WV 26150 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 8:52 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Angelica Painter  
 
Email: angeltaylor0422@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin park is important to our community, please don't bury it. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Steve Roadcap <UDHusky@Aol.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 9:33 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Steve Roadcap 
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100 Breezy Place 
Elkview, WV 25071 
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From: Nancy Taylor <nancy.taylor@suddenlink.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 11:23 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have serious questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project (especially since I live near the entrance to Coonskin & saw the impact of the 
2016 flood on my neighborhood & the rest of the Elk River community), & the significant impact on 
Coonskin Park – especially on the wild & forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique treasure for the citizens of Kanawha County. It provides forested hiking & 
recreation less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston & is a principal recreation site for those living 
in my area (Elk Hills), which has also helps our home values upon which we pay property taxes. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy: 
* 10 hiking trails, which are currently used by school cross-country teams for training, mountain bikers, 
& encourages physical activity of our citizens. 
* 20 picnic pavilions, which allow for cost-effective family events to be held as some families cannot 
afford expensive rental facilities. 
* the forest & scenic Coonskin Branch creek, which is what makes Coonskin the park that it is for my 
family & other Kanawha Countians.  
 
Before undertaking this massive project, I hope the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address 
these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area & the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015 on the southern slope. What measures will be taken to ensure 
the expanded runway does not also subside? Also, if a slide were to occur, how will it be addressed in a 
timely manner to avoid additional flooding impacts on the Elk River community? (We have been through 
enough!) 
 
- How will the lost public & wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? As proposed, the 
project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information & data are available 
demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered & other species that live in Coonskin Park & the 
surrounding area; & what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic & terrestrial species & 
their habitats? 
 
- The Elk River community has been working hard to make the area from Clendenin to Charleston into a 
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water trail for fishing, kayaking, etc. & has been expanding other trail systems, which could eventually 
extend through Coonskin - how will these efforts be impacted? 
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all data & reports used to make determinations regarding the 
environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency & engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so everyone can hear all 
comments & responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Nancy Taylor 
2992 Pennsylvania Ave 
Charleston, WV 25302 
 

PC00257



From: Jennifer Baker <jensh2o4me@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 10:44 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jennifer Baker 
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471 Anderson Estates Rd 
Lewisburg, WV 24901 
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From: April Kittle <lynn57034@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 10:50 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. We Love going to Coonskin and spend the whole day talking 
with friends, eating, and showing my great nephew about nature. Taking almost half the park that I have 
grown up in and only park in our area is just unacceptable.  
Our favorite shelters will be gone, the trails, the Beauty in our back yard! I'm also Very worried about 
flooding. We survive the last flood with a big loss. And again where will the animals go? Thee is also 
history on that land. That will be destroyed forever :( Please done take our park just to add more planes 
coming in. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
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hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
April Kittle 
95 Walker Street 
Elkview, WV 25071 
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From: Marilou McClung <mlou1955@live.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 10:13 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Also what effect will this have on Capital high school also under the airport.  
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Sincerely, 
Marilou McClung 
3455 Copper Fork Rd 
Sandyville, WV 25275 
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From: Rachel McGuire <rachel.erin4@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 12:14 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel McGuire 
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PO Box 131 
Danese, WV 25831 
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From: Annette Roberts <ajrwv@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 10:55 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
I wanted to add a personal note about the special place this park holds for me and my family. Being a 
single mom there were times that I didn't have a lot of money to do things but Coonskin Park was close 
to our home and it provided a way to be outdoors without traveling a long distance. On summer days 
we often packed a lunch and headed to the park to hike, fish or swim. We have had family picnics, 
birthday parties and even a wedding at this beautiful place. This past year we were blessed with a 6 lb 7 
oz bundle of joy that we took to the park at least once a week. I am so sad as I'm sure many other 
families in the area are to think that this park will not be here as it is now for future Generations to 
enjoy. I believe that the proposed impact on this park would be detrimental to the community and our 
ability to enjoy this park. Thank you for your consideration of my comments. 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
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Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Sincerely, 
Annette Roberts 
818 Honeysuckle Rd 
Elkview, WV 25071 
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From: Justyn Horton <jhorton50wv@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 23, 2022 10:40 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Justyn Horton 
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231 Rucker Street 
Madison, WV 25130 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 7:39 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Gabriele Wohl  
 
Email: gabewohl@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport runway extension 
 
Formal Comment: I’m concerned about the extension of a runway into Coonskin Park, and the 
destruction of nature preserves in Phase 2 of this plan that is intended to meet “future needs.” I have 
not seen any indication that Yeager Airport will be served by more carriers or more frequent flights in 
the future, and that seems like a function of economics rather than runway length. Before we destroy 
natural resources I’d like some assurances of what these future needs are. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 8:40 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Katie  
 
Email: katie@greensfeed.com 
 
Organization: Trail and park lover 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: Alice knight trail has been a huge part of my life it’s my therapy I love going there any 
weather it’s so beautiful and relaxing I’ve never been on another trail and gotten so much out of it like I 
have that one. I’ve taken my friends there, my family to show them. I will be devastated 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 1:55 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Timmy mullins  
 
Email: mullinstmmy@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Self 
 
Comment Topic: DONT 
 
Formal Comment: Do not take our park there is no need to extend the airport period I vote no 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 1:59 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: David Sanchez  
 
Email: chez602@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport 
 
Formal Comment: You can put lipstick on a pig, but it's still a pig. Yeager's time has come and gone, it's 
time to move forward. Yeager can't offer the facilities and land needed to draw new businesses to WV. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 2:03 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jeff Sikorovsky  
 
Email: jdsike@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Protect the park 
 
Formal Comment: My family and I have enjoyed so many walks with the dogs, so many picnics, a 
wedding and other activities over the past 21 years here. Sad that progress has to wipe out such natural 
beauty. There has got to be a discussion about other options to further destroying such a natural 
treasure here in Charleston and the Kanawha Valley. A real solution is needed, not just a bandaid to fix a 
poorly planned facility in the first place. The public deserves a say. There has to be a better plan. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 2:07 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Schoolcraft Matthew  
 
Email: legalega42@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: There is no need for this destroying a park that has been around for so long. Not to 
mention all the animals that will be affected box turtles (endangered). This is just a money hungry 
airport trying to expand on land that what be suitable in the long run. Yeager has had many land slide 
over the years due to the land changing. Affecting people homes and roads. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 2:45 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Carrie Dandy  
 
Email: carebear7899@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Expanding airport 
 
Formal Comment: My family lives not even a half mile from Coonskin. We do not want this to take our 
park. The last expansion already caused a slide why would we want this on the other side to have our 
homes destroyed. What if this would cause us to be moved to a flood zone. We can’t afford that 
insurance. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 2:54 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Michael Robinson  
 
Email: coaltruckdriver@icloud.com 
 
Organization: Retired coal truck driver and 30 years of WVDOH employee 
 
Comment Topic: Moving the airport from its current location 
 
Formal Comment: The airport should be moved to a abandoned mountain top removal site that’s close 
to the Charleston area. That way if any further expansion would have plenty of room to accommodate 
the needs and protect the park from destruction 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 3:00 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Caleb Kinsolving  
 
Email: caleb.kinsolving90@gnail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport 
 
Formal Comment: The Alice Knight trail is the best trail in the Charleston area. Coonskin park should 
remain how it always has been so people can enjoy the outdoors and hiking for years to come. I’ve 
enjoyed the mountains and trails at Coonskin my whole life and have had a lot of great memories. 
Please keep Coonskin Park how it is. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 3:05 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Perry Bryant  
 
Email: perrybryant@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization: RetIndividual 
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: II 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 3:25 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Osel  
 
Email: 0rtiz-0sel@suddenlink.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: The Burial 
 
Formal Comment: So are we going to bury the public good with the turtles? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 3:42 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kimberly Campbell  
 
Email: kimcampbell14@yahoo.com 
 
Organization: Concerned WV citizen 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I want to know how this is a good idea? Yeager Airport needs to be shutdown if it 
doesn't measure up. A new airport can be built on a reclaimed surface mine.  Anyone who enjoys 
Coonskin Park or lives in the area will pay the price for this insanity. Anyone with common sense knows 
changing the landscape in this drastic manner will result in massive flooding and or death. I live in 
Charleston and know the importance of having an airport but you don't destroy people and the 
community to achieve it. There are areas this could be done that make economic sense. Yeager isn't one 
of them. Just because some good ol boy happens to be in the back pocket of Yeager doesn't pass the 
sniff test. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
 
 

PC00276



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 4:46 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: dawn Shaw  
 
Email: dawnshaw@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin park 
 
Formal Comment: Please do not destroy our park! We have so little to do around Charleston! You are 
considering the destruction of some of the he most beautiful trails in the park!  We have picnics there 
and my daughter ran cross country there for year's. I can't imagine future generations not having these 
opportunities! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 7:34 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Brianna Wood  
 
Email: briannalee92@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Me 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: Do not destroy our park. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 8:31 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Anthony Newhouse  
 
Email: anthony_newhouse@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: Please do not destroy coonskin Park alot of families go there fish eat family traditions 
Christmas lights I know that the airport does need a expansion because it never had one 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 9:01 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Karen Kingrey  
 
Email: Wvsd66@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Unsafe flying arrival 
 
Formal Comment: I recalled I flew into strong winds which kept plane shifting & rocking against the 
winds The stewards asked us to close off he windows & put the pillows on our laps.. Continued shifting 
& rocking for 30 minutes before landed at Yeager airport I don’t feel safe to fly into Yeager airport I 
strongly recommend the airport to be on flat land than add the dirt at end of the runway at Yeager 
airport Please save Coonskin Park where we can enjoy the park & natural environment Don’t destroy the 
mountains for the improvement at Yeager Airport Karen Kingrey 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 11:30 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Sara Allen  
 
Email: sarajallen85@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin park 
 
Formal Comment: This makes me sad. Our family really enjoys hiking the trails, playing in the creek and 
exploring at Coonskin park. This is where some of our 1st memories were made in WV… Please don’t! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Ruby Abdulla <rubyabdulla@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 9:10 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Ruby Abdulla 
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40 Quarry Ridge 
Charleston, WV 25304 
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From: Kathryn Stone <xkatwalkx@aol.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 9:31 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathryn Stone 
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281 Baker Lane 
Charleston, WV, WV 25302 
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From: Gerald Stewart <gstew222@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 5:31 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
With my current knowledge and understanding of this project, I feel that I must voice my opposition to 
such an encroachment on wooded lands just to extend the life of an already antiquated airport. 
 
Charleston/Yeager airport has served its community well for many years and deserves recognition for its 
service.  
 
However, I feel that any public money to extend the runway would be wasteful, and that money would 
better serve the public going toward building a modern airport in a proper location suitable for future 
expansion. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gerald Stewart 
203 Vala Street 
Charleston, WV 25302 
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From: Gina Griffith <ginadcg@att.net> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 7:28 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
I think the most important question is WHY is this needed? Yeager Airport has always been "convenient" 
for its location near downtown Charleston, but excessively inconvenient for air travel due to its location 
on top of a hill. This crazy location makes its use AND improvements a logistic nightmare! How many 
years before we hear yet again the need for even more expansion? Its past time to shut this airport 
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down and move it to flatter, and easier to maintain location in... say... Teays Valley. Yes, the distance 
from Charleston will increase. But given the logistics of maintaining an airport located on top of a hill, 
the benefits would exceed the inconveniences and costs. Does anyone think that travel to Atlanta or 
Cleveland is lessened by airport distance from town? NO!  
 
Coonskin Park will be destroyed. Slides and floods will continue. End this madness! Now! Move Yeager 
to a safer place!  
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Gina Griffith 
2718 Lakeview Dr 
St. Albans, WV 25177 
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From: Teresa Parcell <tlparcell000010@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 24, 2022 12:47 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Why on Earth is the rape, pillage and destruction of Coonskin Park even being considered in this day of 
Climate Catastrophe and Biodiversity Loss. The mature forest acts as a much needed carbon sink and 
habitat for many a species, several which that are already endangered. Insanity! Flooding will become a 
major common occurrence as well when all trees are chopped and the land is laid bare to the elements. 
Stop this Nonense and Leave Coonskin Park Alone. We need Nature!  
 
Public transparency and engagement should be a requirement. Public hearings need held so that 
everyone can hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin 
Park itself. 
 
Sincerely, 
Teresa Parcell 
6024 Little Sandy Road 
Elkview, WV 25071 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 1:57 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: September  
 
Email: septembercoll@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: DO NOT TAKE ANY MORE OF THE PARK for the runway! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 3:24 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Brion Bearclaw  
 
Email: lord_bearclaw@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: The proposed extension will destroy the majority of the Park - it's trails, it's shelters - 
this Park represents over 50 years of memories for people. Destroying it (not to mention destroying its 
watershed) would be inexcusable. We do NOT own the land - we merely hold it in care for generations 
yet to come. I am vehemently in opposition to this. The one infinitely renewable resource this State has 
isn't coal - it's the natural beauty of our mountains and forests. If Coonskin is destroyed there will be few 
areas left north of the Kanawha with comparable attributes. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 9:57 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Dan Fields  
 
Email: danfields@duck.com 
 
Organization: Self 
 
Comment Topic: Airport expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I am opposed to perpetrating expansion of an ill-chosen airport site. It is time to 
admit the mistake and relocate the airport to a more suitable location. Coonskin Park, particularly the 
hiking trails so important for our health and well-being, should not be sacrificed. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Samuel Caldwell <sgcaldwell33@icloud.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 12:09 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Park.  
 
 My name is Samuel Caldwell. I am a resident of Kanawha County. I’ve just read the plans for the Airport 
Expansion and must say I do think and feel deeply that this is the wrong path to take. I feel destroying so 
much area that is one of the few natural places to visit just to expand an airport is quite ridiculous. If 
everyone could stop and think what life would be like if we kept nature close, and showed respect 
instead of creating all of these potentially disastrous projects. We’ve seen what happened when a 
landslide occurred because of poor construction or management. I don’t think filling in an area with 
rubble and debris is the smartest decision. Let alone, destroying nature trails and a piece of memory 
that most of us Residents have had since first visiting coonskin.  
 
Thank you for your time, 
 
Samuel Caldwell 
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From: Zachary McGuire <zakkwesker@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 12:35 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Expansion 
 
I know it may be slightly more convenient for you to go through with this expansion, but what you'll take 
away from so many people is a tragedy. My family has had birthday parties at Coonskin every year and 
in a part of the forest that you'll be removing. My dogs will longer have the small connection with nature 
that they're readily available to have on the trails that you'll be removing. My son will never again be 
able to walk the path on his first hiking trip...and my wife and I will never be able to go to the spot 
where I asked her to be in my life forever...because it will be a greasy spot on a runway to an airport 
that cared more about planes that will never land here bringing people who are just passing through 
than the lives of the people who live here and fly out from the airport. You don't need this expansion 
like we need this park. Please reconsider. This would rock the very foundation of my family's history in 
so many ways. 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 1:00 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Paula Jones  
 
Email: paulaf.joneswv@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager expansion into Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: The airport needs moved to a different location. Expansion at the cost of Coonskin 
Park is not what the people want.  
The airport is not in a good location, and future projects would have the same issues that you currently 
face. 
Please stop wasting money on an airport that has no future 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 3:57 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Angela Cruikshank  
 
Email: angela.cruikshank@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Keep Coonskin Park as is 
 
Formal Comment: Hello,  
 
I have lived across the river from the new bridges for 13 years.   We have always enjoyed the park-and 
was thrilled to know the new bridge made our beloved park within walking distance!! We walk our dogs 
and have picnics in the park regularly—-we love being able to see and hear the various aircraft come 
into view as they approach the runway! We love the trails and area at the top of the park and the Alice 
Knight trail to the falls.  
 
We understand economic growth and welcome it——however, instead of spending money to expand 
runway length—why not try to get smaller airline companies, like Spirit or Allegiant, to offer regular 
and/or additional  runs to Charlotte, Chicago, Nashville, DC, Myrtle Beach etc., to capture those who 
would utilize the CRW.  It isn’t like the CRW will pick up huge commercial international flights and we 
“NEED”  a runway expansion. WV just needs the current airport to be properly marketed and managed 
to fully utilize what we have! Just seems that we could work smarter and not harder(wrecking a 
beautiful park in the name of progress). 
This is the only park of any size for those of us on the Elk River/Elkview end of Kanawha County.  Many 
have lost so much in recent flood damage—must we sacrifice the majority of our beautiful park just to 
spend federal dollars? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 4:31 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Bill Price  
 
Email: Highrocktrail@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: Old strip mine area  in Belle across from Riverside High School would be a good spot 
for a new airport. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 5:34 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Amy Michael  
 
Email: cthebones@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Yeager Airport does not need to destroy one of the states best parks. Regardless of 
the work done in or around the airport it never be a substantial airport. Tacking “international” on to 
the name doesn’t make it so either. Keep the park, move the airport. Thank You 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 8:14 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Patricia D Keiffer  
 
Email: Pattycakes85@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: no no no this is our national forest not the government or state to decide what to do 
with OUR national forest! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 8:30 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Sydney  
 
Email: ccsydney98@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Local resident 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin takeover 
 
Formal Comment: I’ve grown up in coonskin park. My late great grandmother took us to swim every 
weekend. My parents took me as a child throughout the trails. As an adult I know hike the trails with my 
own family. It will be a huge travesty and extreme loss to loose so much of these precious grounds only 
to be replaced by asphalt and ear piercing jet engines. I hope and pray you go a different route or search 
other options. This would be a huge infraction on all of the locals who still enjoy this park and grew up 
on those fields. Don’t destroy this. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Elaine Komarow <elaine@siriusacupuncture.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 12:54 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
I am deeply worried about the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, especially flooding risks and the 
impact on Coonskin Park. 
 
I hope that the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Elaine Komarow 
201 Warden Lake Hollow 
Vienna, VA 26851 
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From: Susan Kuhn <susan.kuhn@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 7:26 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The Charleston airport is large enough to serve the needs. The last expansion and hillside slip did 
millions of dollars in damages to private homes and a local church not to mention the environmental 
impact of the hillside failure.  
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
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Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Susan Kuhn 
5237 Brackenrich Dr 
Cross Lanes, WV 25313 
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From: Doug Hughes <dhughes3@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 7:58 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Doug Hughes 

PC00300



411 Lincoln Circle 
Charleston, WV 25302 
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From: Joe Fitzwater <joseph.fitzwater358@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, November 25, 2022 9:48 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
I can understand from an infrastructure-perspective that Yeager would like to expand to try to 
accommodate more types of flights, etc., I just don't feel that the benefits of this outweighs the 
negatives that this will cause. 
 
Coonskin Park's trail system is enjoyed by people of all ages and is a place of peace in the midst of the 
Kanawha Valley. Kanawha State Forest is a great place to go as well but it's a completely different 
habitat at Coonskin and it's within a couple of minutes of downtown Charleston, whereas KSF is about 
20 minutes. I've ran many times from the capitol to Coonskin Park via Barlow Drive and it's just fantastic. 
I've even gone up there on my lunch break. Running up on the Cougar, Hemlock, Pine and Alice Knight 
Memorial trails takes me back to my younger days when I used to hike over in those areas just to try to 
get healthier. I was almost 300 pounds back then. 
 
There are dozens of mushrooms and fungi that thrive on the moist ground floor along Coonskin Branch 
and it's just a really neat spot for a lot of people. It would be really sad honestly to see that area ago and 
to see the beautiful habitats that have been developed disappear. Not to mention the Coonskin Grotto 
which I have photographed dozens of times and have been featured in publications. Why have these 
habitats put in place if they were just going to be destroyed in time? 
 
Hopefully the folks at Yeager will reconsider, 
 
Joe Fitzwater, Chief Meteorologist, WVNS-TV  
 
Sincerely, 
Joe Fitzwater 
345 PRINCE ST 
BECKLEY, WV 25801 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 7:26 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Eva Crockett  
 
Email: 1evacrockett@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin destruction 
 
Formal Comment: Why would you even consider destroying one of the few nature parks left in this 
area? It’s a habitat to countless wildlife. 400 acres is home to many woodland creatures, trees and eco 
system that needs left alone. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 9:14 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Edwina zeigler  
 
Email: edwinazeigler@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I feel that you need to find a new place for a new airport. How about out in Buffalo 
where it’s nice and flat. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 9:28 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Bonnie Stark  
 
Email: bonnlow@yahoo.com 
 
Organization: Citizen 
 
Comment Topic: Please do not disturb this beautiful park. 
 
Formal Comment: This park is a refuge for so many families and wildlife ..  please do not disturb. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 11:49 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Barbara Smith  
 
Email: bjallbee77@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: RE expansion of the CRW runway into Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I am not in favor of expanding the CRW runway into Coonskin Park.  I note that all 
sized of aircraft can use the airport, including the C5 Galaxy.  We have had large planes such as Air Force 
One land here, too.  I understand there is some angst over the current end of runway situation.  But it 
seems better to me to repair this area if/when a plane overshoots the runway than the current proposal 
- to decimate a large natural area.  This area is used extensively by the public.  the thought of loosing the 
hills, waterfall, and other natural areas is distressing.  I have rad that there will be a large flat area that 
can be used for something when this is done.  WOoPEE.  That has no appeal to those who love the birds, 
mushrooms, trees that will be destroyed. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 11:58 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: sally  caraway  
 
Email: sally.caraway@gmail.com 
 
Organization: none 
 
Comment Topic: runway extension 
 
Formal Comment: i am opposed to the proposed runway extension project.  charleston is contracting, 
losing population--not expanding.  destruction of land   for unnecessary expansion is foolhardy.  
 
coonskin park has long been a haven for me and my family for hikes and outdoor pleasure, especially 
during hunting season when state forests are dangerous for hikers.   
 
once the land is destroyed, it will take hundreds of years to reclaim. 
 
thank you. 
 
sally caraway 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 12:28 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: April  
 
Email: bethp1023@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Hello, 
 
I am writing to tell you I think finding a flat location for an airport.  
Breaking ground in the area surrounding Coonskin is serious and in danger of causing a second landslide.  
Yeager airport should be used by the military exclusively.  
Also the soldiers do physical training at Coonskin.  
The park is like an icon. There is no other place like it here. Flatter land is much better for everyone, 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 12:29 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kristina Whiteaker  
 
Email: kristina.whiteaker@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport 
 
Formal Comment: I am against the proposal to extend the runway at Yeager Airport by filling in the 
valley in Coonskin Park.  I live in Pinch, West Virginia.  My family and many other families in our 
community enjoy the hiking trails and picnic shelters at Coonskin Park on a regular basis.  My teenage 
sons have hiked in the park throughout their childhood.  They have enjoyed the woodlands of the park 
as Cub Scouts during adventure weekends and day camps and as Boy Scouts as they hiked and 
backpacked with their pack, learning orienteering and other skills such as identifying plants and trees.  
There is no comparable natural area that is so accessible to the community around Charleston.  
Kanawha State Forest is at least a 40 minute drive, while Coonskin Park is a five minute drive from the 
Pinch/Elkview area.  Coonskin is a great park for the entire community that provides beautiful, natural 
wooded areas in close proximity to the city.  The proposal to ruin the woodlands and hiking trails of the 
park, along with many of the picnic areas and walking trails is short-sighted.  Overall, even if the runway 
at the airport was extended, the damage to the community does not outweigh that benefit.  This is an 
extreme measure that ignores the most obvious solution to the airport's shortcomings, which is to 
relocate it to a different location that is not on top of a mountain.  I know that a regional airport located 
in Putnam County was proposed many years ago. There seem to be many factions of people that are 
vying for the airport to be in their community, but geography has to come into play here.  It makes no 
sense to spend millions and millions of dollars to attempt to change the geography of where the airport 
is when you could simply move it to an area that makes more sense.  There is a sunk cost fallacy here 
where it feels like we should just keep dumping more and more money into Yeager to try to make it fit 
what is needed, but that approach really is not going to be cost effective in the long run.  Please take the 
long view in making this decision.  Filling in the valley and covering the natural beauty of the trails, rock 
formations, and wildlife areas of Coonskin is an action that can never be undone.  I do not believe that 
what ever benefit extending the runway at Coonskins will bring could be worth that damage.  West 
Virginia is losing population, not increasing it.  Our parks and nature areas are the best features we have 
to bring people to our state.  The airport is important, but I don't think that the runway extension is 
going to make much of a difference to our economy.  Please reject this plan. Thank you. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 12:32 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Margaret H. Knorr  
 
Email: trapperhoney08@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: proposed runway extentions 
 
Formal Comment: I am a lifelong resident of the Charleston area and Coonskin Park has been a 
tremendous blessing to me growing up and then being able to take my son as he grew up to enjoy 
nature and feeding ducks, as well as learning to play golf. Coonskin is a place of peace and respite in the 
hectic city. Y'all need to stop falling into the erroneous idea that "if you build it they will come." That 
never truly works in WV. Throwing good money after bad just digs us in deeper financial holes. Don't 
take away the one bright spot we have in Charleston for your greed. You cannot put a price on making 
memories and enjoying nature, which contributes toward mental health. Leave Coonskin Park 
unmolested!!! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 2:22 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Carol Mollohan  
 
Email: imhcjm@outlook.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Expansion into Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: The expansion as currently planned would destroy my favorite hike in Coonskin Park - 
the Alice Knight trail connecting to the trail through ‘the grotto.’ Surely there is an alternative for the 
expansion. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 4:12 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Sarah McClanahan  
 
Email: sariann16@hotmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin park 
 
Formal Comment: Expanding our airport is not worth destroying  Coonskin. There is not enough green 
space in Charleston as is. The expansion is not going to make that big of difference for us. May only help 
during holidays. Just make more flights. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 5:11 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Cullen  
 
Email: taallway@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: To whom this may concern. The proposal to expand Yeager Airport is not a good one. 
My concern is that it not only will destroy a beautiful park, but also creates potential environmental 
concerns with the runoff into the Elk River. Huntington and Charleston need to work together to build a 
new airport between the new cities and increase revenue to southern WV as a whole. I am against this 
proposal. But I am for economic investments as a whole. This is not a good idea and will hurt the charm 
of Charleston in the long run. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 9:43 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Taylor Jones-Martin  
 
Email: jonesmartin.taylor@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Opposition to Runway Extension 
 
Formal Comment: I as a native West Virginian oppose the extension of the Yeager Airport runway. West 
Virginia’s most abundant, and most important, resource is its beautiful natural landscape and wonders. 
This land has been exploited by outsiders for longer than it has existed as a state. Coonskin Park is a 
wonderful public space that needs to be preserved for both future generations and wildlife. I personally 
enjoy walking the available trails, some of which are going to be demolished or altered by the proposed 
expansion of the CRW runway. Additionally, a large portion of the park will be completely inaccessible 
once construction begins. We as citizens of the Kanawha Valley have put up with pollution from 
chemical companies and greedy coal barons for far too long to condone such misguided efforts to 
increase tourism and emigration to this beautiful land by ironically destroying it in the process. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Marjorie Clarkson <marjorieclarkson1@gmail.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 6:59 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Marjorie Clarkson 
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1547 Lee Street East 
Charleston, WV 25311 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 7:43 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Carlee Ojeda  
 
Email: carlee.ojeda@fmail.com 
 
Organization: Happy Hen Holler Homeschool Academy 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I have lived in Charleston for 4 years and Coonskin Park, especially the Alice Knight 
trail and The Grotto, has provided me and my two young boys countless hours of enjoyment. We have 
hiked and explored together, bonding through our love of nature.  
 
The Grotto is a hidden gem, a place I always recommend to friends who visit because of it's beauty and 
uniqueness. While it may not be "spectacular" in terms of it's size, there is something magical about this 
area. I cannot imagine who would want to trade away this magic, this beauty,  
 
The cost of progress is too steep if that progress destroys this park. Please, please reconsider  the 
proposed runway extension. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 7:46 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: D. Carnefix  
 
Email: carnefix93@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin/Yeager Airport 
 
Formal Comment: Save Coonskin park, we as a community do not want to give up areas for our children 
to experience nature and outdoors for this expansion. It is unnecessary and will have many negative 
environmental impacts. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 8:00 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jonathan  
 
Email: jtinney17@gmail.com 
 
Organization: West Virginia Herpetological Society 
 
Comment Topic: Woodland Box Turtle Habitat Destruction 
 
Formal Comment: Yeager Airport has proposed plans for expansion that would obliterate most of the 
adjacent Coonskin Park. I am sending a public comment today AGAINST the proposal   
 
One of the areas of Coonskin that would be essentially “flattened” to make room for runways is an area 
known to locals as “Turtle Hill”. Turtle Hill got its name because of the exceptionally high population of 
eastern box turtles (Terrapene carolina carolina) that call it home.  
 
Eastern box turtles are in critical decline according to state wildlife biologist Kevin Oxenrider. In an 
interview with Connect Bridgeport Oxenrider is quoted saying,  
 
“Unfortunately, box turtle populations in West Virginia have been declining due to increases in road 
mortality, disease, and over collection. West Virginia Division of Natural Resources biologists have been 
working hard to better understand the status of box turtles in our state, using citizen science efforts and 
long-term monitoring to better assess species distribution and abundance, as well as enacting updated 
regulations to protect West Virginia native amphibian and reptiles, including box turtles.”  
 
The woodland box turtle (Terrapene c. carolina) is currently listed as a Priority 1 Species of Greatest 
Conservation Need (SGCN) in the West Virginia State Wildlife Action Plan and has been identified as a 
conservation priority throughout its range (WVDNR 2015).  
 
Save our box turtles. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 9:29 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Felicia Lewis  
 
Email: pinkshoestring71@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: Hello, my name is Felicia. I am a WV native, and I lived in the wonderful city of 
Charleston for 4 years with my husband and 5 children. I understand the need for a larger airport, we’ve 
flown out of Yeager. However, Coonskin Park is absolutely treasured by Charleston residents, both 
young and old. My children spent many days hiking, golfing, and utilizing the playground facilities there. 
Cub Scout camp was held there for 2 of my children, and the fishing pond was always a favorite.  
 
I am writing to you to ask you to please reconsider this expansion. I do feel that taking Coonskin from 
the local residents would be devastating. Thank you in advance, Felicia Lewis 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 9:39 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jennifer Harrison  
 
Email: jbird0116@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: Please do not expand the airport onto Coonskin Park. My family and I have enjoyed 
that portion of the park for many years, especially the Alice Knight Memorial Trail, as well as the shelters 
and playgrounds. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 10:11 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Ri-Anna Holcomb  
 
Email: rianna.holcomb@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Airport Extension into Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: WV is known for our beautiful parks and outdoor activities. Our state slogan is Wild 
and Wonderful. Please don't encroach into Coonskin Park. The Alice Knight Trail and the Grotto are my 
families favorite trails in Coonskin and it would be crushing to see them removed. Please consider a 
different option that doesn't destroy what makes WV a Wild and Wonderful place to live. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 11:19 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kimberly Frier  
 
Email: kafrier57@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Expansion of Yeager Airport 
 
Formal Comment: I am opposed to the expansion of Yeager Airport at the exploitation of Coonskin Park. 
The proposed expansion destroys wooded mountain area of Coonskin Park that includes most of the 
best hiking trails including the grotto. The expansion proposes part of the expansion to include fill 
support that has proven not sustainable long term in other structures, such as the road bridge to the 
Elkview shopping area, that eroded away with a devastating storm and flood leaving individuals 
stranded with potential health risks.  
The proposed expansion will not provide any improved air traffic access or economic boost since larger 
air planes do not have the ability to appropriately descend to the airport runways because of the 
mountainous terrain blocking lengthy descents for safe flight landings.  
This money would best be spent in developing a new airport in an area such as Putnam County to 
provide improved air flight access, economic boost, promote more flights from different carriers and 
provide air flight access to a broader population base between Charleston and Huntington. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 11:23 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: EDWARD MILAM  
 
Email: wvued6647@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization: Retired 
 
Comment Topic: Do not think project should be completed  too expensive 
 
Formal Comment: For 285" extension the cost is prohibitive 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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’s most populated city. Charlestonians do have access to KSF. And for some 

Trail. It’s a short trail, and it won’t take long to walk. It 

I’m sure that many people would object to sacrificing a wonderful stream and tra
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please don’t hesitate to contact me. 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 2:12 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Leslie Stone  
 
Email: leslie.stone4@frontier.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: EIS 
 
Formal Comment: I respectfully request that runway expansion plans avoid loss of acreage at Coonskin 
Park as well as valley fill at or around drinking water intakes.  
 
I am in favor of creative expansion plans that preserve natural wonders and protect drinking water. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 2:26 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Thomas Brown  
 
Email: iamtomkat@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport runway extension proposal 
 
Formal Comment: I think working with what they have is far better than moving everything to a 
completely different location. They are fortunate to have this option and when completed, it will be able 
to better serve the Charleston area. The park will be there, just somewhat smaller. I'm sure that the park 
will still be a nice place for outdoor recreation and all the other activities. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 2:27 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Christopher Bryan Lavigne  
 
Email: cbryanlavigne@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Destroying coonskin is a terrible idea. What the hell is wrong with you people? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 3:19 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Natalia Sanchez  
 
Email: caronati81@yahoo.com.ar 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: We live at Knollwood community, we don’t have sidewalks and our roads are in very 
bad condition the only safe place to walk is the park, when the pool is open or it’s a game the lower part 
of the park is full, and we are only left with the upper park that is why we had walk every trail, and the 
park is beautiful and full of wildlife, deers, turtles, birds, and little waterfalls after the rain, the park  
doesn’t have a good exposure to the tourist, the website shows it close during the weekend and they 
don’t have a lot of information. We take all our visitors  to the park and they all agreed to enjoying the 
trails more than anything else around Charleston, we don’t have a fancy city to show and  yes we have 
Kanawha state park but the GPS won’t work there so it’s not good for visitors but Coonskin it’s only 10 
minutes from the city , and everyone feels safe to go out and enjoy Little bit of West Virginia Wildlife 
without getting lost.  We can’t build another park like this, please save the park , it’s a treasure for the 
city and a important key in our community lives thank you. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 4:45 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Steve Roadcap  
 
Email: udhusky@aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport/coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: Midway airport runway is shorter then Yeagers, and lands bigger planes, and we want 
to make Yeager longer. Why? I fly out of Yeager, numerous times a year for business and pleasure.   
Yeager has been remodeled some inside in the last couple of years, and now going to rebuild? 
We use the park regularly, for walks, and the use of the pavilions that is in the proposed area to be 
taken away. 
I have 2 young grandkids, and both parents use that park to walk there kids, along with play in the park 
area at the top.  
This is the only park for the Elk River. I understand some of the park will remain. I don’t golf or play 
tennis.  The area that will be taken away is part of the park that I hike mostly. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
 
 

PC00329



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 4:46 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Melinda J. Wines  
 
Email: topofthemtn@cebridge.net 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport extension project that will vastly impact Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I am writing in response to the proposed expansion of Yeager Airport that will vastly 
change our beloved Coonskin Park.   
 
Coonskin Park has had such a role in my life throughout the years that it’s hard to know where to begin. 
Picnics, birthday parties, weddings, the old train engine, reunions, 10-K races that my friends and I 
participated in, the beautiful trails like the Alice Knight Memorial Trail that my mother took us on when 
we were children and taught us to have reverence for nature, the many miles that I walked with my 
friends and my dogs.  
 
Coonskin Park is like an old friend that is always there for us. It is an asset to the Charleston area, and 
out-of-towners that I have met have called it “the jewel of Charleston.”  I have spent many days walking 
the Elk River Trail, sometimes happy, sometimes sad. It’s a hop, skip, and a jump from Charleston to be 
out in nature, looking down at the beautiful Elk River. It keeps me in shape, not only in body but in my 
mind. Coonskin is much loved, and I hope and pray that it’s there for many more years. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 4:56 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Odell Russell  
 
Email: urulasummers.us@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Public 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park/Yeager Airport 
 
Formal Comment: I would not want to lose any part of Coonskin Park. I say "NO" to any interference. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 5:15 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Ethan Evers  
 
Email: eversethan21@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Against 
 
Formal Comment: There is no reason to extend the runway at Yeager airport. The runway already 
slipped one time and extending it will not be safe. There is absolutely no reason to destroy coonskin 
park for a runway extension that will likely fail. It’s actually dangerous for a number of reasons. Not only 
that, but the amount of air travel out of Yeager airport does not warrant any further upgrades. No one 
flys out of Charleston because it is too expensive. If you want to make improvements, there is plenty of 
flat land between hurricane and Huntington to build a new airport on. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: sputnik1955@rocketmail.com 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 5:23 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport Runway Extension 
 
Dear Madams and Sirs: 
While much of what I write may be known to you, I respectfully ask you read my comments thoughtfully 
and fully consider ensuring any Yeager Airport runway extension be constructed in such a way as to 
create the least impact to the community and nature.  Or no extension at all. 
 
Nature in the airport area has suffered severely in the past decade, not to mention the effects of 
mountain top removal mining in Kanawha and surrounding counties. Currently vast additional loss of 
habitat in the Charleston area is underway with the Jefferson Road Improvement Project and the 
connector road to RHL Boulevard shopping center. 
 
Considering post pandemic, increasing rates of obesity and mental health sufferers, outdoor recreation 
opportunities are crucial like never before. Coonskin Park and Kanawha State Forest must be protected 
from further encroachment in order to attract new visitors and also sustain the treasured spots of 
longtime outdoor enthusiasts like my family and friends. 
 
Twenty years ago approval of the Yeager Airport runway extension into Coonskin Park was denied. Right 
decision. 
 
The massive landslide in March 2015 resulted in destruction of a church and a home, displaced residents 
of 25 other homes, gas leak, suspension of public water, nearby flooding concerns, destroyed a third of 
the safety over-run area, and cost millions of dollars to fix.  So much for the decision to choose the most 
economical option.  Citizens and nature have suffered enough.  Please, no more. 
 
Here is a Letter to the Editor which appeared in the Charleston Gazette-Mail on November 25, 2022. For 
many good reasons, the writer David DeBolt suggests bridging to extend the runway. Please consider. 
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The New River Gorge Bridge is an exemplary testament of a firm foundation and respect of the beauty 
of natural habitat. I humbly ask, do not sacrifice another mountain. To balance need with nature, please 
consider bridging to extend the runway while leaving the smallest footprint on nature and the residents 
and visitors who love the area. 
 
Respectfully, 
Peggy J. White 
Saint Albans, WV 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 5:41 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Connie M Roadcap  
 
Email: skiwv17@Aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport/Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: Please consider other options for lengthening the runway at Yeager Airport!  After the 
disaster on the Keystone side, please reconsider using a bridge runway. Why should we, the citizens of 
Kanawha county, have to lose Coonskin Park, a gem of nature and the only hiking trails in the city limits 
of Charleston?  I realize some of the park will remain, but the Nature Areas will not under the proposal. 
Coonskin Park was constructed so the people of Charleston and Kanawha County will have a Nature 
Area to go to, hike and picnic with friends and family. In my opinion, the Best part of the Park will be 
destroyed if the proposal is approved!  Not everyone Golfs and plays Tennis! We need to keep our 
Unique and Beautiful Trails!! Hike up the Cougar Trail by the old entrance to see rock formations along 
the hill side, and up to the top of the mountain to the ridge!  Hike the Alice B. Knight Trail for several 
Water Falls of various heights and Winter time the longest icicles that look like a Pipe Organ! Hike up the 
Patriot Trail above the soccer field that overlooks the Elk River!  You can connect all the trails in 
Coonskin and have hours of hiking! 
Please Reconsider and Look at Other Options! 
* I have tried to include file of photos but will not send! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 6:02 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Emily West  
 
Email: ewest1@wvstateu.edu 
 
Organization: N/A 
 
Comment Topic: Oppose the Abomination Runway & Save Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I want the record to show that I VEHEMENTLY OPPOSE THE EXPANSION INTO 
COONSKIN PARK. Destroying 400 acres of public property and disrupting the ecosystem there is robbing 
the community for a runway that nobody asked for. Coonskin Park is more than a golf course and a pool. 
I have hiked the trails and spent more time in Coonskin Park than I have or will ever spend in Yeager 
Airport. Tourism does nothing for the community in the long run as far as providing high-quality and 
well-paying jobs for citizens in the area, educating future generations and providing the community with 
accessible recreation. Tourists will not move here permanently if we take away the best parts of West 
Virginia and the driving force of tourism itself: the natural beauty of the state. Additionally, the lives of 
countless animals will be affected by the project. What gives Yeager Airport the right to upend and 
disturb the lives of so many creatures? Is the preservation of life for these animals of no concern to this 
ill-advised endeavor? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Saturday, November 26, 2022 9:31 PM 
To: info@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Contact Us 
 
Name: Emily West  
 
Email: eawest1998@gmail.com 
 
Organization: N/A 
 
Subject: Abomination of a Runway Set to Destroy Public Park 
 
Message: As a longtime resident of the Kanawha Valley, I VEHEMENTLY OPPOSE THE EXPANSION INTO 
COONSKIN PARK. I have hiked and relaxed in that park more than I have ever flown to and from Yeager 
Airport. Public parks are one of the last bastions of community and free/affordable recreation left in a 
world that increasingly demands money and consumerism. I was one of the bridesmaids for my best 
friend's wedding in this park and we frequently meet to walk her dogs and have meaningful 
conversations. I've explored the trails with my little brother. I have attended community events in the 
pavilions where I enjoyed good food and great people. From an environmental perspective, 400 acres is 
massive. Many animals will lose their homes. Not only that, but the increased noise will further drive 
both animals and people from the area. Increasing air traffic will also increase air pollution in the long 
run. The environmental impact of this ill-advised project does not stop after construction is completed. 
If increasing tourism is really the goal, then DO NOT DESTROY THE NATURAL BEAUTY WEST VIRGINIA IS 
KNOWN FOR. This is a selfish and greedy project on the part of Yeager Airport and all of the politicians 
who approve of it. If you truly care about the people who LIVE HERE, GIVE THEM SOMETHING TO STAY 
FOR. KEEP WEST VIRGINIA WILD AND WONDERFUL. Huntington Airport has cheaper flights anyway. 
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 6:52 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Mary Ellen O'Farrell  
 
Email: gypsydancingrn@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Proposed runway extension of Yeager International Airport at Coonskin Park  
Charleston, WV 
 
Formal Comment: Please don't do this to our beloved Coonskin Park. The planned destruction of this 
urban treasure is  so sad and seems reckless and unnecessary. These trails and picnic facilities have been 
enjoyed by so many in our area over the years, and we're built by our citizens as an easy- to- reach, 
accessible , beautiful  and free recreational  area, available to all.  
Countless community and family occasions  have been enjoyed at Coonskin Park by so many of our area 
residents! Please don't destroy  this  great old place  which our Kanawha Valley residents depend on, 
and have come to love! 
Thank you for considering my comments! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 6:54 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jamison Miller  
 
Email: mrjamisonmiller@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: We need to save Coonskin Park. Please do not destroy part of the park. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 6:55 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Janet james  
 
Email: jejames1926@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park charleston WV 
 
Formal Comment: Please do not allow the Yeager Airport expansion into Coonskin Park. We have too 
few places for recreation in this city, and to destroy a large part of Coonskin would take us in the wrong 
direction. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 6:59 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Rene Hill  
 
Email: rene.hill68@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager airport 
 
Formal Comment: I am opposed to taking any portion of Coonskin Park for the airport. The airport needs 
to be completely relocated in my opinion. There's already been a landslide caused by a runway 
expansion project. Just move the airport all together. Find a flat parcel and build it there. Perhaps a 
previous mountain top removal site that's be reclaimed. Don't take public parks! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 7:02 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jeremy Severn  
 
Email: jasevern@yahoo.com 
 
Organization: Concerned Citizen 
 
Comment Topic: Runway Expansion Should not Take Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: To Whom it May Concern: 
 
After research and conversation with other stakeholders, I am not convinced that our region is in need 
of a larger airport facility for several reasons: (1) the airport has already seen a steady decline of patrons 
over the past decade+, (2) our workforce is traveling less due to the ability to teleconference, (3) the 
economic depression that has plagued our area does not seem to be lessening, (4) passenger jets of the 
size servicing CRW are slowly being decommissioned by airlines. These concerns indicate potentially 
significant problems for the future of the airport and for continued airline service to CRW regardless of 
runway length. However, if the above issues were to resolve, it seems to me that a better option for 
airport expansion would be to find a location on flatter ground outside of Charleston and possibly 
toward Huntington to better serve that area of the state as well as ours.  
 
Surely there would be many locations that wouldn’t require destroying one of the best public outdoor 
spaces in Kanawha County: 
 
It is my further opinion that Coonskin Park should not be sacrificed for the sake of Yeager Airport.  
 
I reside immediately outside the entrance to Coonskin Park and visit regularly with my family. We know 
the other regulars and see the ebb and flow of visitors over the days and months of good and bad 
weather.  
 
Allow me to give some examples of how we use Coonskin Park.  
 
Road Bicycling: My wife and I use the paved roads for riding our road bikes - to start at the entrance, 
ride it all, and return to the entrance means roughly 7.5 miles and 750 feet of elevation gain. The airport 
project would eliminate over 5 miles and 600 feet of climbing. My five year old son learned to ride his 
balance bike on the Woodland Loop in the upper area of the park several years ago and now can fly 
around it on his “pedal bike” as he calls it. He’s waiting for the day he can ride his bike on what we call 
“straight up” which is the steep portion of road off of the Gorman shelter and to the upper area of the 
park. It’s quite a climb and I hope to see him conquer it some day. So far he’s only done it with me on his 
tandem bike that attaches to my hybrid bicycle. But it will be destroyed if this project comes to fruition.  
 
Mountain Biking: In addition to my hybrid and road bike, I also appreciate the ability to ride down the 
street on my mountain bike and into the park in less than half a mile to ride the Fire Road Trail, Patriot 
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Trail, and Cougar Trail to name a few. My son has ridden the Cougar trail with me and is looking forward 
to riding more of the trails one day soon. I hope he can.  
 
Trail Running and Hiking: When not on the bike, you might find me running the trails. One of my favorite 
routes is up the Turtle Trail, to the Patriot Trail, up to the Cougar Trail, down Oak, over to Alice Knight 
and back to my starting point. If I need more miles I can add on Hemlock and/or the Eagle Scout Trail. 
Hiking all of these (but maybe not in one activity) with my wife and two young sons is another great way 
to utilize the resources that the airport plans to destroy.  
 
Road Running: When all else fails, I’ll default to one of my four regular road running routes for a cardio 
activity. The airport project would take away all but one of these routes.  
 
Thank you for your time and I hope that we can save our park for not only my family and all of the 
current patrons, but for future generations.  
 
Jeremy Severn 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 7:11 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
Attachments: inbound4459850605942979738.png 
 
Name: Earl Fridley  
 
Email: ecfridley@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Historian . Elk Communities Museum 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager airport 
 
Formal Comment: You should explore the facts presented in the friends if coonskin tb sure and Elk river 
muskrat. There are a couple things worth saving in that property that are historical to it along with the 
fact that Daniel Boone or Simon Kenton camped there and a man named Yeager killed 
 
Attachment: inbound4459850605942979738.png 
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 7:43 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jenica Showman  
 
Email: jshowman@appcouncil.org 
 
Organization: Appalachian Council Head Start 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: As someone who grew up in Charleston, I enjoy going to Coonskin Park. My family has 
celebrated several different occassions in the top part of the park for as long as I can remember. I drive 
to the top part of the park at least once a week to enjoy lunch by myself just to have some peace in 
nature. It is beautiful! West Virginia is known for its beauty, please do not take it away and make 
Charleston more like a big city. This is the only place you can picnic and enjoy the outdoors. Progress is 
great, but not at the expense of our local uniqueness. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 11:01 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
Attachments: 6474EE4B-2E2C-41E1-A0F6-D5B2F9141BCF.jpeg 
 
Name: Mara Thompson  
 
Email: maranicolethompson@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Importance of Capital City Runway Length 
 
Formal Comment: Capital cities are critical communication nodes for commerce, regulatory and political 
commerce that require comprehensive multi-modal infrastructure to support their unique roles.  These 
roles, especially during times of crisis such as natural disasters, become magnified in importance and 
require resilient and adequate infrastructure to respond to a variety of scenarios.  
  
Aviation represents a significant component of need. It is in the national interest to ensure a minimum 
standard of infrastructure is available at capital city airports (such as CRW) for a range of potential 
serious scenarios.  The essential infrastructure should include a runway of a standardized minimum 
length and width to allow large aircraft movements and operations of significant stage length, provision 
of instrumented approach procedures and equipment to ensure continuity of operations, and multi-
modal access to the greatest extent feasible. 
  
Out of fifty states in the United States of America, there are two capital cities without standard 8000 
feet runways. West Virginia International Yeager Airport is one of those without a standard runway. For 
the nation’s security, it only makes logical sense to make standardizing those runways TOP priority. .  
 
I have attached a historical drawing that I’m assuming the FAA already has in their possession of when 
the original runway was constructed out of three mountains and two valleys in 1944. It is past time to 
move the fourth mountain for the greater good of the ENTIRE Tristate region (West Virginia, Ohio, 
Kentucky) and beyond. The benefits far outweigh the cons. It is time to move West Virginia, the state 
that is always last, FORWARD! This project is a huge component.  
 
In all honesty and sincerity, thank you for your valued interest in our great state and professionalism. 
 
Attachment: 6474EE4B-2E2C-41E1-A0F6-D5B2F9141BCF.jpeg 
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 11:07 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Hunter Hissom  
 
Email: hunterhissom@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Project Support 
 
Formal Comment: I have always been taught that safety is top priority when it comes to human lives. I 
don’t understand why Yeager doesn’t have a standard length runway, mainly for safety reasons. How is 
this project even in question? It is long overdue. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 11:17 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Elwood Penn  
 
Email: craftyblp@aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park EIS 
 
Formal Comment: The Coonskin Park in Kanawha Co, wv is a very popular area for hikers, bikers,and 
family picnics.  It is one of the only family picnic areas in the area.  The hiking trails are used frequently 
by local and visitors from outside the are and State.  
I believe the need for the area to be used as a recreation area is much greater than the need for air port 
expansion. 
If the approval is granted for the expansion I would expect FAA to replace the  400 acres with a like 
replacement in the Kanawha Co area.   
I believe the Code of Federal Regulations requires public facilities (schools/parks etc) to be replaced -IN 
KIND 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Conni Gratop Lewis <connigl@aol.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 3:44 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Conni Gratop Lewis 
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4505 Staunton Ave SE 
Charleston, WV 25304 
 

PC00347



From: Billie McNeely <billie.mcneely@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 10:51 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Billie McNeely 
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1500 Bridfe Rd Apt 206 
Charleston, WV 25314 
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From: Kathryn Stone <xkatwalkx@aol.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 7:23 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Kathryn Stone 

PC00349



281 Baker Lane 
Charleston, WV, WV 25302 
 

PC00349



From: Chris Ramos <cramos126@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 2:34 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris Ramos 

PC00350



228 E Northwood Ave 
Columbus, OH 43201 
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From: Earl Fridley <ecfridley@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, November 27, 2022 7:17 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Attachments: received_805178900252186.mp4 
 
You should explore the facts presented in the friends of coonskin tb sure and Elk river muskrat. There 
are a couple things worth saving in that property that are historical to it along with the fact that Daniel 
Boone or Simon Kenton camped there and a man named Yeager killed . I can assure you I can back up 
these claims . The items that should be pulled from the site if It must be filled and the history of it would 
go well with planning.if what you would like to do comes to fruition. My purpose is not to hinder but to 
preserve and guide for the future while keeping the things vital to the area intact for tourists . Please 
feel free to contact me .  
 

PC00351



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 12:26 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Rick Bolser  
 
Email: bolserrichard@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: I say no to this expansion due to the fact that not only do we loose that for the 
expansion but we also loose even more to clearance for security and safety of the air port runway. Plus 
destroying the park that we all use to walk our dogs, to go on walks at Christmas time there is a drive 
through Christmas light displays to see. I say “ NO !!!” To this expansion 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 6:40 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kendal  
 
Email: kgood2020@yahoo.com 
 
Organization: Good Solutions Enterprise 
 

Comment Topic: This is NOT ok!!       
 
Formal Comment: It has come to my attention that the Airport is trying to take over more of our 
beautiful Coonskin Park to make way for a larger runway? This airport is in a horrible location and 
should have been moved years and years ago. Even if you add the extended terminal, it will still be 
difficult to maneuver. This money would be better spent on relocating the airport and it [the airport] 
would be much more lucrative and safe if built on adequate flat land. This park is a staple in our 
community. Most of us have spent our entire childhood making memories in this beloved park and 
continue to do so with our own children. We’ve already allowed our true entrance to the park to be 
relocated… how much more does a community have to give up? Why are we even considering 
destroying more of our heavenly lands for corporations and ‘elites’ when they do NOT have our [the 
community’s] best interest at heart? Taking something else away from the people to line already thick 
pockets. Please reconsider doing this project and explore other options for your expansion. I and many 

many others beg you to please please reconsider.       
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 6:59 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kylie Byers  
 
Email: kmkrummel@krummel.us 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Environmental Impact 
 
Formal Comment: From the proposed images, it looks like a large portion of Coonskin Park will be lost to 
the airfield renovations. The park is an important centerpiece for the local area that encourages hiking, 
being outdoors, and appreciating nature. The airfield should not be expanded to the negative impact of 
local natural habitats and outdoor space without a plan for how to subsidize this loss for the people of 
the local community. Please consider the impact this will have on the natural space of West Virginia and 
of Charlrston, and don't allow money and economic growth to guide every decision made. Think about 
the people and the land as well. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 7:38 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Ruth Burdette  
 
Email: burdetteruth@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Ruin of Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I strongly object to Yeager Airport destroying a l arge area of the park. It is a jewel for 
our area. You can’t restore that beautiful area I beg you. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
 
 

PC00355



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 7:55 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Chester Burdette  
 
Email: cabaep2@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Destruction of Coonskin Park. 
 
Formal Comment: My family has used this park for over fifty years. I am a hiker and enjoy the trail that 
would be destroyed. Areas like this cannot be replaced. Please do not fill this area. This park is one of 
the finest assets of our area 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 8:36 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Julia Statler  
 
Email: juliastatler@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin park is a part of my families life. I hike there multiple times a week, typically 
the Alice Knight trail, to the cougar trail and back on the hemlock to make a nice 2.5 mi loop. I also enjoy 
the river trail, and use many others aspects of the park on a regular basis. Its natural beauty is not 
comparable to any other park. The grottos, waterfalls, caves and rock features have been preserved 
because natural beauty has been highly valued by West Virginians. While there is a high value to my 
personal family, this purposed destruction of land impacts all the surrounding residents, as well as those 
who travel to use the park. It not only destroys a physical place to be, but also impacts negatively the 
mentality of the people who use the park. Outdoor spaces have been valued inherently for their beauty 
and the desire people have to participate in them. In Berlin, Germany, this past summer, for the first 
time ever, the effects on the outdoors, specifically treed walking paths, was studied in relationship to 
stress and anxiety. While these seem minor, the effects studied showed through fMRI that each 
participant that went walking in the woods, experienced decreased levels of the hormones and 
chemicals that produce stress and anxiety. Not only the reduction of the production of these hormones 
and chemicals, but the reduction in their presence. (compared to the fMRI's of the group who walked, 
but were walking in urban spaces that showed no reduction. So by purposing destruction of the woods, 
anxiety is already increasing, but by destroying the woods, effectively removing a major coping tool. The 
effects of cortisol (stress hormone) are widely researched and are understood to decrease cognitive 
functioning. With cognitive function being impaired creatively, problems solving skills and conflict 
management are all decreased. The removal of the these hiking trails and wild spaces are devastating to 
mental health of each individual who makes use of the space, but further impacts their ability to 
function at work and provide stable family environments.  
I love the outdoors. I think this is a perspective that hasn't been considered but needs to be for the 
health of West Virginians.  
There seem to be other options for expanding the runway. A runway bridge. or if expansion does 
continue, a "in kind" replacement in a comparable location. Not a 2 acre playground. Actual hiking trails 
near to the current location with grottos, rock features, and waterfalls. I think you will quickly find that 
this doesn't exist in the proximity. This is a permanent decision to what seems like a temporary problem. 
You can not undo or alter this decision. Other solutions exist that preserve the highly valuable resource 
of natural beauty of the outdoors, as well as expand the runway. Get outside go for a hike, I highly 
recommend the Alice Knight Trail. Maybe some decreased stress levels will produce the wonderful 
effects of creatively thinking and problem solving. But don't think it about it while out there. Just enjoy! 
Those effects come afterwards. 
 
Attachment:  
 

PC00357



Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 9:17 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Noah A Gillispie  
 
Email: noahgillispie@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: While I understand the reasoning to absorb coonskin into the airport to increase its 
capacity, I do not agree with it. Coonskin park has been a great place for families to come and play, hike, 
bike, golf, play soccer, and more. Until the amenities of the park are replaced by something else nearby, 
I have to voice my opposition to the airport expansion. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 9:32 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Michael G Miskowiec  
 
Email: michael.miskowiec@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: runway extension project 
 
Formal Comment: For the past two years, I have used the tennis courts at Coonskin park as often as 
twice each week in warm weather. My playing partner and I prefer these public courts because they are 
less congested and less exposed to the noise of trains and traffic than the public courts in the city.  
I have also observed that the trails at Coonskin are very popular and constantly in use. Hikers, walkers 
and joggers are always in the park when I come to the Park to play tennis.  
I fear that the runway extension will be the beginning of the end of this valuable green space. The 
extension will cause the park to be less attractive to the general public and it will fall into disuse. This 
could lead to the county and the city to abandon the rest of the park facilities.  
I also doubt that the expansion of the airport runway will lead to significantly increased airport use at 
CRW. Given that fares are often significantly lower flying out of Pittsburgh, Columbus and Cincinnati, 
with greater choice of flights, I believe that travelers from West Virginia will continue to use these 
airports rather than CRW. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
 
 

PC00359



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 9:55 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Adam Fleck  
 
Email: wallacefleck@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin is a wonderful park that we enjoy and frequent with our dogs. We do not 
support this expansion and find the destruction of the environment to local wildlife as disrespectful to 
the communities who live in the area and enjoy the park.  You should be ashamed of yourselves for 
wanting to take away this area. You maybe shouldn’t have built the airport in a terrible spot if you 
needed more room to expand. Your poor planning does not constitute the destruction of our park and 
wildlife so you can fly bigger and noisier planes into our city.  I hope this expansion fails and costs you an 
astronomic amount of money if you proceed.  Some things are more important than expanding an 
airport at the cost of destruction and pollution.  Thank you. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 10:03 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Grant Wesley Morris  
 
Email: GRANTWMORRIS@GMAIL.COM 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: support 
 
Formal Comment: All West Virginia's will be better served by an updated airport.  I fully support this 
expansion project. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
 
 

PC00361



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 10:29 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Dennis Strawn  
 
Email: dennis.a.strawn@gmail.com 
 
Organization: individual 
 
Comment Topic: I vote no on encroaching into Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I have attended 2 public meetings and listened to numerous conversations about why 
the airport needs expanding.  While I understand the need for safe air travel, I unfortunately cannot 
accept the demise of the hundreds of acres of open woodlands in Coonskin Park that will be destroyed. 
This large park is minutes from the population center of Kanawha County and is easily reached via 
interstate or for hiking only also easily reached from Capital High School. This park is also home to 
geologically significant rock formations that are not found anywhere else in the region: including 
waterfalls, rock cliffs.  The small gorge created by Coonskin Branch has a significant population of 
Hemlocks trees. 
All of this will be destroyed with the airport encroaching on this county park under the guise of safety.  
An option exists now that can accommodate the need for the safety requirements. It is EMAS. One 
currently is in place on one end of the main runway, and another can be placed on the remaining end to 
satisfy the FAA requirements. If this shortens the main runway length, then so be it. 
For the airport to say it needs to destroy Coonskin Park for the sake of safety is disingenuous. This plan 
also clearly states options for a longer runway, in the future if the need arises. So, is the expansion for 
safety or economic development? Future development? Yeager wants to destroy a beautiful county 
park that has existed for 75 years that is CURRENTLY used by thousands of residences for MAYBE a need 
in the FUTURE. What need? Charleston has become a regional airport that is used by smaller planes that 
then fly to major hubs. 
When looking at the proposed plans of the soil disturbance area in Coonskin Park, which I have been 
told will remain under Yeager control, one has to wonder if the actual reason for this encroachment is to 
be positioned to recruit an expansion of the Air Guard facility. Again, that's for economic reasons, which 
while positive would be minimal.  But far greater would be the perceived notion of having a military 
base here.  And that's just for stroking civic leaders' egos. Which would be a shame, because having a 
SLIM chance to enlarge the Air Guard in the future is not a reason to destroy Coonskin Park NOW. In 
summary: Yeager can use an EMAS within its existing footprint to satisfy safety requirements.  Leave 
Coonskin Park alone. Thanks  
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 11:27 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Anita May  
 
Email: anitasmay@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Concerned Resident of Charleston, WV 
 
Comment Topic: Against the Proposal for Mountaintop Removal at Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I am a frequent user of the wild spaces at Coonskin Park.  Not the pool, not the gold, 
not the tennis courts.  The WILD spaces with spring feed Coonskin Branch bubbling, easy trails for old 
legs, and private woodsy picnic spots for gathering with friends and family.  The spaces I LOVE the most 
about Coonskin will be forever lost if you continue the plan for runway expansion through mountaintop 
removal and stream ravine infill.   
In addition to my personal loss of use concerns, I am also concerned about the increased potential for 
runoff and sedimentation of the Elk River which will affect the heavily promoted Elk River Trail.  I am 
concerned about the larger planes creating louder air traffic over mine and other residences, along with 
reduction in property values for same.   
Questions you should be addressing as you continue investigation: 
*Will you be mitigating the loss of picnic and hiking with new county forest greenspace?  Kanawha State 
Forest is often fully booked and the trails are too advanced for older and smaller folk.  We already have 
pools and golf at Cato - we want green space with rills and streams and 50-year forests for our 
recreation.   
*Address the flood and sedimentation expected to impact the Elk River and the Elk River Trail.   
*Is this necessary to keep the ANG in place? Can the ANG stay witht he site as is if you find another 
location for relocation of this airport? 
*Would it be cheaper to relocate than to attempt the most massive earth-moving project in our state's 
history?   
*How do you plan to mitigate the loss of Coonskin Branch, as it appears even its headwater source will 
be bulldozed for your expansion? 
 
I feel the current site of Yeager Airport has reached its useful limit.  You should be looking to be more 
central to the population growth centers nearer to Putnam County.  Perhaps and old industrial site that 
needs repurposed could be found that does not compromise forested public land, removal of outdoor 
recreation opportunities for the underprivleged and the disenfranchised northern area of Kanawha 
County, and preferably a site that does nore require mountaintop removal to make it work. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 11:50 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Betty Ann Miskowiec  
 
Email: bamiskowiec@hotmail.com 
 
Organization: None 
 
Comment Topic: Comments from a Park User 
 
Formal Comment: I oppose the Yeager Airport expansion into Coonskin Park, which will eliminate 
outdoor structures and trails used by people in the Coonskin neighborhood, as well as other citizens of 
Kanawha County. The Gorman Shelter is used by many churches, including mine, for annual picnic 
services.There is not a similarly sized picnic area for large groups. Some of the trails, especially the Alice 
Knight trail, are the easiest in the park to hike. Eliminating these trails will prevent me from enjoying this 
park. The noise from airplanes will distract tennis players. I don't believe that a sufficient search has 
been made for ways to honor WV's outdooro heritage and make changes to keep the airport safe. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 12:50 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Darren Olofson  
 
Email: dto711@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager airport construction 
 
Formal Comment: It is obvious from the massive construction proposed that Yeager airport never was, 
and never can be, a suitable place for an airport. Why are we not reconsidering the idea of a regional 
airport between Charleston and Huntington on flat land? 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 1:39 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Wv tim  
 
Email: spillertim@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: No to  the run way 
 
Formal Comment: I used to come all the way from town on bikes, to go to the park as a kid, the took my 
kid , now grand babys. Need to move your airport somewhere Else. We have a family outing every year 
up on top, will no longer if this go thru. Charleston need Coonskin park just the way it is.please save our 
park. Ps i belive HOPPY SHORLES WOULD NOT LIKE THIS AT ALL. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 1:40 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: LINDA G. KOVAL  
 
Email: lindagkoval@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Retired 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager airport EIS 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin Park should remain as is.  The Charleston airport should find alternatives to 
expansion.  My family has enjoyed the park as is for decades since 1979 when we moved to the west 
side of Charleston.  Coonskin Park provides a perfect natural area to interact with nature and enjoy 
walking along the Elk River.  My church has enjoyed the use of many shelters for picnics over the years 
at an easily accessible location.  The park provides many different sized picnic shelters many of which 
have nearby playground equipment.  The pandemic revealed the neccessity for open healthy spaces 
where people could escape confinement for a while without endangering their health.  This opportunity 
to enjoy the full scope of nature that the current park boundaries provide is especially important to 
children who need green, healthy, nearby open spaces for the fresh air and space to run and explore.  As 
a mother of 2 young boys I took my kids and their friends to Coonskin Park at least a couple of times a 
month and even a few times in winter.  They loved the seasonal changes.  As our culture promotes more 
and more indoor gaming and computer  activities, children need the outdoor experiences Coonskin can 
provide even more nowadays.  Do we want to encourage young families to locate and live in the 
Charleston area?  A good sized park 10 minutes from downtown is a great draw.  Let's weigh the well 
known advantages of keeping the park as it exists now with airport expansion that could be 
accomplished in a number of other ways.  West Virginia is known for being "wild and wonderful".  Let's 
keep it that way. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 1:46 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
Attachments: DudeAbideth.jpg 
 
Name: Thomas HAMRICK  
 
Email: hamricktrust@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Proposed extension thru Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: NO..... Do not proceed with this plan.... 
 
Attachment: DudeAbideth.jpg 
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 2:05 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Lynn Gunnoe  
 
Email: lynngunnoe@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: I stand firmly against the proposed airport expansion plan and from what I’ve 
gathered so does all of Charleston. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 2:09 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Mary Sheets  
 
Email: msheets2@my.bridgevalley.edu 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Airport Expansion Project 
 
Formal Comment: There’s zero excuses for taking more land from our state than has already been 
taken. There’s no problem finding flights so that can’t be a reason to justify ruining Coonskin Park. Let 
the locals have something 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: ekhalstead@frontier.com 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 2:39 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Please save Coonskin! 
 
Dear Sir/Mam, 
 
I’m writing to you today as I’ve recently found there is still possibly time to ask you NOT to move 
forward with the proposed expansion of the airport.  The impact to the beautiful park makes my heart 
break.  I’m sure you’ve heard many technical / business reasons for it, but I have to ask – is it worth it?  
Does it make Charleston that much more accessible?  I’ve flown in and out of Charleston countless times 
(I traveled for work) and don’t have issue with service – sure would I love to see direct flights anywhere I 
want to go?  If so, I would need to live in a very large city that has a hub for an airport – one of the 
reasons I stay in Charleston!  I was born and have lived here other than a few years in the 80’s while I 
dried my wings. 
 
Coonskin needs to remain as it is – and the way it was granted to the community!  As a child I spent 
countless hours as many people did and into my teenage years as well.  The upper part of Coonskin is 
like no other – it’s not just a place to go have a picnic at a shelter – you are actually in the woods.  You 
can walk the loop or take off down a path or trail and truly experience nature.  Where else can we do 
that?  Sure, I can walk along the Boulevard, or walk in a cemetery for some peace but Coonskin is 
special.  Now that I’m recently retired, I have a whole new appreciation for this lovely park.  I’m not 
happy with what’s already been done to the golf course – I was looking forward to a true 18 hole par 3 
place that I could play…but I’ll get over that even though the county already ‘improved’ our other part 
(Shawnee) completely eliminating the golf course for soccer fields….(I know, it brings in revenue) but for 
me it didn’t do anything. 
 
3 years ago, I had hip replacement surgery – guess where I did my rehab walking?  Yes, up on the hill at 
Coonskin!!!!!  Again, as a kid loved Coonskin, but now thinking of this area being ruined it is sickening.  I 
can’t tell you how many turtles I helped cross the road on my walks, how many deer, birds, lizards, 
squirrels, chipmunks (should I go on?).  What wildlife did I not see? And what will this do to the beautiful 
Elk River?  Don’t forget about those unique muscles that are native.  WV doesn’t need any more 
mountains torn down or valley’s filled.  Let’s do what should have been done years ago and move the 
airport to either an abandoned strip mine site or somewhere between Huntington / Charleston that 
doesn’t take away one of the few remaining (if only) public park that you fill as if you are far away in the 
mountains. 
 
Other things that make this so sad for me will be the destruction of the Girl Scout camp (that’s what I 
called it) – do you know there is an amphitheater built into the earth?  Needs some work but what a 
great little venue this could be.  The beautiful grotto – oh my gosh – how can we destroy this?  I also am 
aware of a book about Charleston and it describes a Civil War site at Coonskin – what happens to our 
history?  As you start up the hill the large rocks always make me think of a gate to a wonderful peaceful 
world.  There are so many gems at this portion of the park; we all have our stories about it – memories 
and current use.  During COVID, my book club would use a shelter (we could socially distance) and see 
each other in person – something we talk about all the time – it got us through! 
 
Please, please don’t do this expansion – rebuild the towers, make them pretty or functional in some 
other way.  I beg you! 
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Thank you for listening, I hope it’s not too late, 
 
Ellen Kaye Halstead 
3810 Crede Drive 
Charleston, WV  25302 
304-541-0523 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 2:50 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kaylynn Mollohan  
 
Email: kaylynnruth86@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Self 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: It is a shame that the airport is taking a good portion of the park for itself. This is not 
good for the community. Charleston is trying to better themselves and this will greatly inhibit that. Not 
to mention the environmental effects it will have. It shouldn’t even have come to fruition, but since we 
are at rush of loosing a large portion of one of the best parks around these things have needed to be 
said. We need to keep the outdoor activities available in this area. Interest in the park will diminish 
greatly, and that will lead into a domino effect for the city of Charleston and Kanawha county. Please 
rethink this decision and consider the people’s point of view. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 3:11 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jennifer Weidlich  
 
Email: jenweidlich@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Protect Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: I would like to formally complain about the projected destruction of Coonskin Park.  
There are very few parks in this area where kids can go to have fun, swim, hike, have parties, etc.   
 
This is a beautiful park and has so much for everyone.   
 
I've seen weddings, scout camps, birthday parties, swimming, golf, hiking and countless other events. 
 
I cannot believe this is even an option.  We need places like this for our kids.  I homeschool my son and a 
lot of our lessons come from this park. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 3:27 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Marylin McKeown  
 
Email: marylin63@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Expansion of Yeager Airport 
 
Formal Comment: I would like to request that an alternative plan be developed for the airport expansion 
that does not require the destruction of the wooded area of Coonskin Park. I am a hiker and enjoy using 
the wooded trails.  I am also concerned about environmental impacts to the  Elk River which supplies 
our city's drinking water. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 3:51 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: John Northeimer  
 
Email: hobblebush@frontier.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Proposed Yeager Runway Extension 
 
Formal Comment: Comments related to the proposed runway extension project at Yeager Airport, 
Charleston, West Virginia. 
 
The impact of the proposed cut and fill is difficult to accept. Coonskin Park is the only convenient 
wooded parkland that I, and many other Charleston residents, can visit close to where we live. I grew up 
enjoying the remote areas of the park as a part of Boy Scout activities and camping trips. These 
memories are important and tie my youth to an area that continues to remain as an important resource 
for many groups. Later in life, it was the starting point for learning to identify wild birds by sight and 
song that eventually led to a master’s thesis on the negative impact of urbanization on bird populations. 
Urbanization of areas adjacent to cities is occurring at a rapid pace, resulting in degradation of habitat 
and the encroachment of invasive plant and animal species. Destruction of the natural landscape of 
Coonskin Park will continue this destructive process. 
 
The history of large fills is not encouraging. A catastrophic failure of a 240-foot-high fill at Yeager Airport 
in 2015, after only eight years of service, does not speak well of massive, engineered fills. This failure 
should be a major consideration. It serves as deterrent to repeating this process. 
 
Planes have been landing at Yeager Airport since I was a child. Of six accidents/incidents occurring since 
1968 (source: Aviation Safety Network and Wikipedia), only two resulted in fatalities. Both were either 
due to pilot error or unusual circumstances. Another was a nonfatal runway excursion successfully 
stopped by the EMAS at the end of the runway. One was an aborted high-speed takeoff that came to a 
safe stop 400 feet short of the end of the runway. In light of these incidents, an extension to the runway 
does not appear to be justified. 
 
John Northeimer 
Charleston, West Virginia 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 4:13 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Charles Maurer  
 
Email: aepdude@aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Airport expansion into Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: The airport does not need to expand  into Coonskin nor do we need bigger jets. We 
will never be an international airport.   Coonskin is important to those  in our area. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 4:37 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Emily Davis  
 
Email: articvix1@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Save Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Yeager Airport does not need to be expanded. It would be a terrible shame to destroy 
a natural space for future generations for no good reason. The airport is plenty efficient as is and 
Coonskin Park needs to stay as it is for everyone to enjoy for years to come. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 4:46 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Theresa Daugherty  
 
Email: tekangel1213@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Stop the runway 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin Park has always been part of my life, kinda grew up in it. From swimming, 
paddle boating, riding horses,  sleigh  riding,  ice skating, family  reunions, cruising, parties, getting 
married, fishing, hiking and just relaxing.     So many precious memories and  never did I ever think time 
spent  there would end over an extended run way.  Wow,  really is this more important than what will 
be lost to So many, including the wildlife?    This is just not right.    Anyone thinking it is should step back 
and rethink your morals. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 4:48 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: David McMahon  
 
Email: wvdavid@wvdavid.net 
 
Organization: Private Citizen, David McMahon, Attorney at Law 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Spending Justification Lacking 
 
Formal Comment: Hi,  I tried to attach a PDF letter.  When I did I got a big red X-Box.  When I hit submit 
it said there was an error.  Tried twice.  So below is the body of my comment letter.   
 
 Spending millions and millions on runway expansion and terminal improvement at Yeager 
Airport is being proposed.  It is being proposed even though passenger use has declined by 20% from 
2011!  And it declined even before the pandemic started!  I am not making this up. And passenger use is 
not projected to return even to 2011 levels until 2037.  This is from the "Airfield, Safety, and Terminal 
Improvement Project EIS Purpose and Need Statement" prepared for the FAA.  The report simply does 
not forecast any kind of traffic increase that could justify runway expansion and major terminal 
improvement.  And remember the population of West Virginia has been declining in recent years. 
 I was told at the FAA's November 2nd "public scoping meeting" that one of the purposes of the 
runway expansion was to accommodate larger planes, and that this was because the airlines wanted to 
be more efficient by serving Yeager with fewer, larger planes.  However, a plane as large as a Boeing 737 
can already land at Yeager.  And 737's can already take off from Yeager with enough of a fuel load to get 
to a hub airport (though maybe not for a direct flight Denver or Miami -- should the 85 to 130 
passengers that fit in a 737 want to make a flight like that from Charleston all at one time).   
 What I hear when I hear fewer larger planes for the same passengers is that there will be fewer 
flight departures for us to choose from.   
 And why is taxpayer money helping airlines' efficiency?  Do we know for sure that whatever 
efficiency savings there are from fewer larger planes will trickle down to us passengers instead of 
generating airline executive bonuses? 
 Then there is the safety argument.  Who can be against safety?  But when is there more than 
enough safety already – as is demonstrated by some of the history the FAA noted in the Purpose and 
Need Statement.  
 With regard to the proposal to lengthen of the runways, only two planes have ever gone off the 
ends of the runway at Yeager according to the FAA report.  One was a commercial airliner that was 
stopped short of crashing by the "engineered material arresting system" installed at the end of the 
runway not too long ago. The other was the infamous pot plane missed landing in 1979 whose safety 
was unlikely to have been investigated at takeoff.   
   Another part of the proposal is to widen the airport in order to have a larger distance between 
the runway and the taxiways etc.  (How the 400-foot FAA separation was determined I have not 
examined.)  I would assume that this separation is to reduce the risk that a plane having a bad landing or 
a bad takeoff on the runway does not crash into a plane sitting on the taxiway.  But the website I 
checked on the day of the public scoping meeting showed only nine commercial airline departures from 
Yeager that day.  With these few flights, it seems like timing could be arranged so that the commercial 
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airliners stay at the gates for the landings of other planes, and for the takeoffs they could even be 
waiting at the end of the taxiway where the other planes’ takeoffs begin.  I was told at the scoping 
meeting that there are also an average of 14 National Guard takeoffs a day at Yeager and a number of 
private planes use the runway.  But still, with this relatively small amount of air traffic, it seems 
manageable to keep most planes, particularly the commercial airliners full of civilians, off taxiways when 
other planes land and take off. 
 And is a marginal increase in safety well-spent considering the cost and tradeoffs.  Would 
spending a smaller amount of money on traffic lights at the intersection at the bottom of the airport 
access road, plus spending on improvements at other intersections drivers use on the way from home to 
the airport, be more likely to save more lives (though less noticeably) than the un-likelihood of a 
dramatic commercial airline crash?  If the “more safety” argument always wins just by being stated, 
there will be no limits on spending. 
 I am less informed on the proposal to improve the terminal building including adding another 
airliner ramp/gate.  After the installation of more security screening a number of years ago, the large 
waiting areas are wasted where friends used to be able to sit and await arrivals or keep you company 
before boarding your plane.  But I have never felt crowded with what is there now.  And perhaps the 
working area for air traffic controllers is cramped.  But if we are having fewer flight departures why do 
we need another airplane ramp/gate as proposed?  So I also remain to be convinced about all the 
terminal improvements. 
 So, there is no predicted increased passenger usage in the "Airfield, Safety, and Terminal 
Imposement Project EIS Purpose and Need Statement" prepared for the FAA that can justify spending 
millions for expansion.  Quite the opposite.  Neither is there enough currently unavoidable danger in my 
mind to justify the millions being proposed to be spent widening and lengthening the airfield.  And I am 
told the proposed project would bury 20 picnic shelters and 10 hiking trails including a beautiful grotto-
like nature trail would be a particular loss to those of us who get out of doors on nature trails. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 5:31 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: James Peterson  
 
Email: jamesashpeterson@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Citizen 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager expansion 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin is one of the only nice public parks in the Charleston area.   It needs 
protected.  One unique geological feature in the area to be destroyed/ airport expansion is the “Devil 
Tea Tables”.  These need protected.  Not sure if any others in the entire state. Also the streams would 
be filled if the airport is expanded.   I think an endangered and threatened species - plants and animal 
study would be needed as well if  the project proceeds. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 5:41 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Michael Pauley  
 
Email: mpauley2300@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Destroying Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin Park is one of the few parks available to the public in this area.  The airport's 
request to destroy this much park area is unacceptable.  The area they are wanting to destroy for this 
expansion contains wonderful hiking trails and a beautiful waterfall.  If that is lost, it can never be 
replaced. 
 
Expanding the runway will not bring in more business to the airport.  The location of the airport is 
horrible and very ill suited for an airport.  Expanding the runway will not fix this issue.  If they are really 
serious about improving air service to the area, the airport needs to be moved.  But Yeager and Tristate, 
also another terrible location for an airport, killed the option years ago with their staunch opposition to 
the proposed regional airport. 
 
Please don't let them destroy one of the few nice parks in this area for a useless runway expansion. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 6:41 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Steve Thompson  
 
Email: unclesteve197@yahoo.com 
 
Organization: unaffiliated 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: Expanding the runway at Yeager Airport in Charleston, West Virginia, is a very bad 
idea for several reasons.  
Yeager Airport has already experienced a critical landslide failure because of fill used to expand the 
runway, similar to the plan being proposed. 
The loss of natural spaces and specifically water features at Coonskin Park to expand the Yeager Airport 
runway, will result in a permanent loss of valuable natural space, that the runway expansion proposal 
does not address, nor can these natural treasures be replaced.  
Yeager Airport is not suitable for expansion, due to its resting place on the hilltop, where a longer 
runway would be suitable for development elsewhere, such as where there are ample flat lands easier 
to develop for the longer runway, such as in areas between Huntington and Charleston WV, areas that 
also includes reasonable interstate highway access. 
Please reject the Yeager Airport runway expansion and the resulting loss of the natural tracts of 
Coonskin Park. 
Thank You! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 6:42 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Darin Crow  
 
Email: darinacrow@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Save Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: The assumed benefits of the proposed runway expansion project are not great 
enough to justify the destruction of nearly 40% of one of Kanawha County’s few parks. Kanawha County 
needs places for their residents to be active and outside. With Charleston not having its own City Park of 
any major size or significance, Coonskin is one of the few places where residents of Charleston and 
surrounding areas are able to get outside and take advantage of our local area. Overall, Coonskin should 
not be sacrificed for the sake of Yeager Airport. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Cindy Ellis <cindy.ellis.bbc@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 7:10 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Park 
 

   We went to Coonskin.  Those of learning about wild birds some years ago were 
lucky enough to have access to that location and to the helpful local birders who 
taught us much about what species might be seen in the Kanawha Valley. 
  One of those mentors was Norris Gluck.  He lived in an apartment in Charleston, 

but, due to his attention to it, Coonskin Park was his back yard.  He knew it 

intimately and allowed us glimpses of what he saw.  Particularly charming was his 

“bird hat.”  Norris had accustomed birds to perching on his hat to eat sunflower 

seeds.   

  A tireless observer, Norris Gluck also wrote many articles for birding journals and 

other nature publications.  In one he wrote, “During a calendar year, between 

110-150 species of birds can be seen in Coonskin.  It is an excellent area for birds; 

the lake, river woods and golf course all provide a diversified habitat for many 

species.”  

  He would want us to save this area.  Birds cannot be dismissed as external to our 

lives.  They are an integral part of the nature that supports us all.  Much has been 

published lately about the steep declines of many species.   

   In 2021, the “The Second Atlas of Breeding Birds in West Virginia” was 

published.  Near the end of this recounting of the current status of birds that 

breed here, the editors wrote, “West Virginia is a small area in both human 

population and geographical extent, but its prominent position within one of the 

most biodiverse temperate ecosystems in the world confers a substantial 

responsibility to conserve the birdlife dependent upon the state’s expansive 

forest.”   

  We should conserve Coonskin.  We should allow others to have the experiences 

of Norris Gluck and all of us who learned from him in this treasured park.  
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--  
Cynthia D. Ellis 
3114 Steel Ridge Rd 
Red House, WV 25168 
304 586-4135 h 
681 234-9536 c 
cindy.ellis.bbc@gmail.com   
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 7:14 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Tina Humphreys  
 
Email: anituh@outlook.com 
 
Organization: Concerned Citizen 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Leave Coonskin Park alone, You've already destroyed Keystone Drive and your current 
expansion plans will do the same to the park. If I couldn't live/operate within my property lines I would 
have to move. The same should go for the airport. Stop trying to take what doesn't belong to you! I am 
62 years old and grew up within a couple miles of the park and I am appalled that anyone would even 
consider approving your plans. And, it is my understanding that the expansion won't even solve your 
problems. What then? You'll come back and want the rest of the park or some other property you want. 
Again, LEAVE COONSKIN PARK ALONE!! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 7:48 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Judith Skidmore  
 
Email: skidmorejudith1@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Hi! I'm new to this group. I recently joined because I have been an avid user of 
Coonskin Park since I was little.  I was in Girl Scouts so used the day camp area and trails many years.  
My husband who is also joining took our kids on many of these trails.  Our work companies, groups, and 
families have used many of the amenities of this great park. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 7:49 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Janell West  
 
Email: westmomeight@aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Bats, park use shrinkage 
 
Formal Comment: Please limit impact on the nearby abandoned mine where a large group of bats live. 
Please consider conserving hiking trails and public use of Coonskin Park. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 8:12 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Tim Bradford  
 
Email: bradfordtim@hotmail.com 
 
Organization: None 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager airport expansion 
 
Formal Comment: It is time to build a larger runway at a different location than Yeager.  I love the 
convenience of Yeager.  But, it will never be able to serve the largest cargo planes or stimulate the 
regional economy the way a 10,000 foot runway could at a location such as the Hobet site. The 
government needs to do what is in the best interest of the regional economy and stop sinking money 
into Yeager and build a new airport at a better location. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 8:24 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Courtney Dowell  
 
Email: courtneylgdowell@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: The proposed runway extension is unacceptable.  Demolishing that amount of 
Coonskin Park is an astonishingly terrible plan and I'm having trouble understanding how it's made it this 
far.  You would be burying a significant percentage of a beloved park that generations of families have 
enjoyed for years.  In addition, the destruction zone includes many of the most popular destinations in 
the park.  Everyone who lives here remembers the disaster that happened the last time you tried to 
reshape this hill, as well.  A friend of mine lost her house entirely.  I do understand that Yeager is known 
for having a short runway.  However, the worst possible solution seems to be the one that's made it 
through.  Also, I flew in and out of there within the past month and everything worked just fine.  As it 
always has.  A letter to the editor in a recent Gazette edition provided a better solution.  I do hope that 
someone up there is paying attention to that.   
 
Minister Courtney L. G. Dowell 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 8:27 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Rebecca Park  
 
Email: rebeccamasonpark@gmail.com 
 
Organization: None 
 
Comment Topic: Preserve the Alice Knight Trail 
 
Formal Comment: I strongly, strongly object to any disturbance of Coonskin Branch and the Alice Knight 
Trail. I have hiked that trail so many times and brought visitors there. It is always a thrill to see features 
that I have seen before AND discover something I never notice before. Trails are not easy to build and 
having this development so close to the city is an important resource for the people in the area. 
 
I have also spent much time in Kanawha State Forest but it is a much longer drive from the center of the 
city and being conscious of the energy required to travel there, I think we should value Coonskin Branch 
trails and fight to preserve them. 
 
Years ago, a church member who had lived for a time in New York City brought several city boys to the 
Kanawha Valley to have a summer experience in West Virginia. After church we took the Sunday school 
children, including these African American NYC boys to hike the Alice Knight Trail. Those of us who have 
the flora of the woods around us to such a great degree perhaps do not realize how wonderful our 
woods are. One of the boys found a fern. "What's this?" he asked. When he learned the name of this 
plant  he fairly ran along the trail. "Look! A fern! Look! Another fern!" For him in that moment his eyes 
were open to the fact that certain plants grow here, and grow in abundance. 
 
This year as I hiked with my son who lives in Montana now I was reminded of the forests in Montana. It 
seems like all the trees are the same tree--lodgepole pines for instance. On this hike we saw wild ginger, 
winter creeper, ferns, hemlocks, oaks and beeches. Such diversity! Such an experience so close to the 
city! 
 
Let that be the reason people come to our area--to see the natural beauty, to walk a crooked path along 
a rocky ledge and under a water fall. Not to see a longer runway and a faster pace but to SLOW DOWN, 
travel wisely and stop rushing around. 
 
You can't build a forest, but you can preserve it for me and those who come after me. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: cehalstead@frontier.com 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 9:15 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: : Coonskin must be saved 
 
 
As a lifelong resident of Kanawha Valley, and a 60 year resident of the Elk River area, I must express my 
opinion about Coonskin Park.  It should not be changed or altered in any way that makes the park less 
user friendly.  Just because the plan  may be to have the same number of shelters and picnic tables 
doesn't mean it will be the same.  The beauty of the area in danger is not easily described.  The wooded 
area is home to much wildlife.  It is also one of the best walking areas in the park.  The views overlooking 
the Elk Valley cannot be described in few words.  I first came to know Coonskin as a second grade 
student attending the YMCA day camp held there in the early 60’s.  My group built the outline map of 
WV that still exists.  I still very much enjoy walking in the park.  The new bridge is near me and has made 
it very easy to go there.  Walking in the park on the upper trail was a major source of enjoyment  during 
the Pandemic and still continues to be.  I would hate to see this area destroyed. 
 
I feel that the proposed expansion of the airport would be a waste to this area.  It would not make CRW 
a major airport and therefore should not be considered a worthwhile expansion. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Charles E. Halstead 
3800 Crede Drive 
Charleston, WV  25302 
304.543.4153 (C)  
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 9:33 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Seven Year-Old in Kanawha County  
 
Email: chromaticivory@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: I love Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin is one of my favorite parks in the world. I even had my birthday there. I love 
the nature hike and the playground. Please don't take it away. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 9:28 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
Attachments: inbound198552177867114695.jpg 
 
Name: Sara, a Mom in Kanawha County  
 
Email: chromaticivory@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: We can make money... we can't make nature. 
 
Formal Comment: My daughter had her 6th birthday at Coonskin Park. It was a surprise; we hiked one of 
our favorite hikes, and waiting at the playground at the top were her best friends and a chocolate cake. 
 
As part of a science project one fall, we painted the same tree at Coonskin Park every Friday afternoon 
in October to track its changes. 
 
We love the Christmas lights in the winter, and we hike out to the magical grotto every year in the 
spring. 
 
I believe that there will always be more ways to make more money for a project such as this, but there 
will not be more ways to make more nature. 
 
There must be another way to expand the airport-- that does not involve destroying our beloved park. 
 
Attachment: inbound198552177867114695.jpg 
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 9:36 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: sharon pittman  
 
Email: spittman90@yshoo.com 
 
Organization: retired 
 
Comment Topic: coonskin park 
 
Formal Comment: please don’t destroy almost the only family gun place we can go. it is convenient  and 
always clean 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Jeanne Chandler <jeannecha@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 10:06 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Opposition to Yeager Airport Extension Project 
 
First, thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed project.  
I am OPPOSED to the proposed runway extension project into Coonskin Park.  
The park is an essential component to the community providing outdoor space  and 
recreational opportunities for families and individuals, well beyond the swimming pool, golf course and 
soccer field. The picnic shelters, playgrounds and hiking/walking areas will be decimated by the 
proposed project. In an age when we encourage our youth to turn off their electronic devices and enjoy 
the outdoors, the destruction of 400-acres of the park would take away an integral area for many locals. 
Coonskin Park is convenient for families and local schools to learn about the environment in an outdoor 
classroom and enjoy a natural setting. All of this would be lost. 
On another note, environmental issues are also of great concern.  Burying the stream and moving 
massive amounts of fill would forever change the landscape of the park. The failure of past projects and 
the destruction of an adjacent neighborhood does not lead to public confidence that the project is a 
viable solution. 
I have little confidence in the ulterior motives of the Central West Virginia Regional Airport Authority 
since public notice for the comment period was not published on the CRW website. I fear additional 
environmental impacts to our river valley will be a result of forecasted future aircraft fleet mix. 
Thank you again for the opportunity to voice my opposition to the proposed project and to highlight the 
impact it would have on our beautiful outdoor space and the health and welfare of its many patrons. 
Hopefully, an alternative plan can be developed that does not destroy our park. 
 
Jeanne Chandler 
2994 Elkdale Drive  
Charleston, WV  25302 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 11:00 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Autumn walker  
 
Email: autumnwiley@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Autumn walker photography 
 
Comment Topic: Please don't take the oark 
 
Formal Comment: My family loves coonskin and we use it for so much of our family activities. I'm a 
photographer and I use the park to help support my family. I don't understand why you want to take this 
from the community!!!! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 11:06 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Susan Black  
 
Email: alwaysmy5@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Over the years Coonskin Park has gone through many changes most of which are 
positive. This is a place my parents took me to many times as a child and now where I can take my 
grandchildren for hikes and enjoying nature. This park is convenient and safe, I hope we don't lose it. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 11:55 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Crystal  
 
Email: crystaldawnyoak@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: Please protect coonskin park 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
 
 

PC00398



From: Pam Rockwell <pamrckwll61@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 5:13 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment  
I believe a regional international airport would be possible in Putnam County.  
Cost sharing by multiple counties and states- WV, KY and OH.  
Coonskin would be costly in many ways and limited in size.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
Pam Rockwell 
817 Myrtle Rd 
Charleston, WV 25314 
 

PC00399



From: Pam Ruediger <pjruediger52@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 6:53 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
It is only fair that the public is given this opportunity to comment. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure because it provides significant forested hiking and 
recreation less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston! It is a principal recreation site for those living 
in Wilson, Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River! 
 
I am gravely concerned about the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks associated with 
the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and forested part of the 
Park!!  
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions, in 
addition to the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek! Before undertaking this massive project, I 
hope that the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015!!!! What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area!! What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, the public has a right to read the EIS, including all of the data and reports that are used to 
make determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal! 
 
Public transparency and engagement are absolutely essential!! Public hearings must be geld, not just 
line a room with “information” tables but in a context where everyone can hear all comments and 
responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park! 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
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Pam Ruediger 
64 Weeping Willow Run 
Parsons, WV 26287 
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From: Holly Bradley <holly@chesapeakeclimate.org> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 9:40 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Holly Bradley 
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2234 Locust Creek Rd 
Hillsboro, WV 24946 
 

PC00401



From: Alan Kuhlman <alankuhlman1950@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 3:35 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
WHY WHY WHY? I have supported economic projects in WV for the last forty years, but I'm completely 
opposed to this plan and have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the 
flooding risks associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on 
the wild and forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park being only a few minutes from our state Capitol is a unique West Virginia treasure. It 
provides significant forested hiking and recreation and easy accessibility as it is only a few miles from 
downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site not only for those who live close by in, Mink Shoals 
and Big Chimney but for many families throughout Kanawha County. There is already a deficit of parks 
of this type in the urban areas of WV and this project will DESTROY Coonskin 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
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Sincerely, 
Alan Kuhlman 
4 Granville Dr 
Elkview, WV 25071 
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From: Chelsea Schoolcraft <chelseaschoolcraft13@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 4:12 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Chelsea Schoolcraft 
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565 Robertson Ridge 
Elkview, WV 25071 
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From: Barbara Frierson <b03b13f@msn.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 2:45 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
While having an airport close to the State Capitol is convenient for all of us in the Kanawha Valley, this 
project as proposed seems highly questionable in terms of practical considerations, environmental 
impacts, engineering, and loss of public recreational opportunities.  
 
I also have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
The EIS should include serious consideration of several alternative sites for a regional, national and 
international airport that might more efficiently serve the needs of government, business, and a larger 
population of West Virginians.  
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- Given the current and future impacts of increased rainfall associated with climate change in West 
Virginia, what are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and native species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 

PC00404



hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of these points. 
 
Sincerely, 
Barbara Frierson 
888 Observatory Dr 
Saint Albans, WV 25177 
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From: Mia Barreda <miabarreda@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 4:09 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
This is a special piece of land that is very meaningful to local residents and I would be devastated to see 
it lost or impacted by this expansion.  
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
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Sincerely, 
Mia Barreda 
490 eagle view way 
Charleston, WV 25306 
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From: adam craten <adamcraten@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 9:41 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
adam craten 
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2234 Locust Creek Rd 
Hillsboro, WV 24946 
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From: Christina Hudson <cougars1189@aol.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 12:15 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway failed in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway does 
not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- What data is being collected on species that live in Coonskin Park and the surrounding area; and what 
steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Christina Hudson 
1612 Virginia St, E 
Charleston, WV 25311 
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From: Rosemary Severn <ratkinson57@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 2:43 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
My family and I use Coonskin Park several times a week. We live nearby, and run, bike, and hike there 
regularly. My older son learned to ride a bike there, and it is one of the few safe areas in Kanawha 
County for him to ride. Both of my children love hiking the trails at Coonskin, and I hope to encourage 
their love of the outdoors and being active as they grow up. 
 
I do not see a need to extend the airport's runway at this time, when we have a declining population and 
only a handful of flights per day. If there is a need, I hope the airport will consider other, more viable 
options, which may include moving to a new location. 
 
West Virginia is one of the unhealthiest states in the nation. We need more outdoor recreation areas, 
not fewer. In addition to my family's personal use of the park, I see many school running teams training 
there in the spring, summer, and fall. Bus loads of students arrive in May for field days. And there are 
many regulars who hike or walk their dogs on the trails daily. 
 
Coonskin has a lot of beautiful and unique landscape and natural features, and is loved by many 
residents of Kanawha County. Thank you for considering our comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Rosemary Severn 
430 Seneca Drive 
Charleston, WV 25302 
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From: Martha Horvath <martyhorvath53@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 8:00 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Martha Horvath 
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2939 Persimmon Grove 
Richmond, TX 77469 
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From: Richard Wolfe <thirdwolfe@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 10:49 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments.  
Richard Wolfe 
311 Monongalia Street 
Charleston, WV 
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25302 
 
Sincerely, 
Richard Wolfe 
311 Monongalia Street 
Charleston, WV 25302 
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From: Rosa Maurer <oddrosa@aol.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 5:46 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. Further, I have family that live near the park and can hear the 
air traffic. The amount of air traffic is insufficient to justify destroying the park.  
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Sincerely, 
Rosa Maurer 
2712 Five Mile Rd. 
Charleston, WV 25312 
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From: Chrissy Zeltner <chrizee@msn.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 28, 2022 11:14 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Chrissy Zeltner 
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132 Country Lane 
Bruceton Mills, WV 26525 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 12:06 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Scott Moreland  
 
Email: scott.moreland2@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park Impact 
 
Formal Comment: I recently read about the intentions of Yeager Airport to extend the runway which 
would destroy beloved sections of Coonskin Park forever. I grew up on Elk River since the mid 1970's 
and Coonskin is an area that my family visited often and I still visit once or twice a year.  It has played a 
central part in family weddings, it's a location shared with my children, and hopefully one day soon my 
grandchildren. For the past 30 years it's been an out of state trip from Ohio and for about 9 years was all 
the way from Washington state or Texas. The Alice Knight memorial trail and the rare formation known 
as "the grotto" are places my family loves to see year after year. Many tourists share this appreciation 
and bring much needed commerce to the area. Any action that could potentially cut off this source of 
revenue would be unwise since the main draw for tourists would be completely wiped out. West 
Virginia ranks at the top 5 most unhealthy states in the country. Eliminating one of the main attractions 
isn't likely to get people up and moving toward a healthier lifestyle. Lastly, looking at the history of the 
parks it's on record that America's state and national park systems were created to protect special 
places from development and the encroachment by man upon our natural resources. This area of 
Coonskin absolutely qualifies as a special place so the original intent for preservation should be 
honored. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 12:31 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: David Wheatcraft  
 
Email: lwheatcraft@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Unnecessary Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: As a pilot myself, I can confidently say that the efforts of CRW to revitalize the area 
are commendable, business decisions will render this unnecessary.  
 
If growth is indeed warranted, it’s time to move off the mountain. This airport requires more effort and 
expense in engineering than relocation. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 1:02 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Tony Basham  
 
Email: rustysteele85@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Airport Expansion Threatens Endangered Species Habitat, Native American Artifacts, 
and Featured Fall on West Virginia Waterfall Trail. 
 
Formal Comment: I love Coonskin Park. Coonskin Park is a beautiful place, and the Alice Knight 
Memorial Trail is a haven of natural beauty. A significant part of this beauty is the stream this trail 
follows, Coonskin  Branch, and the waterfall in "The Grotto" at the trail's end. It would be a shame, no, a 
crime against Nature to bury this gem, and destroy such important habitat. Also in danger of being lost 
under the proposed runway extension are any possible historical Native American sites, and 
archeological relics from the time Indigenous peoples travelled, camped, and hunted in this area.  
     The West Virginia Division of Natural Resources lists 14 species of Salamanders as "Species of 
Concern." It is not known how many of these species reside in the Coonskin Branch habitat that would 
be buried by the proposed runway expansion. It is not known because no survey has been done to 
identify the presence of endangered salamander species in the proposed burial zone. In addition to 
endangered salamanders, the presence of the critically endangered Bog Turtle (Glyptemys 
muhlenbergii), the smallest turtle in the country, should be confirmed, before any consideration of this 
project is finalized. Coonskin Branch, the stream along the Alice Knight Memorial Trail, is good habitat 
for the critically endangered Bog Turtle, which enjoys muddy areas where it can remain buried. It 
hibernates in winter months. Coonskin Branch is ideal for this critically endangered species. 
     Coonskin Park sits along the Elk River, and Coonskin Branch, is a tributary of the Elk River. This area 
was a prized hunting ground for Native American tribes such as the Shawnee. The Shawnee were often 
migratory, with villages scattered from Illinois to New York, and south to Georgia. The Coonskin area is a 
prime place to look for evidence of Native Americans' seasonal hunting camps. Even earlier Indigenous 
peoples made their homes in this area. Evidence found at the Market Lock Replacement Project dated 
to the historic and prehistoric periods. Prehistoric sites/components were located in both surface and 
buried contexts. Identified components dated to the Late Paleoindian, Early and Late Archaic, Early and 
Late Woodland, and Late Prehistoric periods, from approximately 9000 B.C. to A.D. 1500. Site types 
included Archaic camps, Woodland hamlets, and a large, Late Prehistoric palisaded village containing 25 
houses, hearths, refuse pits, and burials.These same types of sites have a probability of existing in the 
Coonskin Park area. But, no detailed survey has been done to determine the presence of such 
archeological sites/components in the Coonskin area. 
     Coonskin Park is very popular, and highly accessible to a large population, being just 15 minutes from 
downtown Charleston, the capital city. It is a County Park, that was constructed with volunteer citizen 
labor. The Alice Knight Memorial Trail is an easy hiking trail in a beautiful setting along Coonskin Branch, 
nestled in a hollow that tumbles down toward the Elk River. Its waterfall, known as "The Grotto," is 
idyllic. Descending through mossy boulders, the waterfall drops into a dark shallow pool in which 
dappled sunlight sparkles. This geologic treasure was recently listed as one of the prettiest waterfalls in 
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West Virginia, and is a "Featured Fall" on the "West Virginia Waterfall Trail," as published by the West 
Virginia Department of Tourism. It would be a shame to bury such a beautiful, scenic waterfall. 
     I am opposed to the runway extension project as currently planned. The project would cause 
environmental harm to endangered species habitat, and would bury possible Native American and 
Indigenous peoples sites and artifacts, as well as destroy the lovely and state-listed waterfall known as 
"the Grotto."   
     I have spent over sixty years of my life enjoying the scenic beauty of Coonskin Park, and the Alice 
Knight Memorial Trail along Coonskin Branch. I urge the FAA to reconsider the plan for Yeager Airport 
runway expansion. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Fox Burroughs <foxburroughs444@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 2:58 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Fail 
 
Civil engineering fail! 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:35 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kiah  
 
Email: kiahsmith1243@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport plan for expansion is wrong 
 
Formal Comment: As someone who has gone to Coonskin park many times in her life. Whether it's 
walking around, running the hills to the upper park, celebrating birthdays and having my senior day at 
the upper parks. To hear that the airport, that I have been to twice. That doesn't have much options for 
it's passengers for food or sitting area. To want to expand the runway.but hurt the nature of the piece if 
land that many in this area have gotten to experience. A local university has their athletics teams run a 
long the trails and the roads up to where the old entrance was. This is a place for young kids to 
disconnect for the technology world and see how nature ha. Explore the trails. Instead of the airport 
expanding, move it. I feel they don't receive enough traction to expanded it. It has been dead the last 
times I have flown at different times. In the night and day. Let nature remain and find another solution 
that doesn't harm Coonskin park. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
 
 

PC00417



From: Autumn Gardner <autumn.r.gardner@outlook.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 5:38 AM 
To: Comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Only Coonskin Park Offers Charleston Sunshine 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
The thought of Yeager Airport wrecking any further inch of our cherished Coonskin Park is gut 
wrenching. 
 
The wreckage the Airport has caused has already been extensive. 
 
Coonskin is unique to our city; the only other forest we have is Kanawha State Forest, and it sits down in 
a hole at the bottom of mountains. Not only is Coonskin easy for us who live in the city to access, but it 
has sunshine thanks to its location on top of mountains. During the colder months, when we have 
decent days for outdoor recreation, we can't go down into Kanawha State Forest, we will freeze; we go 
to Coonskin Park, where we can feel the sunshine on our skin. The threat of Yeager Airport taking this 
away from us is gut wrenching. Please, please don't let them take our park! We NEED this park. This park 
is irreplaceable.  
 
Yeager Airport has done enough damage. Keeping in mind the wreckage that has already been done by 

the people responsible for Yeager Airport's construction: the flood that destroyed homes back in 
2003 which was magnified by the airport's poorly designed run-off system (I was trapped above 
the flood on the now-collapsed mountainside, and watched a home become completely 
submerged within 30 minutes), in addition to the collapse of an entire mountainside, which 
forced residents to abandon the homes they had lived in their entire lives. The people 
responsible for Yeager Airport's construction are clearly ignorant. Why are they always 
threatening our park? And why would we let them keep destroying the surroundings? Let them 
use Keystone drive, which they've already trashed; but please don't let them trash our park any 
further... please!  
 
I love this park. I grew up in this park and know every inch of it. I teach my child to love the outdoors in 
this park. It is beautiful, and I am so, so thankful for it being close to the city. It's the perfect escape from 
the concrete chaos. Coonskin Park is the only place within an hour of us that offers forest AND sunshine. 
Please don't let them take this away. It is truly wrong. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
Autumn Gardner 
304-989-3661 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 6:10 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Joyce Armstead  
 
Email: joyce.joanna.armstead@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Please don't destroy Coonskin! I've been going to the park since I was a child. I have 
always loved it. I can see a section of the park from my house. It is always a comfort to me for some 
reason. I don't think we need more airport! Please leave our park alone. 
Thank you 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 6:51 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Shannon Grizzle  
 
Email: sgrizzle09@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Tax paying citizen 
 
Comment Topic: Don’t destroy the park 
 
Formal Comment: Adding this extension would destroy such beautiful areas of the park please don’t do 
that. We have very little to do in this area of West Virginia that’s free or inexpensive as it is. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 7:51 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Ned Whiteaker  
 
Email: nedwhiteaker@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Boy Scouts of America 
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport 
 
Formal Comment: I am against burying Coonskin Park for a runaway extension. Hikeable areas close to 
town are more valuable than underutilized infrastructure improvements. “Build it and they will come” is 
a fairytale that only exists in movies. Charleston doesn’t need a longer runway, the vast majority of 
airport users don’t, including the Air Guard. Kanawha county residents do need a place to enjoy nature. 
Many species of birds, amphibians and mammals need the scarce habitat found in the park as well. 
Please don’t approve this costly, destructive boondoggle. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 7:52 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Julianne Grady  
 
Email: jgauthor@gmail.com 
 
Organization: NA 
 
Comment Topic: Protect Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I am against any expansion of the airport into Coonskin Park. The park is culturally 
significant to the surrounding population and is nearby to a large metropolitan area. Many significant 
trails and natural features would be lost if this project was approved. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Tim <chord97@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 7:52 AM 
To: Comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: NO, to development of Coonskin 
 

No, to the loss of key areas of our Park.  
 
Tim Cavender 
South Charleston, WV 
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From: Dr. Desiree Harper <desireedennis01@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 8:33 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Good morning. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Dr. Desiree Harper 
4049 Pinehurst Dr 
Morgantown, WV 26505 
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From: Chris White <christopherwhitewv@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 6:05 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Please dont destroy the park and the streams and the emvironment woth this airport expansion. Leave 
the park alone 
 
Sincerely, 
Chris White 
31 davis heights road 
Maidsville, WV 26541 
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From: Eve Marcum-Atkinson <emarcatkin@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 7:42 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Eve Marcum-Atkinson 
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1041 6th St West 
Huntington, WV 25701 
 

PC00426



From: Sam Bedinger <Sam.Bedinger@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 1:23 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
I grew up in Charleston. While at Stonewall Jackson High School in 1963, I sang in the state chorus when 
we performed a centennial concert in every county seat, 55 concerts in 35 days. I loved visiting and 
hiking in Coonskin Park -- my family had a family reunion there, including family members from all over 
the east coast, and our memories of that wonderful time were shaped by the Park. There have to be 
alternatives that will not literally destroy so much of that treasured Park. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
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hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Sam Bedinger 
40 Gerber Road 
Asheville, NC 28803 
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From: Jay O'Neal <jayoneal@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 7:52 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have spent many days exploring the Alice Knight trail and all the other trails that extend through 
Coonskin Park. I feel that losing these would be a huge blow to the entire Charleston area. 
 
I fly 5-6 times a year out of Charleston and therefore understand some of the need to expand the 
runway, but is there any other way to do this that would not destroy the amazing trails and wildlife? 
 
The ONE THING that West Virginia has over other states is our amazing outdoors. Destroying a beautiful 
peace of wilderness so close to downtown seems like a huge mistake. 
 
Please consider other plans for Yeager. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jay O'Neal 
1518 LEWIS ST 
CHARLESTON, WV 25311 
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From: Robert Belding <rcbelding@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 9:08 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Additional comments concerning airport runway extension at Coonskin Park 
Attachments: GOPR0401.JPG 
 

Robert Belding  
1711 Oak Knolls Rd  
Charleston WV 2314  
  
  
Additional Comments on Coonskin Park.  
  
  
I was mistaken when I wrote in my initial comments 
earlier that the DNR boat launching site on the Elk 
River would be affected by the runway extension.  
  
I regularly birdwatch in Coonskin Park in the area 
that will be covered by the runway extension. Just 
last week I saw a Great Horned Owl which was 
close enough for me to clearly see the facial 
markings without any binoculars. The great variety of 
trees and habitat due to the variations in the 
mountainous terrain of the park, while not unique, 
cannot be replaced by any one site close to the city.  
  
Mitigation of the loss of Coonskin Park’s trails and 
scenery at a site in the area is impossible and 
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spreading mitigation over several sites is not equal 
to the loss of Coonskin Park itself.  
  
The cost of renovating the terminal and the runway 
is close to the cost of constructing a new airport 
closer to Huntington that will service a greater total 
population and have the capability of further 
enlargement if needed.  
  
Attached is a photograph of Coonskin Branch along 
Eagle Scout Trail close to its junction with the Elk 
River. 
 

It would be a great loss to the people of Charleston if 
the presently undeveloped parts of Coonskin Park 
were to be destroyed.  
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 9:10 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jackie hughes  
 
Email: ranee.myers@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Save Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: PLEASE LEAVE COONSKIN PARK ALONE. WE NEED THIS PARK !!! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 9:26 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Patricia McGill  
 
Email: cowgrls@suddenlink.net 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Save Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: Green space and access to outdoor activities are essential to the well being of any 
community.  Charleston has few outdoor recreation spaces and the airport authority now wants to 
destroy one of our greatest assets.  We have a beautiful park in the middle of our City that provides 
recreation, space for people to gather for events, and trees to counter poor air quality.  
Filling in a valley is doomed for failure.  The most recent landslide that destroyed part of a Charleston 
community should be a warning about the advisability of such an endeavor. 
The quality of life in Charleston is greatly enhanced by Coonskin Park and in this time of climate crisis we 
should be trying to maintain this asset, not destroy it!  Please don’t take this beautiful and restful place 
away from the citizens of the Kanawha Valley. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 9:26 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Emily  
 
Email: emilyfleck@hotmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Please protect Coonskin Park and find alternative plans for the runway expansion. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 9:38 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Danielle  
 
Email: manessdr@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I have been visiting Coonskin park with my family and my children since we moved to 
the Charleston area over 13 years ago. We have held multiple birthday celebrations in the shelters that 
are now in the proposed airport expansion area, the area that is proposed to be buried below 300 feet 
of fill. Coonskin Park is a treasure that is so close to Charleston, WV and it would be absolutely 
devastating to lose this natural resource for our community. Coonskin park cannot be sacrificed for an 
airport expansion.  
The information that I have reviewed thus far suggests that our region isn't in dire need of an airport 
expansion. Our population is declining and the airline customers are in decline as well. I have been flying 
in and out of Charleston for many years without issue or concerns. If expansion is going to move 
forward, then it seems appropriate to relocate the commercial airline to a location with level ground 
between Charleston and Huntington. This would possibly generate even more revenue by creating a 
regional airport that can service more West Virginians and also accommodate larger passenger planes.  
I  implore those making decisions regarding our public parks, to go spend multiple days hiking the Alice 
Knight, Cougar, Oaks, and Eagle Scout Trails. Take your family, friends, children and grandchildren to any 
of the many playgrounds and shelters for a day out of doors for a picnic and play. Then you would agree 
that sacrificing this beautifully wooded and natural resource for an unnecessary airport expansion is 
simply a terrible idea.  
Not only for the loss of the green space in our city and for our residences, but also the danger it creates 
for those along Elk River and for our Charleston water intake, due to potential runoff into the Elk River 
from the expansion, and also in the likely event, that at some point a landslide may occur into the Elk 
River. Neighborhoods below the current Yeager Airport are already plagued by flooding from the run off 
of the current airport runway. 
If an expansion goes through at the current location, despite public comment against the expansion, 
please at a minimum consider creating a runway bridge that with traverse over the existing park rather 
than burying Coonskin under 300 feet of fill.  
Thank you greatly for your time and consideration, please protect Coonskin park as it is today, for green 
spaces this close to Charleston are a treasure, a resource we cannot afford to destroy. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 9:51 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Meg Reishman  
 
Email: bella_gardens@outlook.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Please don't build a runway over Elk River municipal water intake & Please don't 
destroy Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I am writing in opposition of building an extended runway over the Elk River water 
intake for the municipal water supply for the Kanawha Valley.  Toxic pollutants of anti-freeze, fuel & 
heavy metals (among many other toxic pollutants) can run off the runway in the rain upstream from the 
municipal water intake & these pollutants can get concentrated in the snow & melt into the municipal 
water intake.  We don't need any more pollutants entering our drinking water supply. 
 
I am writing in opposition of filling in the valuable, beautiful & treasured woodlands & streams & 
waterfalls & wildlife habitat of Coonskin Park.   
 
Please don't destroy Coonskin Park.  Coonskin Park is a valued treasure of this area.  Coonskin Park 
provides a place for people to gather & explore nature & have reunions & weddings & funerals & 
conferences.  Coonskin Park holds valuable wildlife habitat & beautiful hemlock woodlands full of 
amazing ephemeral wildflowers & ferns & trees. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 10:44 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Pam Curry  
 
Email: wvpamcur@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park and proposed airport expansion 
 
Formal Comment: Please protect Coonskin Park 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 11:27 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Susan Dust  
 
Email: dusts22@outlook.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: The filling of 40 acres of Coonskin Park is extraordinary bad business. 
 
Formal Comment: To Whom Reads This: 
   1) Coonskin Park is one of the reasons to move  to Charleston West Virginia.   It is a non-urban park. 
West Virginia promotes itself as "Wild and Wonderful".  The plan to bulldoze the timbered portion of 
Coonskin is short sighted because it will hurt Charleston's future development.  We are losing 
population.  The lose of of our premier park with its hiking trails,  Indigenous and Early Settler artifacts  
   2).  You HAVE a fill already involving Yeager Airport.  It regularly floods Coonskin Drive because of the 
ineptitude of its building.  The aquifer you propose to fill runs all year long.  I haven't seen a soil 
engineer's report on how to deal with this.  Where's the report to the EPA  about the effects of the fuel 
raining down on area landowners property?  Yeager already impacts negatively property owners near 
by. How much more will this boondoggle cost then? This proposal is not good for Charleston.   It is the 
standard Give Up... Because We Say You Will Be Better Off Because Of It.   This is thought out and 
Charleston loses because of it. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Mark Davis <vinylvillagewv@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 11:57 AM 
To: Comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Save Coonskin Park 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
I am a frequent user of the hiking trails and upper loop of Coonskin Park. In fact, using the park for 
recreational exercise helped me meet my doctor’s requirements to lose weight! Coonskin is an asset to 
Charleston in its current state and should not be altered. 
 
I am a customer of our airport and appreciate its usefulness to our community. Nevertheless, I believe 
strongly in preserving the park as it is so my young daughter and her children may have the opportunity 
to enjoy what we enjoy now. 
 
Thank you for your consideration.  
 
Mark Davis 
 
 
 
 
--  
Mark B. Davis 
304-415-5027 
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From: Jim Kauffelt <jimwva@wvdsl.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 11:57 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS Comment 
 
To the Federal Aviation Administration: 
 
I am writing to voice my strong opposition to the expansion project proposed for Yeager Airport in 
Charleston, WV. It is unnecessary and will destroy Coonskin Park, a valuable recreational resource and 
nature area which has no nearby comparable area to replace what would be lost if the Airport Authority 
is allowed to build its project. I urge you to deny this application for approval of the project in its 
entirety.  
 
I am 70 years old and have been going to Coonskin Park on a regular basis since I was a child, so for over 
60 years. My parents took me to the playgrounds at Coonskin park as a child. Since then, I have hiked, 
biked, swam, picnicked, played tennis, golf and Frisbee, gone to cookouts, weddings, reunions and 
concerts there, and now take a third and fourth generation of  kids to the playgrounds there. There is 
nowhere else in the area that offers all of these opportunities. 
 
I recall that around 20 years ago, Yeager Airport attempted to get FAA approval and funding for a similar 
proposal  to extend their runway into the center of Coonskin Park. Obviously, that foolish proposal was 
rejected. Now they are making another application to get approval and funding for a very similar, if not 
identical, proposal. Despite what they may claim, nothing has changed in the intervening years that 
would support this wasteful project. In fact, the current airport is more the sufficient to serve the need 
of this area for the foreseeable future. A new terminal or longer runways are not what is needed to 
improve the economy or the everyday lives of local residents here. 
 
I have not heard any claim from any airline that this project is needed to increase or improve service, 
but the cost, hundreds of millions, would be outrageous and the impact on Coonskin Park would  be 
devastating. The project would  destroy  400 acres of Coonskin Park, about half of its area, containing 
forested natural areas, hiking trails, and most of the picnic shelters. The mountain across from Gorman 
Shelter would be blown apart and the rubble would be used to bury the park road, Coonskin Branch, 
Gorman Shelter, and the Alice Knight Nature Trail. The fill would be about 200 feet high.  The footprint 
of this fill would be so large that they will have to build a steep retaining wall close to the Elk River, 
which borders Coonskin Park on one side. In the recent past, a giant fill project built by the airport 
collapsed, burying a church and other structures in the valley below. If I recall correctly, it was by sheer 
luck that no one was killed.  
 
Don’t be fooled by the statement from the Kanawha County Parks and Recreation  Commission Director 
in support of this boondoggle. That gentleman’s job is dependent on the whims of that Commission, 
appointed by the Kanawha County Commission, and both bodies seem intent on building their empires 
and spending hundreds of millions of dollars to do so, whether there is any actual need to be served, 
and regardless of the damage it will do, in this case, to an irreplaceable resource that has been enjoyed 
by innumerable local people for at least four generations, and for which there is no alternative providing 
the same variety of opportunities. 
 
I respectfully request the Yeager Airport expansion project application be denied. Thank you for the 
opportunity to comment. 
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James D. Kauffelt 
Kauffelt & Kauffelt 
P.O. Box 3082  
Charleston, WV 25331-3082 
(304) 345-1272 
  
NOTE:  This e-mail (including attachments) may be attorney/client privileged and is confidential information 
covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act 18 U.S.C. Sections 2510-2521 and any other applicable law, 
and is intended for the use of the individual or entity named herein.  If the reader of this message is not the 
intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient, dissemination, 
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  Although this e-mail and any attachments are 
believed to be free of any virus or other defect that might affect any computer system into which it is received and 
opened, it is the responsibility of the recipient to ensure that it is virus free and no responsibility is accepted by the 
sender or the author hereof in any way from its use.  If you have received this communication in error, please 
immediately notify us by return e-mail.  Thank you.   
 
 
 

 

Virus-free.www.avast.com 
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From: Mick Wiseman <mwiseman@wvdsl.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 12:03 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS Comment 
 

To the Federal Aviation Administration: 
 
I am writing to oppose the proposed airport expansion project at Coonskin Park.  As far back as 
I can remember, my family frequently took me there as a child.  Coonskin is where I learned to 
fish, play baseball, and ride a bike, amongst many other activities.  I began taking my daughter 
there when she was just three years old.  As an adult, I have attended many family picnics, 
reunions and celebrations at shelters all over the park.   
 
            Coonskin Park is a staple in the Charleston, WV area for young and old alike. The 
proposed airport project is detrimental to future generations and will:   
             

• Destroy hiking trails  

• Prevent hands-on learning about nature 

• Remove sporting facilities which currently are free for the public to use  

• Force countless school, non-profit organizations, churches, and community to 
relocate annual events.   
 

I respectfully request the Yeager Airport expansion project application be denied. Thank you for 
the opportunity to comment. 
 
 
Mick Wiseman 
Paralegal 
Kauffelt & Kauffelt 
P.O. Box 3082  
Charleston, WV 25331-3082 
(304) 345-1272 
  
NOTE:  This e-mail (including attachments) may be attorney/client privileged and is confidential information 
covered by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act 18 U.S.C. Sections 2510-2521 and any other applicable law, 
and is intended for the use of the individual or entity named herein.  If the reader of this message is not the 
intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient, dissemination, 
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  Although this e-mail and any attachments are 
believed to be free of any virus or other defect that might affect any computer system into which it is received and 
opened, it is the responsibility of the recipient to ensure that it is virus free and no responsibility is accepted by the 
sender or the author hereof in any way from its use.  If you have received this communication in error, please 
immediately notify us by return e-mail.  Thank you.   
IRS CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOURES:  To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that 
to the extent this communication (or any attachment) addresses any tax matter, it was not written to be (and may 
not be) relied upon to (i) avoid tax-related penalties under the Internal Revenue Code, or (ii) promote, market or 
recommended to another party any transaction or matter addressed herein (or in any such attachment).   
 
 

PC00439



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 12:20 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Debora Mattingly  
 
Email: deboramattingly@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: Protect Coonskin Park! This place is a vital part of the community. Green spaces need 
to be protected  and Coonskin should be left as it is 
 
Thank you! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 12:24 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Ed Weber  
 
Email: ed@edweberarchitects.com 
 
Organization: Ed Weber Architects 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: The proposal to bury Coonskin Park with fill dirt is a travesy! Very little benefit to the 
region for the complete obliteration of a valuable public resource.Yeager is a decrepid airport and if 
additional runway length is needed, a new location should be sought were a 21st century airport can be 
built. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
 
 

PC00441



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 12:42 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Robin L. Godfrey  
 
Email: rlgdfry@yahoo.com 
 
Organization: none 
 
Comment Topic: Proposed Runway extension project at Yeager Airport 
 
Formal Comment: I am opposed to the proposed runway extension and taking land from Coonskin Park. 
The extension is the cart before the horse. This airport is in a shrinking city in a shrinking state, 
population-wise.  There is no suggestion that by extending the runway, we'll get more flights to 
ANYWHERE.  I attended Airport Authority Meetings for several months in hopes of getting a non-stop to 
NYC restored, to no avail.  The issue is the availability of gates at LaGuardia, and extending our runway 
will have NOTHING to do with more gates being available at LaGuardia or anywhere else.  There is no 
tangible benefit to this pie-in-the-sky runway extension compared with the enormous and irreplaceable 
loss of our historic park, which is a time-honored  jewel for our under-parked city and county.  For these 
reasons, I oppose permitting the extension.  Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 12:44 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Takeiya Smith  
 
Email: takeiya@younwvforward.org 
 
Organization: Young West Virginia 
 
Comment Topic: Protect Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Our parks should be protected not destroyed. The Coonskin Park is a safe haven for 
community members who utilized  the park space for youth programs, educational space for learning 
about the outdoors, sports and family events. This is not only a threat to where community members 
gather for different pivotal times i our lives but also poses a threat to drinking water. The community 
strongly urges the FAA to deny this proposal to destroy a park that is important to do many.  
 
Thank you, 
 
Takeiya Smith 
Young WV 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 12:51 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Takeiya Smith  
 
Email: takeiya@youngwvforward.org 
 
Organization: Young WV 
 
Comment Topic: Protect Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: Our parks should be protected not destroyed. The Coonskin Park is a safe haven for 
community members who utilized  the park space for youth programs, educational space for learning 
about the outdoors, sports and family events. This is not only a threat to where community members 
gather for different pivotal times in our lives but also poses a threat to drinking water. The community 
strongly urges the FAA to deny this proposal to destroy a park that is important to so many.  
 
Thank you, 
 
Takeiya Smith 
Young WV 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Morgan King <morganking513@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 11:09 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Morgan King 
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2113 Kanawha Ave. SE 
Charleston, WV 25304 
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From: Samantha Nygaard <samanthanygaard@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 10:26 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
I appreciate this opportunity to comment and ask questions regarding the proposed Yeager Airport 
expansion. 
 
Coonskin Park is a hidden gem of West Virginia's Metro Valley. Just minutes away from West Virginia's 
largest city, this special place provides forested hiking and recreation opportunities within the safety of 
a public park. 
 
During the early phases of the pandemic in 2020, Coonskin Park was filled with families and friends 
looking for ways to recreate safely while honoring social distancing guidelines at that time. Along with 
my dog, Georgia, I have pent many hours wandering the miles and miles of trails at Coonskin.  
 
Coonskin Park captures the wonder of the Mountain State's wilderness in Kanawha County's own 
backyard. From the countless picnics in the pavilions, hiking meet-ups, driving range dates, golf, dog-
friendly walks; but what I relish the most are the times where I encounter a first-timer on the Alice 
Knight Memorial Trail stopping me to ask where they can find the waterfall grotto (and their excitement 
when I tell them they are on the right path). These moments in Coonskin Park are what makes this place 
so special.  
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport?  
 
- Are there documented examples and case studies that can be shared with the public that this 
expansion will increase aviation service? Will this expansion guarantee increased aviation service?  
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
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Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. I urge you to please hold public hearings so that 
Kanawha County residents can hear all comments and responses from officials. There are so many great 
places for folks to gather in Coonskin Park for these public hearings (the clubhouse can hold up to 150 
people for weddings). Thank you so much for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Samantha Nygaard 
922 Hunt Avenue 
Charleston, WV 25302 
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From: Sarah Fox <missionlove04@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 10:56 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Though I haven’t had the opportunity to use or go Coonskin much, I have enjoyed picnics and events on 
occasion. I am concerned about losing green space. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
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Sincerely, 
Sarah Fox 
Po Box 75360 
Charleston, WV 25375 
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From: Raab, Taylor <twraab@janney.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 11:18 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Airport Expansion Comment 
 
To Whom It Concerns: 
 
               I am 42 and was born and raised in Charleston.   I currently am raising 3 children who are 
currently 12,14, and 16.   I like Yeager Airport and Coonskin park.   I have enjoyed Coonskin park my 
entire life.   I do not want to see destroyed places where I have celebrated Father’s Day, had numerous 
church picnics, and wonderful hikes.    It would be a crime to bury the Alice Knight Trail.    There are also 
countless unique environments that should not be sacrificed.   There are also numerous Native 
American cultural sites that should not be disturbed or ruined.   I am also a member of the Kanawha 
Amateur Radio Club and we utilize part of the park for the national American Radio Relay League Field 
Day.    There is simply too much to loose and not enough to gain to warrant the project as it currently 
stands.   Myself and my whole family are against this project.     
 
Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Taylor W. Raab, 
 
Financial Advisor 
 
Janney Montgomery Scott LLC 
 
500 Virginia Street East, Suite 1090 
Charleston, WV 25302 
v- (304)-344-3426 
f- (304)-344-3423 
twraab@janney.com 
 

Visit my website for account access and market updates: 

www.RaabWealthAdvisors.com 

     

 
 
While the information herein has been obtained from sources we believe to be reliable, its accuracy and completeness is not guaranteed. E-
mail is to be used strictly for Janney Montgomery Scott LLC business purposes only. E-mail for the purpose of executing orders is prohibited due 
to unreliability of receiving orders on a timely basis. Original or forwarded e-mail containing jokes, inappropriate language and solicitations are 
strictly prohibited.  Janney Montgomery Scott LLC intends this message to be used exclusively by the addressee's. This e-mail and any 
attachments may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this 
message is not the intended recipient, or employee or agent responsible for delivering this e-mail to the intended recipient, you are hereby 
notified that any unauthorized disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of this e-mail and attachments is strictly prohibited. If you have received 
this e-mail in error, please notify us immediately by returning it to the sender and deleting it from your computer system. 
 Thank you. 
 
 

 
Janney: The Highest Standard of Success in Financial Relationships. 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 12:55 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Linda Kolb  
 
Email: lkrunner@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Save Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Please find an alternate plan for the airport expansion.  An airport at a central 
location, between Charleston and Huntington, would make so much sense.  It would be dreadful to 
destroy the beautiful park and the history it contains. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 1:01 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Donald Holcomb  
 
Email: pacwv11@aol.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Airport Expansion Project 
 
Formal Comment: I wish to comment on the proposed expansion project. The proposal to expand the 
airport to theoretically increase interest for more flights from the airlines is a pipe dream. This would be 
detrimental to some of the trails. We need to protect our parks. That is more important than a few extra 
flights that probably won't happen anyways. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 1:03 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: kaylee runyan  
 
Email: ghiorzikaylee@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Young West Virginia 
 
Comment Topic: Protect Coonskin park 
 
Formal Comment: My friends and i rely on public parks such as Cookskin to stay connected to each other 
and the outdoors as we hike the trails, barbecue, and have picnics. Public parks are a part of what makes 
this state such a beautiful, inviting and enjoyable attraction to tourists. Please Protect Coonskin park!!!! 
- kaylee runyan  Young WV 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 1:05 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name:  
 
Email:  
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: No benefit for the cost 
 
Formal Comment: If you don’t build it, they won’t come.  The current runway is of sufficient size to 
accommodate other airlines, but unfortunately, CRW doesn’t attract them because of demographics. If 
you build it, they won’t come, and, several millions of dollars are wasted and the heart of Coonskin Park 
is ruined. Additional runway doesn’t change the demographics. There is no other local outdoor 
sanctuary that can replace what would be lost in Coonskin (cycling and hiking, among many other 
activities). There is NO benefit (economic or other) to expanding the runway. 
I request that you do not publicly disclose my personal information. Thank you. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 2:24 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Lois Kuhl  
 
Email: likuhl@ymail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Proposed Yeager Airport Expansion Comments on Scoping Phase of EIS 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin Park is an area that has been set aside to allow nature to remain 
undisturbed.  It is a thousand-acre oasis supporting a wide variety of mammals, birds, amphibians, 
reptiles, invertebrates, plants and fungi.  Entering the park a person can play golf, swim in the pool, 
watch a soccer match, get married in the wedding garden, play on the playground, play in the 
skateboard area, play tennis, pitch horseshoes or fish in the pond all within the first 1/2 mile.  Once you 
pass the tennis courts the park takes on its wild side.  Even if you never leave the pavement, you can 
observe a red-tailed hawk circling overhead, a great blue heron fishing in Coonskin Branch, a black snake 
crossing the road, or a box turtle following a path in the grass.  Looking up the hillside you can see wild 
turkey and deer grazing.  There are hiking trails which take you further into the woods where you can 
immerse yourself in the silence of nature.  It was within this silence I began to work through the grief of 
losing my husband.  Daily walks throughout the year, witnessing nature changing with the seasons; 
bright Autumn leaves to stark Winter white to fresh green of Spring, following the natural order of life.  
This was a great comfort to me.  This wild area of the park has many natural wonders including the 
Grotto waterfall which was recently added to the official WV Waterfall Trail. Artifacts and old graveyards 
attest to this land once being used by indigenous people as well as early settlers.  I feel this history 
should be preserved.   
 
Concerns to be addressed within the EIS: 
1.  What impact will the destruction of the wild natural habitat have on every living thing in and around 
the park. 
2.  What impact will burying Coonskin Branch have on the aquatic life. 
3.  What impact will the blasting have on nearby businesses and homes.  Structural damages have 
occurred from prior blasting. 
4.  Is this project even feasible.  How can over 25 million cubic yards of earth be moved and stabilized to 
prevent slope failure. 
5.  What precautions will be used to safeguard and protect the Elk River which is the resource for West 
Virginia American Water. 
6.  What options for replacement lands are being considered. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
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From: Jo Anne Christian <jachristian@suddenlink.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 2:23 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Park  
 
I am very much against the changes planned for Coonskin.  I have enjoyed the park since I was a child 
and I have many fond memories of time spent with family and friends while there.  I’m now into my 
sixties and I still love to hike on the trails and look at the wildflowers and birds. The destruction of much 
of the park caused by the runway extensions breaks my heart.  Please don’t do it.  I cry for the loss of 
habitat for all the wildlife that lives there.  I cry for all the people that will no longer be able to enjoy the 
natural setting of this beautiful park.  Again, please don’t do it. 
Jo Anne Christian  
304-539-5424 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 2:47 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Michelle Burk  
 
Email: mburk81@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: Save Coonskin Park. The park is a defining part of the community, county, and 
extended area. There is no other park like this in the area. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 2:52 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: James Caudill  
 
Email: caudillfam@gmail.com 
 
Organization: n/a 
 
Comment Topic: Regarding runway expansion 
 
Formal Comment: As a frequent traveler out of Yeager airport, I feel the runway lengthening is 
absolutely essential.  It is needed for the safety of those who land and take off from Yeager.  However I 
am also a supporter of Coonskin Park, and I saw the map of what areas were going to be filled and made 
inaccessible to the public.  It is clear that the area around the Gorman shelter will have to be sacrificed.  
However it seems to me that an alternate plan might allow the Alice Knight trail to the southeast of the 
project, including the waterfall/ cave, to be saved.  At that point the runway extension will be on top of 
the hill, and the creek and trails are outside the safety area on the map.  Why not leave this trail and 
that portion of the creek untouched?  That will require less moving of earth.  However if the engineers 
feels this is not possible, I would choose to sacrifice this portion of Coonskin Park in order to have a safer 
and more modern airport. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 2:57 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Paula Kaufman  
 
Email: kaufmanbrown@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Individual 
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin park and airport extension 
 
Formal Comment: As you know, any time you change the natural contour of a place, it disrupts nature’s 
innate capacity to mitigate natural disasters. In a state famous for horrific flooding, this preposterous 
proposal believes that creating a man-made mountain on the tax payer’s dime, is structurally feasible. It 
is absolutely not. Doesn’t take a high school diploma to figure that out. Basically, millions and millions 
would be spent to create a safety risk to those that live in the area and all that drink the water that is 
the mouth of the American Water intake. The more money Yeager spends on the airport, the fewer 
flights exist. There are far less flights than there were several years ago. There used to be direct to NYC. 
Now no longer. Not to mention taking a public park to create this insane concept. You cannot cut off a 
mountain and take the dirt to fill in the neighboring valley to become a mountain, build development on 
it and expect for this to be sturdy. Welcome to a future of landslides and floods in the Kanawha Valley 
like we’ve never seen. It will be the largest man made flood risk in WV history. Additionally, you are 
destroying a park with that prettiest natural rock formations in the county. The state could put this 
funds into advertising Coonskin Park, expanding the many gorgeous trails and showing off a park that 
most have never explored. The natural wonder of Coonskin is vast and is something the county and 
state had sought to undermine for over a decade. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 3:07 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Mary Ann Workman  
 
Email: workmanma@icloud.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Airport Expansion into Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I saw the message about the airport and am very distressed. Our favorite hike is the 
The Eagle Scout trail and Alice Knight trail. I have been going since I was a young girl as my father, 
Richard W Workman was in on the original building crew from the Charleston Gazette. One of the very 
best memories of my childhood was Daddy taking us hiking at daybreak on the Alice Knight trail after a 
snow. The entire trail was magic to me then and now.  
Please do not allow the destruction of these amazing trails. I have only flown out of that airport 4 times 
but I have hiked those trails hundreds. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Thornton Cooper <thornbush@att.net> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 3:11 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Comments on Yeager Airport expansion 
Attachments: YeagerletBrooks112822.docx 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Attached hereto are my comments about the proposed expansion of Yeager Airport. 
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
 
                                  --Thornton Cooper (11/29/2022, 3:11 p.m. EST) 
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To:  Andrew Brooks, Environmental Program Manager, Federal Aviation Administration, 
Eastern Regional Office, AEA-610,1 Aviation Plaza, Jamaica, NY  11434 
 
From:  Thornton Cooper  
 
Subject:  Environmental Impact Statement on proposed expansion of West Virginia 
International Yeager Airport 
 
Date:  November 29, 2022 
 
By this e-mail, I am submitting comments on the proposed expansion of West Virginia 
International Yeager Airport (Yeager Airport), formerly known as Kanawha Airport.  
Yeager Airport is under the control of the Central West Virginia Regional Airport 
Authority (CWVRAA).   
 
Thank you for extending the comment period through this afternoon. 
 
An attorney in, and native and resident of, Kanawha County, West Virginia, I was born 
in 1950, a few years after the airport was dedicated, and still live just a few miles away. 
Yeager Airport and nearby Coonskin Park are also located in Kanawha County, near 
Charleston, the state capital. 
 
As a supporter both of Yeager Airport and of Coonskin Park, I oppose the 
northeastward expansion of Yeager Airport into the existing territory of Coonskin Park.  
The proposed expansion would bury a stream known as Coonskin Branch and 
adversely affect existing trails and wildlife.  News reports suggest that the proposed 
expansion might cost hundreds of millions of dollars. 
 
While other individuals have submitted comments about the proposed destruction of 
much of Coonskin Park, I want to discuss the continuing decline in population in the part 
of West Virginia that is closer to Yeager Airport than to other airports. 
 
From the time that Kanawha Airport was first used by the public, West Virginia’s 
population has been dropping as a percentage of the population of the United States.   
When I was born, West Virginia elected 6 members of the House of Representatives.    
When I started the first grade, I was living in West Virginia’s Sixth Congressional 
District, represented by Congressman (later Senator) Robert C. Byrd.  That district 
consisted of Boone, Kanawha, Logan, and Raleigh Counties. 
 
Beginning in January 2023, West Virginia will only have 2 members in that body. 
Kanawha County will be in the new First Congressional District, represented by 
Congresswoman Carol Miller. 
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As measured by the Bureau of the Census, Kanawha County reached its peak 
population of 252,925 in 1960. By 2020, its population had dropped to 180,745. 
Likewise, Charleston reached its peak population of 85,796 in 1960.  Even though the 
territorial scope of the city increased through annexation during the next six decades, 
Charleston’s population had dropped to 48,864 by 2020. 
 
Furthermore, West Virginia’s population center has been moving away from Yeager 
Airport, northward and eastward, for the past 70 years.  According to the Bureau of the 
Census, West Virginia’s population center in 1950 was at 38°36′14″ North latitude and 
at 81°00′ 51″ West longitude.  This center of population was in Clay County about 11.2 
miles northeast of the Town of Clay.  Clay County is adjacent to Kanawha County. 
 
According to the Bureau, West Virginia’s population center in 2020 had moved to 
38°49'24" North latitude and 80°40′17″ West longitude.  My on-line research indicates 
that this population point is located in northern Braxton County, slightly west of I-79 and 
south of the Town of Burnsville. 
 
Moreover, many West Virginians who live within a 50-mile radius of Yeager Airport 
actually live closer to Tri-State Airport in Wayne County than to Yeager Airport. 
 
The number of West Virginia residents who live closer to Yeager Airport than to other 
airports continues to decline.   Spending many millions of dollars to destroy much of 
Coonskin Park to extend Yeager Airport’s main runway is, in my opinion, not cost-
justified. 
 
I recommend that any expansion or renovation of the airport facility be limited the 
existing territory already owned and controlled by the CWVRAA.  
 
Thank you. 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 3:17 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Olaf R. Funfstuck II  
 
Email: o.funfstuck@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Citizen 
 
Comment Topic: Future Elk River Rail Trail Expansion 
 
Formal Comment: After looking at the proposal, and speaking with consultants at the open house, I'm 
concerned that the fill for the expansion project will encroach upon, or completely block the current 
railroad right-of-way (ROW) along the Elk River. The Elk River Trail Foundation is currently working to 
complete a rail trail that will follow the ROW from Charleston, to Gilmer Station, WV, making this one of 
the longest recreational trails on the East Coast. The proposed expansion must not block the 
construction of this trail system. The trail, and it's economic impact, are a once in a generation 
opportunity to breathe new life, and economic prosperity into the communities that hug the banks of 
the Elk River. This project must explore construction methods that don't negatively affect the rail-to-trail 
project. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Alexis Yost <acyost@mix.wvu.edu> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 3:31 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Alexis Yost 
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460 Inglewood boulevard 
Morgantowb, WV 26505 
 

PC00461



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:09 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Shirley Bonnett  
 
Email: sburgess294@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Save our Park and Natural Habit 
 
Formal Comment: I am writing to explain how important Coonskin Park is to me and my family. When I 
ask my grandchildren where they want to go they say the creek. We go play along the creek at Coonskin. 
My family has had so many family memories at this park. I understand the need for progress but really 
how much is this proposed expansion really going to bring to CRWV. There was already a major failure 
by filling in for emergency landing area that resulted in homes and peoples lives being destroyed. I 
would hate to see history repeat itself. Please reconsider this proposal. I thinks it’s time for a new 
airport in another location. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:12 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Adam Knauff  
 
Email: adamknauff@hotmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Yeager Airport runway expansion into Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I have not seen any data which would show that the potential expansion of the 
Yeager Airport runway into Coonskin Park will have the kinds of benefits to the community that 
eliminating the hiking trails and, for all intents and purposes, destroying half the park would justify. 
Please don't expand the runway into the park without a clearer picture of what the park would look like 
and what the benefits to the community would potentially be. Additionally, I have not seen any data 
that would show a potential $250 million tax-payer investment to expand the runway with no basis for 
improved flight service, due to market conditions and declining population, would be worth the cost. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Sarah Wright <sarahwrightwv@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:12 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Concerned Citizen Against Airport Expansion 
 
To whom it may concern: 
Our state isn’t called wild and wonderful for nothing. Our forest is our treasure and needs to be protected. 
Surely at least one of WV’s endangered or threatened species calls Coonskin home or at least uses it on 
a critical migration path. Many people in the area have seen bald eagles flying and perching along the Elk 
River below the airport where Coonskin is located. Aren’t there Eastern Box Turtles on the hill known as 
“Turtle Hill?”  
I take my baby to play at Coonskin so she can feel connected to nature. Coonskin’s road, especially the 
area that’s going to be filled in, is one of the only places in the area where a family can walk with a stroller 
on concrete and still feel like they’re walking in the woods. I once found a beautiful salamander in the 
area that would be destroyed. Small things like this might not mean much to some, but to those of us who 
are from here, know it’s what makes our state special and will drive our economy in the future. TOURISM 
is our future. There’s been a revival in people wanting to feel connected to nature, and it just doesn’t 
make sense to bulldoze over what we’ve got. One of the waterfalls on the WV Waterfall Trail-which has 
been a huge and well received tourism campaign- is even located in Coonskin in the area that would be 
destroyed. 
Also WHY would the airport be expanded? To accommodate larger planes and more flights? This makes 
no sense for an area with a shrinking population. We fly to the large hubs- Charlotte, Atlanta, and DC. If 
you have those and a flight to Sarasota SRQ (where everyone in Charleston seems to fly for vacation 
which Huntington is reaping the benefits of by the way), then we’re covered. We can catch connecting 
flights if we need to go somewhere else. Yeager isn’t some bustling airport where people are fighting for 
spots on flights and demanding more flights available. 
Thank you for your time, 
Sarah Wright 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:15 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Erin holmes  
 
Email: holmesee@wvstateu.edu 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Expanding the airport 
 
Formal Comment: Expanding the airport will destroy our natural community and we will no longer have 
places for our kids to go 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:15 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jorene  
 
Email: sotojorene@hotmail.com 
 
Organization: Charleston, WV resident 
 
Comment Topic: Opposition to airport expansion 
 
Formal Comment: I ama mother, small business owner, and citizen of Charleston WV and a former long 
term member of the WV Air National Guard.  I’m requesting that you not destroy half of our beautiful 
Coonskin Park by expanding the airport into it.  First, I use it regularly for running and hiking.  We will 
lose our only large park that is this close to the city, and we really don’t have very many parks anyway, 
especially ones that are big enough to run in.  Additionally, it will cause damage to the environment, the 
animals, the Elk River, and the surrounding area.  Finally, I do not believe it will be structurally sound as 
we all know what happened to the last expansion the airport built.  The money would be much better 
spent building a new airport somewhere nearby in The Valley.  Thank you for your attention to this 
matter. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:20 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Marshall Spradling  
 
Email: mjspradling@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Save Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: I am very much against destroying a large portion of Coonskin Park for a runway 
expansion for a declining airport in a state with a declining population.  I have lived in Charleston my 
entire life and I love Coonskin - I've hiked, run, biked, swam and taken my kids there, as have many 
others.  I would hate to see it bulldozed over and filled in for these and countless other reasons.  Very 
short-sighted and poor decision, and I hope to see this not happen. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Greg Ray hill <gryhill@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:24 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Park 
 
Dear receiver,  
  As a life long Elk River resident I am against expanding the airport and decimating the  Coonskin Park 
nature area. Why is it so important to the Faa to expand a runway that will still end abruptly with a 
steep drop off anyway? 
Who will guarantee that this will not result in a landslide into the river threatening not only flooding the 
residents homes but the Charleston area water supply as well? 
 Is the Faa seeking this or some politicians looking for some federal funds to come to their districts?  
If the Faa is demanding that Wv have a longer runway then place it west of Charleston where there’s 
room for 10,000 ft plus a 2000 ft safety over run on level ground.  With I-64 going to 3 lanes each way all 
the way from Charleston to Huntington access would be better if you really think business will increase 
that much.  
That is, unless it’s really not that important  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 

PC00468



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:26 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
Attachments: grotto3.jpg 
 
Name: Amanda Fields  
 
Email: amandarachel75@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I'm a long time resident of the Elk River area and Charleston. I grew up going to 
Coonskin Park on a regular basis for cookouts, hiking, and swimming. It's devastating to learn that the 
most beautiful part of Coonskin -The Grotto on the Alice Knight Trail - is at risk. Sure, there are a lot of 
other nice outdoorsy areas in the Kanawha Valley, but nothing compares to this area. This is where I can 
take my children and truly get lost in nature. They play in the water, hide in trees, climb up and down 
the hills. There is no therapy for children greater than this. Please reconsider the destruction/alteration 
of this magnificent place. If the current location of CRW is not large enough, why not move it 
somewhere less...mountainous, but still within driving distance from Charleston. 
 
Attachment: grotto3.jpg 
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:27 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Lisa Pettigrew  
 
Email: fieryredxx@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Coonskin 
 
Comment Topic: Killing our history 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin is a part of Charlestons heritage. Many of us, our parents, grandparents, 
great grandparents frequented Coonskin Park. Please, we please to you, do not take our heritage away. 
Save our historical park/habitat. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:31 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jennie Hill  
 
Email: jennie.hillwv@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Laotong Yoga Inc 
 
Comment Topic: Displaced airport neighborhood resident seeks new inspired planning session 
 
Formal Comment: Dear Advisors,  
Please keep in mind that i formerly lived below the Yeager Airport on Keystone Drive during the time of 
the last horrific landslide caused by trying to extend the runway without bridging between the valleys. 
My home was condemned and torn down due to the lack of foresight, oversight, and proper long-term 
planning that this airport location desperately needs. I truly believe that bridging is a better concept 
both for residents and the environment for extending this runway if this dangerous mountaintop airport 
is to be kept. I personally say make a new airport in Teays Valley where it is flat and can service both 
Charleston and the Huntington Tri-State area. But if you keep this airport above Barlow and Keystone 
Drives, please consider the effect of flushing 10-20 million dollars down another feeble attempt to make 
this runway just a little longer. As far as i understand it, the runway actually needs to be at least 10,000 
feet not the 8k of this project proposal.  
 
I love Coonskin Park also and have been going there with my family for decades. We all have very fond 
memories of this park and this proposal would destroy the natural beauty of our public lands as well as 
not actually work to make the runway safer. If you have to extend the runway to the north please 
considering bridging in this location also. There’s no reason to destroy this natural beauty if we don’t 
have to!  Thanks for reading and considering my comments. God bless you and i pray you make the right 
decision.  
Jennie Hill 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:36 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Daniel Christopher Hale  
 
Email: danielhale88@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: Please don’t destroy any of Coonskin. It’s a beautiful park and surely some other way 
can be devised to extend the runway. I hope the park is left alone 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:37 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Kim Hundley  
 
Email: hundleykim@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Citizen 
 
Comment Topic: Please Don’t Destroy Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: I have been enjoying Coonskin Park for 40 years. First as a kid, and now as a parent. 
My family used the trails on a weekly basis. Please do not take this gem away from Charleston. Please 
find alternatives to the airports needs. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:41 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Cherokee  
 
Email: cherokee.jones1994@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Myself 
 
Comment Topic: Don't do it 
 
Formal Comment: You already fucked up once and caused a huge environmental disaster.  Do not let 
history repeat itself. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:41 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Mary Biel  
 
Email: mary.c.biel@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park, Runway extension 
 
Formal Comment: Coonskin park is a beautiful and cherished park. The Alice Knight trails have so much 
beauty and love and personal memories for myself and my children. It would be devastating to lose this 
area. Please leave Coonskin alone and let our community enjoy it for many more years to come. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Margi Bush <margi@wisdomtreecoaching.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:44 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Comment on Yeager Airport Expansion 
 
Greetings, 
 
I am writing to offer my memories of Coonskin Park and comments about the potential destruction of 
many, many acres of green space including a beautiful trail and stream among other things.  
 
When we manipulate land in hopes of having "more" and whatever "more" may mean for WV 
regarding the expansion of Yeager Airport, we contribute to loss of habitat and the result is species loss 
too.  
 
Invite you to wake up and see the earth, our precious earth, as a living being not something we can 
continue to destroy for financial gain. The difference the expansion will make in airport operations and 
service are minimal compared to the impact this will have on one of the few parks in our area.  
 
I fondly recall riding the city bus from North Charleston and walking from the Washington Street bus 
stop and, yes walking, to enjoy Coonskin Park and walking back to the bus stop to ride the city bus 
home. That's how much I loved Coonskin as a teenager. I took my own children there as they were 
growing up. Now my granddaughters enjoy the park.  
 
When we consider the benefits of having this valuable outdoor space for the health and well-being of 
our WV citizens, it seems we would choose protecting this green space over destroying it. 
 
Please consider making the right decision and be a leader in "normalizing loving the earth."  
 
Thank you, 
Margi Bush 
 
--  

"A turn or two I'll walk, to still my beating mind."    ~Prospero, 
The Tempest, 4.1 

 

I wish you a day filled with curiosity, nature and creativity.  
 

Margi Bush, M.S., ACC, NBC-HWC  
Associate Certified Coach                                                              
Certified MBTI® Master Practitioner 
EQ-i 2.0 Coach and Facilitator 
Certified Integrative Health Coach, Duke Integrative Medicine  
(304)549-4630 (Cell) 
 

Intellection | Input | Individualization | Connectedness | Learner 
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Assistant: Lisa | 240-731-9823 
www.wisdomtreecoaching.com  

 

CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION: This email message and any attachment may contain 
privileged and confidential information intended only for the use of the individual or 
entity to which the email is addressed. If the reader of this message is not the intended 
recipient or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient, that 
person is hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this 
communication is prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
notify us as soon as possible by email or call 304-549-4630. Thank you for your 
cooperation and assistance. 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:49 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Jon Boggs  
 
Email: jboggs@baileyglasser.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I write to support Coonskin Park -- a true treasure of Kanawha County.  When I weigh 
the benefits that Coonskin provides for Kanawha County residents against the potential benefits of an 
expanded airport, there's no comparison.  Keep the Park!!   
 
As a lifelong resident of Kanawha County, I understand people value our airport, but we have a declining 
population base here, and building a longer runway is not going to change that.  Our airport is big 
enough for this small market.  The effort we'll make to expand a very impractical airport on top of a 
shaved off mountain is not justified.  Why engage in all this engineering effort and cost to keep an 
airport in an impractical (and dangerous) location? 
 
And if you destroy Coonskin in the process, then the good people of Kanawha County just have one less 
reason to stay.  You'll have a giant airport and no one to use it.  What a waste of natural beauty and 
federal dollars. 
 
Please don't take away our Park!! 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:54 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Pam Hylbert-Eder  
 
Email: Phylberteder@gmail.com 
 
Organization: Pam Hylbert Properties, Broker and Kanawha County homeowner 
 
Comment Topic: Opposing of the extension of Yeager International Airport into Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: To Whom It May Concern: 
 
As a long time property owner and real estate broker of the Kanawha Valley, I have several reasons 
opposing the desecration of the green space area of our beautiful park. I use the word "desecrate" due 
to the damage to our streams, root systems, rock formations, existing trails, picnic areas, current terrain, 
existing wildlife, amphibians found in these streams, forestry, gravesites, and the list goes on. This 
should be enough to stop further damage to this park and all that it holds dear for Kanawha Countians 
and those who visit or pass through.  
 
As a real estate broker for almost 25 years and a real estate agent for almost 39 years, this park has 
been a main attraction on my "real estate tour," that I give to all my incoming clients, whether they are 
moving from within the state, nation or international. I am frequently told what a "gem" we have and 
how centrally located it is.  Within a few minutes of downtown Charleston and vicinity.   
 
When the first entrance into Coonskin Park was closed off due to keeping the Air National Guard, there 
was as slight tapering of individuals using the park. Getting the word out for the new entrance, 
directions to get there, all played a part in becoming our haven of rest, again.  Now, it has come back. 
On any given day, you will see high school, middle school children, elderly and younger people using the 
park for walking, hiking, cross country practice, biking and picnicking in the woods. Last weekend was a 
gorgeous weekend. People had their children running and playing. All of these people choose this area 
due to getting back to nature.  Away from the concrete of downtown and the hustle and bustle of life.  
During the midst of COVID, this park was a lifesaver for so many.   
 
Much consideration needs to be given to the public, the green space that we will never get back, and 
the accessibility we loose to the aforementioned nature and all that it has to offer.  I humbly ask that 
you take all of this into consideration before desecrating another hilltop. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Pam Hylbert-Eder 
Concerned Citizen 
Broker 
304-541-5602 Direct Line 
 
Attachment:  
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Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Jim Waggy <needwildnature@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:54 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: EIS for Yeager runway extension 
 
I will address three topics in these comments. I want to make clear why the area of Coonskin Park that 
would be impacted by Yeager Airport's proposed runway extension is a valuable asset for residents of 
the Kanawha Valley. Second, I will question the necessity of the project. And third, I will address the 
issue of mitigation, if the proposal is approved and funded. 
 
Some of the airport boosters downplay the importance of the Coonskin parkland by saying that WV is 
filled with forests, so hikers should be able to find other locations for outdoor activity. But the reality is 
that the majority of forested land is owned by large land management companies (many with out of 
state owners) and is not open to the public. Kanawha State Forest is an excellent place for hiking, but it 
is not as accessible for many people. This is especially true in the winter, when the roads to KSF can be 
icy and treacherous. Coonskin Park is readily accessible for Kanawha Valley residents year round. In the 
winter, the paved road that goes up the hill across from Gorman Shelter is closed to traffic, so that 
entire section of the park is open to hikers and dog walkers, without having to deal with car traffic. WV 
ranks near the bottom nationally in many different categories related to health and fitness, such as 
obesity, heart disease, diabetes, etc. WV has an urgent need to expand public opportunities for walking 
and hiking - not take away the little that is available. 
 
The large majority of the shelters, natural areas, and hiking trails of Coonskin are located in the area that 
would be decimated by this runway extension. A few years back, the Kanawha County Commission 
announced a ban on timbering in Coonskin, which would allow the forest to return to an old-growth 
condition. The Alice Knight Memorial Nature Trail is a jewel of a trail. It makes a loop around both sides 
of a small stream. While the park needs to do some maintenance work on the trail, the trees, boulders, 
rock formations, side streams, and mosses give you the feeling of being in the deep woods, even though 
you are just a few minutes drive from downtown Charleston. I have hiked in the natural areas of 
Coonskin hundreds of times over the years, and it has been a wonderful, peaceful stress reliever. I've 
had many interesting wildlife encounters, including watching a male wild turkey, with feathers and tail 
puffed out in full display, present a dazzling mating dance. I've stood quietly ten feet away from a 
migrating Saw-whet Owl that was perched on a low branch, and we watched each other for an extended 
period of time. In the spring, the nature trail has a wide variety of wildflowers, In summer and fall, there 
are edible mushrooms, and in winter, the icicles and frozen waterfall put on a good show. By the way, 
the Alice Knight trail is named for a woman who worked hard to protect the natural areas of Coonskin 
the first time Yeager tried to get approval for a runway extension into the park. This was a little over 
twenty years ago. 
 
On my second topic, I'm not an engineer or an expert on aviation. I do know that Yeager has been 
operating with basically the same configuration for decades, with planes of all sizes coming in and out, 
and it seems to be doing just fine. When watching airline traffic at Yeager, there seems to be plenty of 
time and space for planes to stay out of each other's way. Charleston and the surrounding areas have 
lost significant population over the last twenty years. It seems to me that any gains for Yeager would be 
relatively small, compared to the enormous financial cost of the project and the devastating impact on 
Coonskin Park. There was an effort about twenty years ago to construct a regional airport between 
Charleston and Huntington that would serve both cities. This proposal had a lot of support, especially at 
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the state level, but one big reason it didn't happen is that Charleston political leaders opposed it, saying 
that Yeager was a fine airport and they didn't need a regional airport with a longer runway. 
 
There are also reasons to be concerned about landslides from this large project. I'm told that the 
disastrous slide at the other end of the runway is now required reading at engineering schools. But also, 
when Yeager "borrowed" dirt for relocating its taxiway a few years ago, the area it borrowed from 
experienced repeated slides onto the Elk River Trail of Coonskin, including at least one large slide into 
the Elk River that buried a large mussel population. With the large footprint of the fill for this proposal 
coming close to the Elk River, Yeager's track record gives plenty of reasons for concern. Besides the 
thriving mussel population, the Elk River is home to the endangered Diamond Darter. Plus, the inlet for 
the water plant supplying the Kanawha Valley is just a short distance downstream from the airport. 
 
On my third topic, if this project goes forward, the extent of the impact would mandate an exceptional 
amount of mitigation. This is not the view of local political leaders. The County Commission only 
appoints members to the Parks and Recreation Board that value the airport far more than the parkland. 
The current president of Parks and Rec is General Tackett, the retired head of the WV National Guard. 
The local leaders seem interested in constructing some shelters and a couple of soccer fields in the 
sterile flat land created by the project and calling it a day. This can't be allowed to happen. If the project 
goes forward, it is imperative that the impacted natural areas of Coonskin be replaced by comparable 
and accessible natural areas on a ten to one basis. 
 
Thank you for reading and giving thoughtful consideration to these comments. 
 
Jim Waggy 
Friends of Coonskin 
Kanawha Forest Coalition       
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:56 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: B. Scott Eder  
 
Email: Dr4dtf@aol.com 
 
Organization: Private Citizen - Dentist 
 
Comment Topic: Oppose Yeager Airport into Coonskin Park 
 
Formal Comment: I strongly oppose anymore encroachment into Coonskin Park. We need this space for 
our people to enjoy. 
 
B. Scott Eder, DDS 
304-546-5250 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Jeanne Chandler <jeannecha@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:59 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Park proposed project 
 
I am against the I am against the extension of the runway it's going to mess up our Park  
 
Reba Murphy  
3003 Riverdale Drive  
Charleston WV 25302 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 5:00 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Frank Skidmore  
 
Email: frankyskidmore@yahoo.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Coonskin Park ruination 
 
Formal Comment: Although not born in WV, I was raised in WV after being kidnapped from Tennessee.  
My wife of 50 years was raised here in Kanawha County and has shown me the many wondrous areas of 
a Park she knew quite well.  She was in Scouts, so many of the areas and trails were very familiar to her 
and she shared with me.  Please don't ruin the natural Park, the probable indigenous artifacts, and 
needed green area.  If you need longer runways, it's time to move on. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 5:01 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: John  
 
Email: ranee.myers@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic: Save Coonskin 
 
Formal Comment: Save Coonskin 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 5:57 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Laurie Thompsen  
 
Email: lthompsen@wvcadv.org 
 
Organization: N/A 
 
Comment Topic: runway extension project 
 
Formal Comment: I am writing to say that I do not endorse the destruction of the upper areas of 
Coonskin Park, in order to build a runway extension. Other alternatives are available. There are very few 
areas in Kanawha County that provide such a wonderful place to picnic, hike and explore our beautiful 
geography. While it is nice that the soccer field and golf course would be kept, there are limits to the 
number of people who use those particular facilities, while there are far more people (individuals, 
families and groups) who use the upper picnic shelters, hiking trails and other resources. Additionally, 
the beautiful grotto, Coonskin Branch, land that is home to birds and animals, and the joy of hiking in 
this lovely area will be irretrievably lost. Eliminating this section of the park would be a major loss to our 
community and I strongly urge you to use another way to address the runway issue. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Ella Belling <ellabelling@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 7:22 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS- public comment 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks 
I appreciate the opportunity to provide comments on the scope of the Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) to be performed by the Federal Aviation Administration and other applicable agencies regarding 
the proposed Yeager Airport runway expansion.  I have concerns regarding the proposed project’s 
negative impact on the land, water and wildlife as well as diminishing much of the public recreation in 
Coonskin Park.  I grew up near Coonskin Park and my family and I have enjoyed hiking, birding, 
wildflower walks, and picnicking at this park with several generations of family over 20 years.  We are 
not alone, as this park serves as a nearby nature retreat for the city of Charleston.   
 
The proposed runway expansion will negatively impact the forested portions of Coonskin Park including 
hiking trails, archaeological sites, scenic views, and picnic areas.  The changes also will likely create a 
new level of noise and ruin the ability to enjoy the sounds of nature or quiet reflection.  Deforestation 
and increase of noise in remaining forested areas will also impact the wildlife and bird populations.  I 
have watched over the years this mountain collapse with development as it is prone to landslides and 
slips.  I also have a love for the Elk River and have grown to love the outdoors as a result of its beauty 
and the woods along it.  I hope that through this process, there is a realization that the loss is not worth 
the gain.  I hope alternative locations are considered first.   
 
Although not my primary wish, I hope a rail-trail expansion will be considered as an offset to the 
amenities and beauty lost if this extension to the airport is approved.    
 
A rail-trail connection to the 93-mile Elk River Trail is a possible option to offset the loss of recreation at 
Coonskin Park to the greater Charleston community.  The Elk River Trail Foundation has provided 
information on two properties that could be considered for purchase and construction of a rail-trail that 
would extend the Elk River Trail, a rail-trail currently being built.  This would provide opportunities to 
bike, walk, run, and access the river as well as protect a greenway corridor for conservation.   
 
Sincerely, Ella Belling 
505 Madison Avenue, Morgantown WV 26501 
 
growing up at 2602 Charmwood Drive, Charleston, WV 25302 
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From: Nancy Hill <hillnancyl@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 7:51 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Opposition to airport 
 
Please come up with another option that will not destroy so much of Coonskin Park. Our population 
base is so low that unless we can get somebody definitely like Southwest commit to coming in here it’s 
not worth it to spend all money to update. Thank you. 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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From: Billy Wiseman <kwiseone@aol.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 8:04 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Coonskin Destruction 
Attachments: Coonskin Destruction.docx 
 
Please accept this response and request.  I had to work today and had internet issues.  
 
K Wiseman 
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Coonskin Destruction – Yeager Airport Expansion Project 

November 3, 2022 

 

Written Comments to: 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Mr. Andrew Brooks, Environmental Program Manager, Eastern Regional Office 

 

Dear Sir: 

As an eternal optimist I am hopeful that this exercise of Public Comment and Public Scoping Meetings 

are not exercises in futility.  But I fear that no matter what is said by the public, the decision is made and 

the destruction of Coonskin Park will be done regardless- too much money and too many promises 

made to individuals who will profit from this project.  I understand even a former agreement made by 

Kanawha County Commission exists promising Coonskin Park can be used for the airport.  Strange how 

this is happening were that the case…. 

First request: In full transparency, the public needs to know what firms, individuals known to the people 

making these decisions, or any known or related companies with connected individuals to our Airport 

Authority or our Kanawha County Commission ends up part of the awards for this project- that benefit 

from this project and must be fully disclosed.  This is our park- the citizens in this area, in this county, 

who will be MOST impacted.  And we deserve to know where the dollars are going and who will benefit- 

because it will NOT be us.  How will this information be provided to the public? 

Second request: Is the completion of this project absolutely mandated by the FAA to continue the 

current operations and flights into and out of Yeager Airport?  As a frequent traveler for many years 

living in Charleston, I have not had any issues getting in or out of Charleston due to lack of flights – and I 

travel coast to coast.  In fact, on November 2, I returned from a trip to Westchester County NY and the 

flight was just over 4 hours of my time, including the layover in Charlotte. I will be headed to Dallas in 

December as well.  I understand from the meeting I attended that in fact this is NOT mandated but a 

response to a poorly constructed portion of the runway after the Keystone Collapse, and an imposed 

weight restriction as a result.  Seems a leadership and execution issue- not a reason to destroy a public 

natural greenspace and the destruction of animals, trees, and other natural formations like The Grotto, 

which is also on the Waterfalls Trails by the State Parks.  Interesting how those don’t seem to matter 

now. 

Third request:  If the answer is no to the above, what business demand is driving this expansion? Is it 

increased travelers – where is the business need driving this?  Numbers are needed as we are not 

gaining population. Charleston is NOT expanding business that would require this large a renovation 

based on what has been announced.  So, what is the driving force behind this?   

I understand from the meeting at the Doubletree, in 15 – 20 years there is a supposed elimination of all 

regional jets requiring larger aircraft.  So, a forecast of something happening in 15-20 years which seems 

impossible knowing that these are fuel efficient, easier to make and maintain, and more accessible than 
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large aircraft is what we are making these decisions on?  Seems forecasts come and go, but this would 

also mean, if we are playing the forecast game that far out, the population in Charleston will be mainly 

senior citizens and under 40,000 people.  So reduced destinations and less departure and arrival options 

for those few remaining people travelling frequently due to the capacity requirements airlines require 

for flight scheduling is the result of the ‘requirement of larger airplanes.  Business will suffer and more 

bleed to Columbus and even Huntington will result.  Not good for the airport or for the citizens of this 

county. 

Fourth request:  There is a requirement based on the purchase of this land that has been stated requires 

a ‘replacement’ of the lost acreage.  Where is that replacement of 400 acres of undeveloped natural 

habitat to be located?  If I listen to the Yeager Director, she said they would ‘give back’ the cleared land 

when they are done.  Nice- we get bare, destroyed flat land in a Mountain State? Really?  That is the 

answer?  Not acceptable.  We live in this rural, natural beauty for a reason – the outdoors.  If we desired 

to walk and hike and relax and celebrate in flat land, we would move to Iowa.  We love our natural 

outdoors where deer, bear, fox, woodpecker, and turtles abound.  Where squirrels and chipmunks and 

birds all gather in freedom where their only predators are the natural ones.  Yet, the proposed 

bulldozing of all this nature and its bounty is seen as insignificant all of a sudden.   

We have a city in southeastern WV, Marlinton, that is flooded regularly but oh no, let’s not protect the 

city because there is an endangered salamander in the Greenbrier River.  But all the nature in Coonskin 

does not have that luxury.  Dollars all of a sudden mean more than the environment, mental health of 

the citizenry or the physical health of the public who uses that park DAILY. 

I myself have hiked this park every day with few exceptions for over two years.  During COVID, this was 

my sanctuary from the stress of being ‘closed in and closed up’.  It became my exercise room as I made 

major life changes- loosing over 100 pounds, walking my dogs, hiking all throughout the park, recovering 

from knee replacement surgery in February of this year and just enjoying the West Virginia beauty God 

created and provided to us to care for and nurture- all within minutes of my home.  Friends and family, 

church and citizenry use this park for relaxation, exercise, exploration, wonder, and mental health 

betterment and social gathering enriching families and groups for over 50 years!  That is irreplaceable.  

This has to matter more than rads and runways. 

Fifth request:  Why is the landfill necessary for this project being taken from the park itself?  Why not 

some other government owned land?  Why not Keystone area which has already been destroyed by the 

airport!  There could be acres preserved for the wildlife (Deer, fox, bear, squirrel, Eastern Box Turtle, and 

many other animals) preserved and not sacrificed on the altar of ‘progress’ if landfill is taken from other 

non-park areas.  Option 1- why was Keystone extension deemed ‘not feasible’?  Was it more expensive 

than the bulldozing and destruction of 400 acres?  Option 2: Preserving the upper level at a minimum 

where the park shelters are located before the beginning of the ‘circle’ to access via the Fire Road Trail 

would be a compromise that the public may consider an olive branch to a very disturbed and angry 

populace.  We want the costs and reasons laid out in layman terms – not contract language or ‘biased 

opinions’ for the public to VOTE ON!  This is our public park; our tax dollars and we deserve a VOTE. 

I don’t know if this will be read, laughed at, discounted, etc. but know that I and many others will 

exercise out voices and our votes for the Kanawha County Commission and the Legislature if this action 

proceeds.  I would even vote to have the airport moved to Lincoln County IF the destruction of Coonskin 

Park is the option. 
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Thank you for the opportunity to provide these requests and look forward to the responses and to a 

future meeting where the representatives as a panel face the public for questions and answers.  Seems a 

reasonable request. 

 

Sincerely, 

Kathy Wiseman 

A Concerned Citizen and Supporter of Coonskin Park 
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From: Jean Davis <jeanhannadavis@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 5:05 PM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jean Davis 
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906 Henry st 
Princeton, WV 24740 
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From: tawney mangus <porttawney2@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 10:49 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
 
Move the darned airport to a safer place to land a plane,ie, somewhere between Huntington and 
Charleston, where there is bottom land, wide valleys and no steep presivice for an airplane overshooting 
the runway to go down in flames when landing. Save our natural inter city areas for public use, not an 
extended death trap. 
 

PC00489



From: Johnna Bailey <johnna.bailey@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 10:53 PM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Please don’t fill in coonskin! 
 
Hello, 
Coonskin Park is an amazing place which contains one of the Charleston-area natural gems: the Alice 
Knight trail. It’s a gorgeous trail which I thoroughly enjoy trekking, there is nothing else like it in the 
Charleston area.  
However, there is ample flat land for an airport in the area between Huntington and Charleston. It is 
time for the Kanawha valley to have a large regional airport, but using fill is not sustainable.  
Please reconsider your plan, and keep Coonskin whole! Build a new airport in between Huntington and 
Charleston.  
Thank you, 
Johnna 
 
— 
Johnna Bailey 
3046542301 
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From: R Hughes <ranee.myers@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 9:12 AM 
To: info@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Save Coonskin Park 
 
Please save Coonskin Park.  CRW needs to move along to somewhere else.   Leave Coonskin alone   
 

PC00491



From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 12:29 PM 
To: info@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Contact Us 
 
Name: Phillip Smith  
 
Email: ptsmith2@aol.com 
 
Organization: none 
 
Subject: Airport Runway Extension 
 
Message: Taking part of Coonskin Park is an outright disregard to the people of the Kanawha Valley. 
They need places to go for recreation and enjoyment of the natural surroundings. 
 
Please consider other alternatives!!!! 
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Teresa Quigley <tquiglet@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:25 PM 
To: info@YeagerAirportEIS.com 
Subject: Exhibits to Environmental Impact submitted November 29, 2022 
Attachments: imagejpeg_0(7).jpg; imagejpeg_0(6).jpg; imagejpeg_0(2).jpg; 

imagejpeg_0(8).jpg; imagejpeg_0(12).jpg; imagejpeg_0(13).jpg; 
imagejpeg_0(14).jpg; imagejpeg_0(15).jpg; imagejpeg_0(16).jpg; 
imagejpeg_0(17).jpg; imagejpeg_0(1).jpg 
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From: Teresa Quigley <tquiglet@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:03 PM 
To: info@YeagerAirportEIS.com 
Subject: Fw: Failure Notice 
 

 
 
----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: "mailer-daemon@yahoo.com" <mailer-daemon@yahoo.com> 
To: "tquiglet@yahoo.com" <tquiglet@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022, 12:54:41 PM PST 
Subject: Failure Notice 
 
Sorry, we were unable to deliver your message to the following address. 
 
<info@yeagerairporteis.com>: 
550: 'JunkMail rejected - sonic312-24.consmr.mail.ne1.yahoo.com 
[66.163.191.205]:33933 is in an RBL: 
Blocked - see https://www.spamcop.net/bl.shtml?66.163.191.205' 
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 

This is my environmental Statement. 
 
I am currently a resident to the original Coonskin Drive locale and entrance. Which 
means the original entrance was closed. I would no longer walk, run, bike and enjoy the 
use and convenience of the park from my current residence. That privilege was lost.  
 
What I do incur and continue to incur is flooding as the hillside continues to fall using my 
residence as it's ravine and Cesspool dump. The devastation would make Niagra Falls 
look like a mere foot bath (and that is exactly what it looked like with the force that came 
from throughout the hillside). The force of the waters and devastation brought extreme 
damage to the foundation of my home and structures and property. The street, too, has 
fallen and is in great despair.  
 
Once the force of water has established its own course, there is little to stop it. 
 
The old drainage system can no longer support the construction and expansion of the 
airport and runways. The drainage system or lack thereof is deteriorated and no longer 
supports the devastation that torments the residents and property owners of the 
McCubbin Drive area.  
 
 
 I truly feared for my safety with the devastation of August 2022.  
 
Not even the rains can wash away what is standing in the property. I no longer sit out of 
doors and no longer go to the basement area. The garage contains two vintage cars. I 
have yet to open or take the doors down. The stinge from the filth that filled my 
basement area has yet to fade. The smell is overwhelming.  
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The contamination and continued runoff, the emissions, the air pollution, the air noise 
pollution continue to intensify not to mention the shared runway with CRW and WV 
National Guards. The impact of the low flying aircrafts shakes and rattles the entire 
residence and windows. Not at all a healthy environment for pets and the elderly. I can 
assure you as they embark over my rooftop and descend it is under 500 feet. It is 
already a busy combined and international hub.  
 
The devastation to my property is another Keystone Drive disaster. It was referred to as 
an EMAS collapse. It was an EMAS disaster. Especially when it was noted six months 
prior to the devastation. 
 
Residence could have better prepared. To date, any corrections to the devastation to 
improve or rebuild the area has not taken place. There is a bandaid effect put in place 
for the swamps and runoff.  
 
It is about safety, health and environmental stewardship. The waters and flooding is 
now redirected during rain and storms and forces the devastation onto and through 
one's property and residence. It has been a constant battle to restore one's property, 
only to be met with reoccurring damage and now diminished beyond normal repair and 
maintenance.  
 
I am very proud for the progress of my State and even more proud that our Guards are 
stationed here in Charleston,  Kanawha County, but it should not come as a cost and 
devastation to the property owner.  
 
(Previously noted and viewed November 2, 2022) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT EXHIBITS. To be submitted under separate cover.  
 
Thank you. 
 
Respectfully, 
Teresa Quigley  
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From: R Hughes <ranee.myers@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 4:35 PM 
To: info@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Save Historical Coonskin Park !!!! 
 
Coonskin is a part of Charlestons heritage.  Especially Elk River Folks!!!!So many of us grew ip in this park 
~our parents, grandparents, my aunts uncles cousins always went to Coonskin Park for picnics and 
reunions and to let our kids play on playground and skate park !!!Plus all the great walking trails that will 
be destroyed fir no reason!!!!   Save our historical park !!!  
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 6:45 PM 
To: info@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Contact Us 
 
Name: Ginny Stuck  
 
Email: hgmgj5@yahoo.com 
 
 
Subject: Concerns about Coonskin Park and Yeager Airport 
 
Message: I’m against the expansion of the runway. Coonskin park has always been a great place for the 
community to go. The loss of the hiking trails and bike riding trails would be great loss to our 
community. My son can ride from our house on his bike to go biking in the park. Also, my concerns are 
the blasting and the dirt moving. This will be changing the entire landscape of our community from all 
aspects driving past. Also, I’m concerned about the wall that will be built by the elk river. There’s no 
guarantee that this will hold, and if the dirt would slip into the elk River, it could potentially flood make 
shoals. I also live very close and have rental property in the area that could be damaged by the blasting a 
bed rock. The Knollwood community experienced foundation cracking during the blasting that was done 
on the previous expansion of the airport, and when the interstate went through. I feel that if they 
absolutely need to expand this runway, it needs to be completely moved to a different location that can  
hold the length of runway needed. 
 
Subscribe? Yes 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: William Ross <therealwillross@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 30, 2022 12:07 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Airport Expansion 
 
Hello, 
Thank you for your time in considering public opinion regarding the plans for runway expansion at 
Yeager Airport. I am a travel lover and appreciate the convenience of flying out of Yeager Airport instead 
of having to drive several hours to a larger airport. While the short drive is nice, I do realize Yeager has 
its drawbacks, primarily limited destinations and small plane sizes. While I would love to be able to fly 
directly to more places from Yeager and believe a better airport could benefit Charleston, I do not think 
the current plan to expand the airport into Coonskin Park is the right path. I have several reasons for 
this. 
First, I am skeptical that the proposed plan would yield significant differences in the current services 
provided at Yeager. I find flying into and out of Yeager to be quick and convenient compared to most 
airports I have flown out of. I do not see the current plan significantly improving the overall travel 
experience. I also do not think our city is currently able to support any of the airlines significantly 
increasing their number of routes from Yeager. If the demand does not exist, the airlines will not change 
their current operations.  
I am also very concerned about the potential environmental impacts of such a project. As we have seen 
before, placing large quantities of earth behind retaining walls is a recipe for eventual slips. We live in an 
area that experiences heavy rainfall, and with climate change is likely to have an increase in severe 
weather events. Placing millions of tons of fill behind a retaining wall in close proximity to the Elk River is 
asking for a future disaster. 
Finally, I do not believe that sacrificing one of our beloved green spaces is an acceptable price to pay for 
this project. If the Covid-19 pandemic has taught us anything, it is that our modern life can be brought to 
a screeching halt suddenly and unpredictably. When this happened in 2020, many of us turned to these 
sacred outdoor spaces to cope with the stress of life as we knew it changing overnight. When we lost 
jobs, friends and family members, our social lives, and so many other things, our parks were still there 
for us. While the pandemic brought many people out to parks like Coonskin for the first time, others had 
been enjoying our parks for a long time. I belong to a running group which frequently runs from 
downtown into Coonskin to enjoy the trails that would be destroyed by this project. I have fond 
memories hiking with friends, and having get-togethers with family members in this park. While our 
area has other wonderful parks such as Kanawha State Forest, the proximity of Coonskin to people who 
live in Charleston makes it even more special. I have lived in many places around the country and one of 
the main reasons I moved back to West Virginia was the access to nature without having to drive far 
and wide.  Coonskin Park is a gem of our area that would be destroyed with minimal benefit if this 
project is to go through. Please, please, please leave our park be. Destroying it is simply progress in the 
wrong direction. Thank you for your time and consideration. 
 
Will 
 
--  

William Ross, PTA 
Mobile: 808-777-8237 
Email: therealwillross@gmail.com 
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From: Michael Chapman <msc420@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 30, 2022 8:43 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Detailed plans and engineering study? 
 
Hello, 
My mother, Martha Chapman, is an elderly woman who lives on the Elk River in Blue Creek. I have 
concerns the construction could reduce the flow of the Elk River resulting in flooding that would 
potentially impact my mother.  She lives within 100 yards of the Elk River and it wouldn't take much to 
impact her.  The water gets incredibly high as it is. 
 
Can you please share with me the location of the detailed plans and the engineering study of the 
projected construction that moves the runway towards Coonskin Park and the Elk River? 
 
Thank you, 
Michael Chapman 
 
19 Skunk Drive 
Elkview, WV 25071 
719-600-8546 
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From: David Dickens <dave@non-cents.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 30, 2022 8:16 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Please consider that the Greater Charleston area has had a constant decline in population over the past 
25 years with a corresponding decrease in the amount of air service required, making the current 
runway more than sufficient.  
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
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Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
David Dickens 
95 Wildrose Ln 
Scott Depot, WV 25560 
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From: Website Form Submission <wordpress@yeagerairporteis.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 30, 2022 11:35 AM 
To: comments@yeagerairporteis.com 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS - Formal Scoping Comment 
 
Name: Nadia  
 
Email: nadiap.wv@gmail.com 
 
Organization:  
 
Comment Topic:  
 
Formal Comment: Hello, 
As a resident of Charleston, I am firmly against Yeager Airport expanding into and thus destroying 
portions of Coonskin Park. That park is a valued piece of our history, our community, and our wildlife. 
Please do what you can to save the wild and wonderful parts of West Virginia, as they are integral to our 
survival here.  
Thank you. 
 
Attachment:  
 
Subscribe? No 
 
--  
 
(Sent via Yeager Airport EIS Website Formal Comment Submission) 
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From: Nicole Grimes <ngwaybright@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 30, 2022 10:50 AM 
To: Andrew Brooks 
Subject: Yeager Airport EIS 
 
Dear Mr. Brooks, 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment. 
 
I have questions about the need for the proposed Yeager Airport expansion, the flooding risks 
associated with the project, and the significant impact on Coonskin Park – especially on the wild and 
forested part of the Park. 
 
Coonskin Park is a unique West Virginia treasure. It provides significant forested hiking and recreation 
less than 10 miles from downtown Charleston. It is a principal recreation site for those living in Wilson, 
Mink Shoals, Big Chimney, and along the lower Elk River. 
 
The proposal to expand the Yeager Airport runway will destroy 10 hiking trails and 20 picnic pavilions; 
the forest and the scenic Coonskin Branch creek. Before undertaking this massive project, I hope that 
the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will address these concerns: 
 
- What data is being used to determine the need for increased aviation service and/or size of planes to 
Yeager Airport? 
 
- What are the flooding risks to the area and the Elk River? How will flood risks be mitigated? 
 
- The current runway subsided in 2015. What measures will be taken to ensure the expanded runway 
does not also subside? 
 
- How will the lost public and wild lands be replaced, including mature woodlands? 
 
- As proposed, the project will remove a mature, heavily forested area. What information and data are 
available demonstrating the carbon storage loss from removing these mature trees? 
 
- What data is being collected on endangered and other species that live in Coonskin Park and the 
surrounding area; and what steps are being taken to lessen the impacts on aquatic and terrestrial 
species and their habitats?  
 
Additionally, I request that the EIS include all of the data and reports that are used to make 
determinations regarding the environmental impact of the proposal. 
 
Public transparency and engagement are essential. Please hold public hearings so that everyone can 
hear all comments and responses from officials – with at least one hearing in Coonskin Park. 
 
Thank you for considering my comments. 
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Grimes 
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1600 Ravinia Road 
Charleston, WV 25314 
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·1· · · · · · · · P R O C E E D I N G S

·2· · · · · · · ·MR. COPEN:· My name is Travis Copen.

·3· I'm a resident of Charleston, West Virginia.  I

·4· live in the Knollwood community, which -- my house

·5· actually overlooks the airport, it overlooks the

·6· lighting system that runs up to the airport, and it

·7· overlooks the mountain that's being looked to be

·8· removed and used as fill for the area.

·9· · · · · · · ·I've got a lot of concerns with the

10· project.· I think it's nice to see how much money

11· has been invested in trying to get the project

12· justified here, and I hope that my concerns are

13· looked at.

14· · · · · · · ·I think of myself as probably one of

15· the people that use the trails that are going to be

16· destroyed out there more than anyone else.· I'm out

17· there multiple times a week, every weekend, running

18· those sets of trails.

19· · · · · · · ·It is a gem to have this right outside

20· of Charleston.· There is not another park around

21· here like this.· The destruction of the park system

22· there is going to have a lot of impact on what

23· people are able to do outdoors in the wilderness in

24· Charleston, and I think that that is something that
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·1· can't be overlooked.

·2· · · · · · · ·In terms of how I see it impacting the

·3· environment, I know there's a sizable eastern box

·4· turtle population out there.· I'd be happy to

·5· provide photos and locations of all the turtles

·6· that I've seen and taken pictures of.· I know those

·7· turtles are listed by the IUCN as a threatened

·8· species right now -- or a vulnerable species right

·9· now.· Maine has listed them as endangered.· You

10· have -- you have several states have listed them as

11· a species of special concern, being Michigan, New

12· Hampshire, Massachusetts, and Connecticut.

13· · · · · · · ·These turtles have small home ranges.

14· They live, typically, within 250 feet of where they

15· are and I think that habitat needs protected.· If

16· this area is destroyed, this entire population

17· within that small ecosystem will be gone.· I would

18· ask that a serious study is looked at that and how

19· it would impact the larger population.

20· · · · · · · ·And second, I know that the tricolored

21· bat was found in the area.· U.S. Fish and Wildlife

22· Services are trying to get this marked as an

23· endangered species.· I would hate to see this

24· project rushed through before -- before that
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·1· proposal has a time to finally reach its end point.

·2· · · · · · · ·I know that the West Virginia Tourism

·3· Board included The Grotto, a small waterfall in the

·4· area, as one of the waterfall trails for people to

·5· come and see the beauty of West Virginia.· The

·6· thought of it being filled by the mountaintop the

·7· currently overlooks it is devastating.· It's one of

·8· the small areas that anytime someone comes in from

·9· out of state to visit, I take them to it.· I take

10· them to the Alice Knight Trail to be able to do

11· work out there -- not to do work out there but to

12· see the work and the beautiful trail system.

13· · · · · · · ·There's another gorgeous waterfall

14· within half a mile on the other side of the Alice

15· Knight Trail.· I think that that water system,

16· having it go away would be devastating to that

17· local ecology.· I would hope that the system is

18· looked at further than what may have -- may have

19· already done.

20· · · · · · · ·There -- during the work that is going

21· to be done, there is going to be a lot of noise,

22· there is going to be a lot of construction, and the

23· local community is going to bear the brunt of that.

24· I think that a lot of the reason why this project
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·1· is getting underway is that bigger airplanes and

·2· bigger companies can come in and use West Virginia

·3· but it's going to be this local community that's

·4· got to deal with it.

·5· · · · · · · ·We already have a state that has to

·6· fly into Charleston.· You see it littered with the

·7· mountaintops being cut apart, and the final view of

·8· the flight into Charleston would be a shame to have

·9· that -- have one more mountaintop chopped and used

10· as backfill.

11· · · · · · · ·I think overall, you know, I get the

12· need for a longer runway safety but if that's

13· required, I would rather see the airport shut down

14· for the lack of that than to have something like

15· this destroyed, just to have a couple hundred more

16· feet.

17· · · · · · · ·I know that I've got more on my mind.

18· It's hard to get everything all out at once,

19· speaking into a microphone, but I would hope that

20· you take the local community's concerns here to

21· heart.· I can tell you, being in the community,

22· I've not heard anyone say that they've been in

23· support of this, and that's an important factor, I

24· think, to take into it as well.
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·1· · · · · · · ·So again, my name is Travis Copen.  I

·2· can be reached at my e-mail, copenlaw@gmail.com --

·3· C-O-P-E-N L-A-W at gmail.com.· My address is 309

·4· Beacon - with a "B" - Terrace, Charleston, West

·5· Virginia 25301.

·6· · · · · · · ·MS. SIGMON:· Hi.· I'm Julie Sigmon and

·7· I live on Keystone Drive, and I would just like to

·8· ask some questions about the water coming off of

·9· the airport.· It's a waterfall across from my house

10· that overflows all the time, and when it does, it

11· goes down the road, and then it crosses the road,

12· and then it goes into my mom's garage, floods it,

13· and her yard is full of rocks.· We have to clean

14· it.· We have no help.

15· · · · · · · ·But it was headed toward her front

16· door, going into her house, so she keeps sand bags

17· there as a precaution.· And then, in the garage, we

18· have put sand bags on both doors.· And then we had

19· somebody to come in and clean out the drain coming

20· down off the -- coming from the road, down in her

21· driveway - a drain - and it's rerouting the water,

22· but it's going back in her back yard, flooding

23· that.

24· · · · · · · ·And there was a tremendous amount of
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·1· water coming off the airport hill onto Keystone

·2· Drive, almost -- and it -- Judy Humphrey's house up

·3· there, there's a bridge going through.· There was

·4· water coming off of that rock wall up there, and it

·5· blocks the whole road.· You cannot get through

·6· there.· And the drain down to my mom's -- at my

·7· mom's house, coming off of the airport, is running

·8· tons of rocks, and the drain stays stopped up.

·9· · · · · · · ·And the State road has come and

10· cleared it, but the rocks coming down through there

11· keeps it stopped up, so it reroutes itself on down

12· the road, and it's coming across the road, and it's

13· digging out the other side but it's going into the

14· creek.· And it floods in there, so they cannot get

15· out of there sometimes.

16· · · · · · · ·And I think that's good for me.· Thank

17· you.

18· · · · · · · ·MS. LETART:· Rosemary Letart, and I

19· live on Letart Lane - it's off of Keystone Drive -

20· and I just kind of wanted to help out with Julie

21· Sigmon's statement about the waterfall.· The

22· waterfall belongs to the airport.· The waterfall is

23· water that comes off the airport that has affected

24· our neighborhood and her mother's house, and
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·1· putting the rocks everywhere that -- all over the

·2· road and stuff.

·3· · · · · · · ·But so it sounds like a State road

·4· problem but mostly the water comes off from the

·5· airport.· To me, it's not a State road problem;

·6· it's an airport problem.

·7· · · · · · · ·And then she's mentioned Judy

·8· Humphrey's house.· The water comes off of it, comes

·9· off from the airport.· I mean, it just shoots over

10· the rock cliff like you're standing under Niagara

11· Falls when you get enough rain.

12· · · · · · · ·And so that -- so the flooding parts

13· of the -- that one little section of Keystone Drive

14· is an airport problem more so than it is the State

15· road, because the State road does come up there,

16· they clean it out, and all this stuff comes back

17· off the airport hill and puts it right back.

18· · · · · · · ·And one thing I wish the airport would

19· do - which they say is another State road problem -

20· well, for about three years, I guess - my guess is

21· - we've had a landslide that nobody cares about,

22· and it blocks our road.· If you're concerned about

23· a clean vehicle, you can't drive through there and

24· keep your vehicles clean.· You have to stop and
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·1· wait on somebody else, somebody else don't want to

·2· wait on you, then you can get in a fight in the

·3· middle of a stupid -- nobody wants to take the, you

·4· know, initiative to pull over and let you through,

·5· and so then you get in a knock-down drag-out fight,

·6· which that's stupidity but it happens.· And when

·7· you've got something that adds to the stupidity.

·8· · · · · · · ·But anyway, I don't -- I wish the

·9· airport would push the State road to fix that

10· section because I was in -- my home got damaged in

11· the flood.· I never got bought out by the airport

12· from the 2015, so it's irritating to see that the

13· airport just leaves that sit there for us to look

14· at years later, and it's just a reminder of what

15· happened to our homes and our neighborhood, which

16· might not be the best neighborhood but a lot of us

17· were close and friendly and we did good together.

18· · · · · · · ·But anyways, I just wish they would

19· help us get that fixed and make the State road fix

20· it, because they was supposed to fix theirs at the

21· top.· That's all.

22· · · · · · · ·MS. SPROUSE:· My name is Heather

23· Sprouse.· I live in Hurricane, and I have a lot of

24· friends that live in Charleston.· I've been going
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·1· to this park since I was very young.· And what I'm

·2· hearing from folks is that we would like an

·3· extension to the comment period past November 17th,

·4· so my comment is to officially request that we

·5· extend the comment period.

·6· · · · · · · ·MR. CORDELL:· My name is Chad Cordell

·7· from Charleston, West Virginia.· I am commenting to

·8· request an extension to the EIS Scoping public

·9· comment period, which currently closes on November

10· 17th, and we would like an extension of that in

11· order to make people in our community aware of the

12· project.· There are a lot of people that are still

13· unaware of this project and its impacts and

14· implications for our community, and it's important

15· that they have an opportunity to submit public

16· comments during this scoping period.· Thank you.

17· · · · · · · ·MR. WAGGY:· My name is Jim Waggy from

18· Charleston.· I'm also interested in a request to

19· see if the comment period can be extended, the

20· scoping comment period that ends on November 17th,

21· as it's currently scheduled.

22· · · · · · · ·As Chad mentioned, I do think that

23· we're still in the process of making a lot of

24· people in our community aware of this project, and
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·1· I think it would be fair to allow more time to

·2· increase public awareness.

·3· · · · · · · ·And then the other factor is that

·4· there is quite a bit of information to absorb, and

·5· to give citizens the chance to really absorb it and

·6· provide intelligent comment and feedback I think

·7· would be really helpful.· Thank you.

·8
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·1· STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA,

·2· COUNTY OF KANAWHA, to wit:

·3· · · · · I, Bradford L. Cooper, a Notary Public

·4· within and for the County and State aforesaid, duly

·5· commissioned and qualified, do hereby certify that

·6· the foregoing transcript of Yeager Airport EIS

·7· Scoping Comment Period - Recorded Oral Comments was

·8· duly taken by me and before me at the time and

·9· place and for the purpose specified in the caption

10· hereof.

11· · · · · I do further certify that the said

12· proceedings were recorded by means of digital audio

13· and/or video recording, Stenomask, and/or correctly

14· taken by me in shorthand notes, and that the same

15· were accurately written out in full and reduced to

16· typewriting by means of computer-aided

17· transcription by me or under my supervision.

18· · · · · My commission expires May 14, 2023.

19· · · · · Given under my hand this 20th day of

20· November, 2022.

21

22· · · · · · · _________________________________

23· · · · · · · BRADFORD L. COOPER, Notary Public

24
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·1· · · · · · · · P R O C E E D I N G S

·2· · · · · · · ·MR. HOLDEN:· My name is Wesley Holden.

·3· I'm a resident of Kanawha County, I'm from

·4· Sissonville, and my e-mail address is

·5· wesholden5@gmail.com.

·6· · · · · · · ·My primary concern for coming tonight,

·7· I support the runway extension.· I know how

·8· important it is to Yeager Airport, to the Air

·9· National Guard.· My primary concern is the loss of

10· -- I would call it more of an exercise area.· On

11· the back end of Coonskin that's adjacent to the

12· National Guard, there is a road - a paved blacktop

13· road - that goes up the hill, and has several

14· picnic areas.

15· · · · · · · ·But that area, a lot of people,

16· including myself, like to use that as a form of

17· exercise.· It is arduous in places, it's good and

18· steep.· It gets your heart rate going.· And the

19· Alice whatever Trail, I like hiking that at times.

20· But my primary concern is the road.· It's three

21· miles long.· It takes an hour and 15 minutes to

22· hike.· And it is a good hike, and I feel that

23· Yeager Airport and Coonskin needs to work together

24· to replace that road and try to, by replacing it --
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·1· if they, you know, I don't know, a river path,

·2· looking for something with hills and downhills to

·3· hike, to -- you know, to make it a form of exercise

·4· and to replace it for three miles.

·5· · · · · · · ·It doesn't have to be blacktop road

·6· but if it could be a blacktop pathway for that

·7· long, that would be very nice, and that's my

·8· primary concern:· Replace what you're taking away

·9· from the public.· Thank you.

10· · · · · · · ·MR. HOLDEN:· My name is Wes Holden,

11· and I would like to follow up on previous comments.

12· What I'm curious about is if the airport and

13· Coonskin is still interested in meeting the needs

14· of the public who use the road as a hiking place

15· for -- to get exercise and to exercise our dogs,

16· before the mountain is removed, I'm curious:· Could

17· a tunnel be made and a frame for the tunnel could

18· be put in before the dirt's dumped over top of it,

19· and then it would allow access to the public to

20· come around the back way and even come out near

21· where the National Guard Armory is -- or I wouldn't

22· call it an armory but the National Guard base is on

23· the back side.

24· · · · · · · ·Then, you could do a hiking trail
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·1· coming back up, and if you're not going to remove

·2· that section of road or picnic areas, it would be a

·3· great way to still keep it wild and wonderful, and

·4· that's just something I'd like the FAA, Yeager

·5· Airport, and Coonskin to consider.· Thank you.

·6· · · · · · · ·MR. JARVIS:· My name is Jack Jarvis.

·7· I live at 3305 Pennsylvania Avenue, straight across

·8· from -- across the river there from Coonskin Park,

·9· and where they're gonna take the dirt off the top

10· of the mountain to fill in the valley.· Dust is my

11· main concern, that there's a school there, Elk

12· Elementary School.· There's a -- they have a

13· playground, there are soccer fields.· We have a lot

14· of houses there on Elk Hills and Crede, and this

15· dust coming across where they'll be taking the dirt

16· out is going to be a real problem.

17· · · · · · · ·And my suggestion is build a bridge at

18· the end of the runway, and -- over to Coonskin, and

19· then you wouldn't have very little excavation to

20· do.· If you build a bridge, your environmental

21· impact's going to be a lot less than it is filling

22· it in, and filling in 250 feet with your side

23· having to slope two and a half on one, you're going

24· to be putting in over a thousands feet of base
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·1· there wide, which is going to have a large

·2· environmental impact.

·3· · · · · · · ·So I suggest building a bridge, using

·4· the same steel they did on the New River Gorge

·5· Bridge.· You never have to paint it, so your

·6· maintenance is going to be very low on it, and I

·7· think that would satisfy all of our surrounding

·8· residents and I think it would make the airport a

·9· lot better place and it would preserve Coonskin --

10· a lot of the Coonskin Park area.

11· · · · · · · ·MR. JARVIS:· My name is Jack Jarvis,

12· and I'd like to add:· There is a clay mine -- there

13· used to be a company that used to make tile there

14· at Coonskin, and right behind the maintenance

15· buildings now, and above the railroad track,

16· there's a clay mine goes back through there for

17· about a mile.· I don't know how many spurs that run

18· off of it, but it went on almost over to

19· Meadowbrook, and I'd just like to add that to my

20· comment, that they need to check and see how far

21· underground it was.· Thank you.

22

23

24
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·1· STATE OF WEST VIRGINIA,

·2· COUNTY OF KANAWHA, to wit:

·3· · · · · I, Bradford L. Cooper, a Notary Public

·4· within and for the County and State aforesaid, duly

·5· commissioned and qualified, do hereby certify that

·6· the foregoing transcript of Yeager Airport EIS

·7· Scoping Comment Period - Recorded Oral Comments was

·8· duly taken by me and before me at the time and

·9· place and for the purpose specified in the caption

10· hereof.

11· · · · · I do further certify that the said

12· proceedings were recorded by means of digital audio

13· and/or video recording, Stenomask, and/or correctly

14· taken by me in shorthand notes, and that the same

15· were accurately written out in full and reduced to

16· typewriting by means of computer-aided

17· transcription by me or under my supervision.

18· · · · · My commission expires May 14, 2023.

19· · · · · Given under my hand this 20th day of

20· November, 2022.

21

22· · · · · · · _________________________________

23· · · · · · · BRADFORD L. COOPER, Notary Public

24
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