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MIDFIELD DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
JOHN GLENN COLUMBUS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT DRAFT

APPENDIX A
AGENCY COORDINATION

This Appendix contains the copies of coordination materials for this Environmental
Assessment. The following documentation is included:

1) Copies of the initial coordination letters sent to the agencies and interested
parties (note that coordination with the Ohios State Historic Preservation Office
is included in Appendix C and coordination with the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers and Ohio Environmental protection agency is included in
Appendix D);

2) Exhibits and Tables attached to the coordination letters;

3) Comments received on the coordination letters;
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January 6, 2017

Landrum & Brown
Mr. James Bryant 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Aviation Administrator Cincinnati, OH 45242
Ohio Department of Transportation Office of Aviation Tel: 513.530.5333
2829 W. Dublin-Granville Road Fax: 513.530.1278
Columbus, OH 43235 www.landrum-brown.com

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Mr. Bryant:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

e Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

e Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17™ Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The results of these field surveys will be coordinated with the appropriate agency to
determine next steps and mitigation if necessary.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
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comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibit 1
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January 6, 2017

Landrum & Brown
Ms. Sarah Tebbe 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Division of Real Estate Cincinnati, OH 45242
Ohio Department of Natural Resources Tel: 513.530.5333

Fax: 513.530.1278
2045 Morse Road
. www.landrum-brown.com
Building E-2

Columbus, OH 43229

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Ms. Tebbe:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

¢ Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

¢ Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17" Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The Proposed Action is expected to impact portions of Mason Run and approximately
13 acres of wooded areas and several wetlands located on airport property. A list of
threatened and endangered species that may be present at the project site, obtained
from U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and Ohio Division of Natural Resources
(ODNR) records, is shown in the attached Table 1. A survey of threatened and
endangered species was recently conducted at the site. The field survey did not
identify any threatened or endangered species at the site. This survey reported that
the ODNR has no records of any rare or endangered species at CMH or within a 1-mile
radius. Of the species listed in Table 1, the only species for which potentially suitable
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habitat was identified is the Indiana bat and the northern long-eared bat. The study
area contains five potential roosting trees that are potentially summer habitat for these
species. No maternity roost trees were observed in the study area. A survey of the
study area did not identify any portals, openings, cracks, or crevices in rock outcrops
that may be an entrance to a cave or mine that would be considered suitable winter
hibernacula habitat for the bat. Tree clearing activities are planned to occur outside of
the summer foraging period for these species from April 1 through September 30.
Based on these findings and the natural features of the site, no significant impacts to
threatened and endangered species are anticipated as a result of the Proposed Action.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibit 1, Table 1
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January 6, 2017

Landrum & Brown
Ms. Sadicka White 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Division Chief Cincinnati, OH 45242
Ohio Department of Development Community Services Tel: 513.530.5333
77 S. High Street 28th Floor Fax: 513.530.1278
Columbus, OH 43215 www.landrum-brown.com

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Ms. White:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

e Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

e Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17™ Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The results of these field surveys will be coordinated with the appropriate agency to
determine next steps and mitigation if necessary.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
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comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibit 1
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January 6, 2017
Landrum & Brown

Mr. Craig W. Butler 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Director Cincinnati, OH 45242

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency Tel: 513.530.5333

Fax: 513.530.1278
50 West Town Street
i www.landrum-brown.com
Suite 700

Columbus, OH 43215

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Mr. Butler:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

¢ Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

¢ Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17" Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The Proposed Action will not cause unforecasted growth in aircraft operations;
therefore it will not cause an increase in aircraft emissions. The Proposed Action is
expected to reduce surface vehicle traffic congestion along the terminal curbfront at
CMH.

According to Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs), published by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA), the project site is not located within a designated
floodplain with the exception of the site of a proposed underground utility relocation.
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A wetland delineation has been prepared and coordination has been conducted with
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to obtain a Jurisdictional Determination for
the wetlands at the project site. The site contains both jurisdictional and isolated
wetlands. There are 29 wetlands and 4 streams within the Project Site as shown on
Exhibit 2 and listed in Table 1 and Table 2. Additional coordination will be conducted
with the USACE and the Ohio EPA Division of Surface Water to obtain the necessary
permits per Section 401 and 404 of the Clean Water Act.

The Proposed Project is expected to impact portions of Mason Run and wooded areas
and wetlands located on airport property. A list of threatened and endangered species
that may be present in the Project Study Area, obtained from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Ohio Division of Natural Resources (ODNR) records, is shown in the
attached Table 3, State and Federal Threatened and Endangered Species. A survey of
threatened and endangered species was recently conducted at the site. The field
survey did not identify any threatened or endangered species at the site. This survey
reported that the ODNR has no records of any rare or endangered species at CMH or
within a 1-mile radius. Of the species listed in Table 3, the only species for which
potentially suitable habitat was identified is the Indiana bat and the northern long-
eared bat. The study area contains five potential roosting trees that are potentially
summer habitat for these species. No maternity roost trees were observed in the
study area. A survey of the study area did not identify any portals, openings, cracks,
or crevices in rock outcrops that may be an entrance to a cave or mine that would be
considered suitable winter hibernacula habitat for the bat. Coordination with the Ohio
Department of Natural Resources will be conducted to identify potential impacts to
protected species. Based on these findings and the natural features of the site, no
significant impacts to threatened and endangered species are anticipated as a result of
the Proposed Project.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.




Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibits 1 & 2, Tables 1, 2, & 3
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January 6, 2017

Landrum & Brown
Mr. David Jacob 11279 Cornell Park Drive
National Park Service Cincinnati, OH 45242
Environmental Planning and Compliance Branch Tel: 513.530.5333
Curtis Building Fax: ?13&530-1;78
601 Riverfront Drive pandrimebrown.com
Omaha, NE 68102

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Mr. Jacob:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

¢ Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

¢ Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17" Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The results of these field surveys will be coordinated with the appropriate agency to
determine next steps and mitigation if necessary.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
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comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibit 1
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January 6, 2017

Landrum & Brown

Mr. Ken Westlake 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Chief, NEPA Implementation Section Cincinnati, OH 45242
U.S. EPA Region 5 Tel: 513.530.5333

Fax: 513.530.1278
www.landrum-brown.com

77 W. Jackson Blvd.
Chicago, IL 60604

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Mr. Westlake:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

e Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

e Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17™ Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The Proposed Action will not cause unforecasted growth in aircraft operations;
therefore it will not cause an increase in aircraft emissions. The Proposed Action is
expected to reduce surface vehicle traffic congestion along the terminal curbfront at
CMH.

According to Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs), published by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA), the project site is not located within a designated
floodplain with the exception of the site of a proposed underground utility relocation.
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A wetland delineation has been prepared and coordination has been conducted with
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to obtain a Jurisdictional Determination for
the wetlands at the project site. The site contains both jurisdictional and isolated
wetlands. There are 29 wetlands and 4 streams within the Project Site as shown on
Exhibit 2 and listed in Table 1 and Table 2. Additional coordination will be conducted
with the USACE and the Ohio EPA Division of Surface Water to obtain the necessary
permits per Section 401 and 404 of the Clean Water Act.

The Proposed Project is expected to impact portions of Mason Run and wooded areas
and wetlands located on airport property. A list of threatened and endangered species
that may be present in the Project Study Area, obtained from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Ohio Division of Natural Resources (ODNR) records, is shown in the
attached Table 3, State and Federal Threatened and Endangered Species. A survey of
threatened and endangered species was recently conducted at the site. The field
survey did not identify any threatened or endangered species at the site. This survey
reported that the ODNR has no records of any rare or endangered species at CMH or
within a 1-mile radius. Of the species listed in Table 3, the only species for which
potentially suitable habitat was identified is the Indiana bat and the northern long-
eared bat. The study area contains five potential roosting trees that are potentially
summer habitat for these species. No maternity roost trees were observed in the
study area. A survey of the study area did not identify any portals, openings, cracks,
or crevices in rock outcrops that may be an entrance to a cave or mine that would be
considered suitable winter hibernacula habitat for the bat. Coordination with the Ohio
Department of Natural Resources will be conducted to identify potential impacts to
protected species. Based on these findings and the natural features of the site, no
significant impacts to threatened and endangered species are anticipated as a result of
the Proposed Project.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.




Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority
Jennifer Blonn, USEPA Region 5

Enclosure: Exhibits 1 & 2, Tables 1, 2, & 3
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January 6, 2017

Landrum & Brown

Ms. Jennifer Blonn 11279 Cornell Park Drive
NEPA Reviewer Cincinnati, OH 45242
U.S. EPA Region 5 Tel: 513.530.5333

Fax: 513.530.1278
www.landrum-brown.com

77 W. Jackson Blvd.
Chicago, IL 60604

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Ms. Blonn:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

e Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

e Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17™ Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The Proposed Action will not cause unforecasted growth in aircraft operations;
therefore it will not cause an increase in aircraft emissions. The Proposed Action is
expected to reduce surface vehicle traffic congestion along the terminal curbfront at
CMH.

According to Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs), published by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA), the project site is not located within a designated
floodplain with the exception of the site of a proposed underground utility relocation.
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A wetland delineation has been prepared and coordination has been conducted with
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to obtain a Jurisdictional Determination for
the wetlands at the project site. The site contains both jurisdictional and isolated
wetlands. There are 29 wetlands and 4 streams within the Project Site as shown on
Exhibit 2 and listed in Table 1 and Table 2. Additional coordination will be conducted
with the USACE and the Ohio EPA Division of Surface Water to obtain the necessary
permits per Section 401 and 404 of the Clean Water Act.

The Proposed Project is expected to impact portions of Mason Run and wooded areas
and wetlands located on airport property. A list of threatened and endangered species
that may be present in the Project Study Area, obtained from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and the Ohio Division of Natural Resources (ODNR) records, is shown in the
attached Table 3, State and Federal Threatened and Endangered Species. A survey of
threatened and endangered species was recently conducted at the site. The field
survey did not identify any threatened or endangered species at the site. This survey
reported that the ODNR has no records of any rare or endangered species at CMH or
within a 1-mile radius. Of the species listed in Table 3, the only species for which
potentially suitable habitat was identified is the Indiana bat and the northern long-
eared bat. The study area contains five potential roosting trees that are potentially
summer habitat for these species. No maternity roost trees were observed in the
study area. A survey of the study area did not identify any portals, openings, cracks,
or crevices in rock outcrops that may be an entrance to a cave or mine that would be
considered suitable winter hibernacula habitat for the bat. Coordination with the Ohio
Department of Natural Resources will be conducted to identify potential impacts to
protected species. Based on these findings and the natural features of the site, no
significant impacts to threatened and endangered species are anticipated as a result of
the Proposed Project.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.




Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority
Ken Westlake, USEPA Region 5

Enclosure: Exhibits 1 & 2, Tables 1, 2, & 3
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January 6, 2017

Landrum & Brown
Ms. Janet M. Odeshoo 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Acting Regional Administrator Cincinnati, OH 45242
Federal Emergency Management Agency Tel: 513.530.5333

536 South Clark Street Fax: 513.530.1278
www.landrum-brown.com
6th Floor

Chicago, IL 60605

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Ms. Odeshoo:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

¢ Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

¢ Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17" Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) has mapped the 100-year and
500-year floodplains for CMH and the surrounding areas as shown on FEMA flood
insurance rate maps (FIRMs) 39049C0193K, 39049C0194K, 39049C0213K,
39049C0331K, 39049C0332K, and 39049C0351K. There are no areas of the 100 year
flood zone (Zone A) located within the project with the exception of the site of a
proposed underground utility relocation. The 100-year floodplain in relation to the
project is shown in Exhibit 2. The Proposed Action would not cause adverse impacts
related to floodplains according to FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies
and Procedures or Department of Transportation Order 5650.2. The Proposed Action
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would not have a high probability of loss of human life, have substantial
encroachment-associated costs or damage due to flooding, or cause adverse impacts
on natural and beneficial floodplain values.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibits 1 & 2
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January 6, 2017

Landrum & Brown
Mr. Carlson Ross 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Environmental Officer Cincinnati, OH 45242
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development le" :ig’:sgi’?s

. ax: . .

200 North High St.

www.landrum-brown.com
Columbus, OH 43215

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Mr. Ross:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

e Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

e Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17™ Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The results of these field surveys will be coordinated with the appropriate agency to
determine next steps and mitigation if necessary.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
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comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibit 1
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January 6, 2017

Landrum & Brown
Mr. Doug Pauley 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Assistant State Conservationist Cincinnati, OH 45242
USDA, Natural Resources Conservation Service Tel: 513.530.5333

Fax: 513.530.1278
475 Western Avenue
X www.landrum-brown.com
Suite J

Chillicothe, OH 45601

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Mr. Pauley:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

¢ Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

¢ Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17" Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The project site is surrounded by airport infrastructure and development and is not
used for agriculture. Past correspondence from the United States Department of
Agriculture (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) has indicated that
property at CMH is within an urban area and is not considered prime or unique
farmland, thus it is not necessary to complete USDA Form AD-1006. Therefore, the
Proposed Action would not cause any significant impacts to farmland.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
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Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vbl —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibit 1
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January 31, 2017

Landrum & Brown
Mr. Dan Everson 11279 Cornell Park Drive
U.S. Department of the Interior Cincinnati, OH 45242
Fish and Wildlife Services, Ecological Services Tel: 513.530.5333

Fax: 513.530.1278
4625 Morse Road
i www.landrum-brown.com
Suite 104

Columbus, OH 43230

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Mr. Everson:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

¢ Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

¢ Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17" Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The Proposed Action is expected to impact portions of Mason Run and approximately
13 acres of wooded areas and several wetlands located on airport property. A list of
threatened and endangered species that may be present at the project site, obtained
from U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and Ohio Division of Natural Resources
(ODNR) records, is shown in the attached Table 1. A survey of threatened and
endangered species was recently conducted at the site. The field survey did not
identify any threatened or endangered species at the site. This survey reported that
the ODNR has no records of any rare or endangered species at CMH or within a 1-mile
radius. Of the species listed in Table 1, the only species for which potentially suitable
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habitat was identified is the Indiana bat and the northern long-eared bat. The study
area contains five potential roosting trees that are potentially summer habitat for these
species. No maternity roost trees were observed in the study area. A survey of the
study area did not identify any portals, openings, cracks, or crevices in rock outcrops
that may be an entrance to a cave or mine that would be considered suitable winter
hibernacula habitat for the bat. Tree clearing activities are planned to occur outside of
the summer foraging period for these species from April 1 through September 30.
Based on these findings and the natural features of the site, no significant impacts to
threatened and endangered species are anticipated as a result of the Proposed Action.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibit 1, Table 1
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January 6, 2017

Landrum & Brown
Ms. Leigh Oesterling 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Planning & Environmental Team Leader Cincinnati, OH 45242
Federal Highway Administration Tel: 513.530.5333

200 N. High Street Fax: 513.530.1278
www.landrum-brown.com
Room 328

Columbus, OH 43215

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Ms. Oesterling:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

¢ Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

¢ Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17" Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The results of these field surveys will be coordinated with the appropriate agency to
determine next steps and mitigation if necessary.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
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comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibit 1
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January 6, 2017

Landrum & Brown
Mr. Anthony Jones 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Director of Planning & Development Cincinnati, OH 45242
City of Gahanna le" :E’Ssgfz’fs

. ax: . .

200 South Hamilton Road

www.landrum-brown.com
Gahanna, OH 43230

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Mr. Jones:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

e Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

e Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17™ Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The results of these field surveys will be coordinated with the appropriate agency to
determine next steps and mitigation if necessary.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
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comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibit 1
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January 6, 2017
Landrum & Brown

Ms. Kerstin Carr 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Director of Planning & Environment Cincinnati, OH 45242
Mid Ohio Regional Planning Commission Tel: 513.530.5333

111 Liberty Street Fax: 513.530.1278
i www.landrum-brown.com
Suite 100

Columbus, OH 43215

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Ms. Carr:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

¢ Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

¢ Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17" Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The results of these field surveys will be coordinated with the appropriate agency to
determine next steps and mitigation if necessary.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
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comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibit 1
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January 6, 2017
Landrum & Brown

Mr. James Schimmer 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Director Cincinnati, OH 45242

Franklin County Economic Development and Planning le':_ :E’:ggfz’fs

150 South Front Street o landrum-b

FSL Suite 10 Wwww.landrum-prown.com
Columbus, OH 43215

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Mr. Schimmer:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

¢ Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

¢ Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17" Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The results of these field surveys will be coordinated with the appropriate agency to
determine next steps and mitigation if necessary.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
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comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibit 1
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January 6, 2017

Landrum & Brown
Mr. Kevin Wheeler 11279 Cornell Park Drive
Planning Administrator Cincinnati, OH 45242
City of Columbus le'- :E’:sgi”?s

ax: . B
50 West Gay Street
Col b OH 43215 www.landrum-brown.com

olumbus,

Re: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Mr. Wheeler:

This letter is sent to inform you that the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development
Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH).
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency that will review the
EA. The EA will investigate, analyze, and disclose any potential environmental impacts
associated with the Proposed Action.

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other
associated supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur
in Phases to limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action
includes the following elements which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

e Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the existing
long-term parking garage for public parking use

e Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site

e RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e Cell Phone Lot Relocation

e Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

¢ Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
e Demolition of the existing McDonalds

e Construction of a new Parking Garage

e Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

e Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17™ Avenue with various intersection improvements

Aviation Planning at the Leading Edge Offices Worldwide
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o Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway north
of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

e Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

¢ Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

o Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

¢ Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
e Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

e Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

e Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas.

Several surveys have been conducted as part of this project, including:

e A Biological Resources survey has been conducted to survey for habitat type and
search for evidence of threatened/endangered species’ presence or habitat use;

¢ A Wetland and Waters of the US Delineation/Jurisdiction Determination has been
conducted in accordance with the US Army Corp of Engineers (USACE)
guidance;

¢ Phase | Reconnaissance Archaeological Survey, consisting of a visual inspection
and subsurface investigation, has been conducted of the undisturbed areas of
the project area; and

o Surveys of potentially historic buildings to determine if any properties are
historically significant and eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places.

The results of these field surveys will be coordinated with the appropriate agency to
determine next steps and mitigation if necessary.

The EA document will be prepared in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F,
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B, National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions. As
part of the coordination process for this EA, the CRAA and the FAA are respectfully
seeking your comments and identification of any specific areas of concern related to
this Proposed Action. We would appreciate your assistance and request that your
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comments are returned within 30 days or at your earliest convenience. If you would
like additional information on this project, or would like to speak with me directly,
please do not hesitate to contact me at (513) 530-1201 or by email at
radams@Ilandrum-brown.com.

Please send any written comments to the following address:

Landrum & Brown

Attn: Rob Adams

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Your prompt response is appreciated so that the project may proceed as scheduled.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Vol —

Rob Adams
Vice President

cc: Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Enclosure: Exhibit 1
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US Department Detroit Airports District Office

of Transportation .

Federal Aviation Metro Airport Center
Administration 11677 South Wayne Road, Ste. 107

Romulus, MI 48174

February 16, 2017

Mr. Dan Everson

U.S. Department of the Interior

Fish and Wildlife Service, Ecological Services
4625 Morse Road

Suite 104

Columbus, OH 43230

Re: Section 7 Consultation for Proposed Midfield Development Program at John
Glenn Columbus International Airport

Dear Mr. Everson:

Thank you for your email to Mr. Rob Adams of Landrum & Brown on February 7, 2017,
regarding the ongoing Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield
Development Program (the Proposed Action) at the John Glenn Columbus International
Airport (CMH). The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead Federal agency
for the Proposed Action. Therefore, the FAA is requesting your concurrence with our
assessment and determination of potential effects of the Proposed Action on Federally
listed threatened and endangered species per Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act.

Project Description

The Proposed Action includes the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other associated
supporting and enabling projects. The Proposed Action is planned to occur in Phases to
limit disruption to existing operations at CMH. The Proposed Action includes the
following elements, which are shown on the attached Exhibit 1:

e Construction of a new Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC)

e Reclaim existing quick turnaround area (QTA) and levels P1 and P2 of the
existing long-term parking garage for public parking use

= Construction of rental car support facilities at the Drake Road site
= RTR Antenna Relocation and installation of new underground cabling

e (Cell Phone Lot Relocation



= Reconfiguration of the existing International Gateway Loop Road

= Demolition of the existing Hertz, Avis, and former Dollar rental car staging areas
= Demolition of the existing McDonalds

= Construction of a new Parking Garage

= Redevelopment of east development area parcels and demolition of former U.S.
Postal Service (USPS) facility

e Closure of the Blue Parking Lot / Employee Lot

= Expansion of the Red Parking Lot and new entrance/exit to Stelzer Road at East
17th Avenue with various intersection improvements

e Decommission Existing Taxiway D, Construct Replacement Parallel Taxiway
north of Runway 10R/28L, and reconfigure taxiway exits per FAA guidelines

= Various stormwater improvements including rerouting stormwater to a potential
new stormwater detention basin on the east side of CMH property and
replacement of existing underground stormwater pipes at Outfall 4

= Construction of a new Midfield Passenger Terminal and associated apron
e Construction of a Ground Transportation Center (GTC)

e Construction of a Central Utility Plant, Utility Corridor, and various utility
improvements

= Extension of a sanitary sewer line

e Construction of a Second Crossover Taxiway

= Demolition of the existing Passenger Terminal and short-term parking garage
= Expansion or relocation of the existing fuel farm

= Construction of a new Concession Warehouse

= Removal and replacement of other existing aviation facilities

The project site is primarily located in the central core of CMH and is surrounded by
commercial and aviation land uses. Site features include a combination of buildings,
roadways, airfield pavement, and maintained grassy areas. Some development would
also occur within an undeveloped partially wooded area. The Proposed Action is
expected to impact portions of two small streams and approximately 13 acres of trees and
several wetlands located on airport property.

Federally Threatened and Endangered Species

A list of threatened and endangered species that may be present at the project site,
obtained from U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and Ohio Division of Natural
Resources (ODNR) records, is shown in the attached Table 1. Of the species listed in
Table 1, the only species for which potentially suitable habitat was identified are the
Indiana bat and the northern long-eared bat.



A survey of threatened and endangered species was conducted at the site in September
2016. The study area contains potential roosting trees that are potentially summer habitat
for these species. A survey of the study area did not identify any portals, openings,
cracks, or crevices in rock outcrops that may be an entrance to a cave or mine that would
be considered suitable winter hibernacula habitat for bats. The field survey did not
identify any individual threatened or endangered species at the site. This survey reported
that the ODNR has no records of any rare or endangered species at CMH or within a 1-
mile radius.

Determination of Effects

Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat

The Proposed Action would impact approximately 13 acres of a wooded area and other
isolated trees that are potentially suitable summer habitat for the Indiana bat and northern
long-eared bat. Tree clearing activities are planned to occur outside of the summer
foraging period for these species from April 1 through September 30. Due to the
avoidance of tree clearing from April 1 through September 30, no significant impacts to
Indiana bats and northern long-eared bats would be likely to occur as a result of the
Proposed Action. Therefore, the FAA has concluded that the Proposed Action warrants a
determination of Not Likely to Adversely Affect for the Indiana bat (Myotis
septentrionalis) and northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis).

Other Federally Listed Species

No other Federally endangered, threatened, or candidate species or habitat has been
identified within the site of the Proposed Action. Therefore, the FAA has concluded that
the Proposed Action warrants a determination of No Affect for the clubshell (Pleurobema
clava), northern riffleshell (Epioblasma torulosa rangiana), rabbitsfoot (Quadrula
cylindrical), rayed bean (Villosa fabalis), rusty patched bumblebee (Bombus affinis),
Scioto madtom (Noturus trautmani), and the snuffbox (Epioblasma triquetra).

We seek your concurrence on our above listed determinations and any other comments
you may have on the project. Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

~

@ L ~
C vmj& | CT‘J""E’VL';'L—J/./
C

Ernest P. Gubry



MIDFIELD DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
JOHN GLENN COLUMBUS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT DRAFT

EXHIBITS AND TABLES ATTACHED TO
COORDINATION LETTERS

Copies of the following exhibits and tables were included with the coordination letters.
Note that due to different areas of concern for the different agencies, not all agencies
received the same exhibits or tables.

Landrum & Brown Appendix A — Agency Coordination
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Table 1

STATE AND FEDERAL THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

FEDERAL | OHIO
COMMON NAME SCIENTIFIC NAME STATUS STATUS

American Sweet-flag Acorus americanus P
Arbor Vitae Thuja occidentalis P
Badger Taxidea taxus SC
Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus *

Barn Owl Tyto alba T
Black Sandshell Ligumia recta T
Blacknose Shiner Notropis heterolepis X
Clubshell Pleurobema clava E E
Cypress-knee Sedge Carex decomposita E
Deertoe Truncilla truncata SC
Elephant-ear Elliptio crassidens E
Elktoe Alasmidonta marginata SC
Fawnsfoot Truncilla donaciformis T
Four-toed Salamander Hemidactylium scutatum SC
Gattinger's-foxglove Agalinis gattingeri T
Golden-winged Warbler Vermivora chrysoptera X
Goldeye Hiodon alosoides E
Great Egret Casmerodius albus SC
Green-winged Teal Anas crecca SI
Indiana Bat Myotis sodalis E E
Kidneyshell Ptychobranchus fasciolaris SC
Northern Brook Lamprey Ichthyomyzon fossor E
Northern long-eared bat Myotis septentrionalis T

Northern Riffleshell Epioblasma torulosa rangiana E E
One-sided Rush Juncus secundus P
Paddlefish Polyodon spathula T
Pale Umbrella-sedge Cyperus acuminatus P
Pocketbook Lampsilis ovata E
Pondhorn Uniomerus tetralasmus T
Prairie Brome Bromus kalmii P
Prairie False Indigo Baptisia lactea P
Prothonotary Warbler Protonotaria citrea SC
Purple Wartyback Cyclonaias tuberculata SC
Rabbitsfoot Quadrula cylindrica T E
Rayed Bean Villosa fabalis E E
River Redhorse Moxostoma carinatum SC
Rock EIm Ulmus thomasii P
Round Pigtoe Pleurobema sintoxia SC
Rusty patched bumble bee Bombus affinis PE




Table 1, (Continued)

STATE AND FEDERAL THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

FEDERAL | OHIO
COMMON NAME SCIENTIFIC NAME STATUS STATUS

Salamander Mussel Simpsonaias ambigua SC
Scaly Blazing-star Liatris squarrosa P
Scioto madtom Noturus trautmani E

Shortnose Gar Lepisosteus platostomus E
Smooth Greensnake Opheodrys vernalis E
Snuffbox Epioblasma triquetra E E
Spotted Darter Etheostoma maculatum E
Spreading Rock Cress Arabis patens E
Tall Larkspur Delphinium exaltatum P
Three-birds Orchid Triphora trianthophora P
Threehorn Wartyback Obliquaria reflexa T
Tippecanoe Darter Etheostoma tippecanoe T
Upland Sandpiper Bartramia longicauda E
Washboard Megalonaias nervosa E
Wavy-rayed Lampmussel Lampsilis fasciola SC
Weak Spear Grass Poa saltuensis ssp. languida P
Yellow-crowned Night-heron | Nyctanassa violacea SI

E = Endangered: A native species or subspecies threatened with extirpation from the state. The

danger may result from one or more causes, such as habitat loss, pollution, predation,
interspecific competition, or disease.

T = Threatened: A species or subspecies whose survival in Ohio is not in immediate jeopardy, but to
which a threat exists. Continued or increased stress will result in its becoming endangered.

SC = Species of Concern: A species or subspecies which might become threatened in Ohio under
continued or increased stress. Also, a species or subspecies for which there is some concern, but
for which information is insufficient to permit an adequate status evaluation. This category may
contain species designated as a furbearer or game species, but whose statewide population is
dependent on the quality and/or quantity of habitat and is not adversely impacted by regulated
harvest.

SI = Special Interest: A species that occurs periodically and is capable of breeding in Ohio. It is at the
edge of a larger, contiguous range with viable population(s) within the core of its range. These
species have no federal endangered or threatened status, are at low breeding densities in the
state, and have not been recently released to enhance Ohio’s wildlife diversity. With the
exception of efforts to conserve occupied areas, minimal management efforts will be directed for
these species because it is unlikely to result in significant increases in their populations within the
state.

X = Extirpated: A species or subspecies that occurred in Ohio at the time of European settlement and
that has since disappeared from the state.

P = Potentially Threatened
PE = Proposed as Endangered

*Note: The bald eagle was removed from the federal list of threatened and endangered species on
August 9, 2007, but is still protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act.

Source: US Fish & Wildlife Service and Ohio Department of Natural Resources records,
November 30, 2016.



Table 1

WETLANDS WITHIN THE PROJECT SITE

Wetland ID | Acreage W_?tland Connectivity Location Receiving
ype Water
Wetland 12 0.538 PFO1 Isolated Drake Road | n/a
Wetland 13 0.292 PFO1 Isolated Drake Road | n/a
Wetland 14 0.043 PFO1 Isolated Drake Road | n/a
Wetland 15 0.094 PFO1 Isolated Drake Road | n/a
Wetland 16 0.142 PEM Isolated Drake Road | n/a
Wetland 17 0.009 PEM Isolated Drake Road | n/a
Wetland 18 0.016 PEM Isolated Drake Road | n/a
Wetland 19 0.001 PEM Isolated Drake Road | n/a
Wetland 20 0.023 PEM Isolated Drake Road | n/a
Wetland 3 0.039 PEM Isolated Golf Course | n/a
Wetland 4 0.051 PEM Isolated Golf Course | n/a
Wetland 7 0.040 PEM Isolated Golf Course | n/a
Wetland 15A 0.497 PEM Connected Midfield Mason Run
Wetland 15B 0.758 PEM Connected Midfield Stream F
Wetland 15C 0.023 PEM Connected Midfield Mason Run
Wetland 15C1 0.001 PEM Connected Midfield Mason Run
Wetland 15C2 0.014 PEM Connected Midfield Mason Run
Wetland 15C3 0.002 PEM Connected Midfield Mason Run
Wetland 15C4 0.020 PEM Connected Midfield Mason Run
Wetland 15C5 0.175 PFO1 Isolated Midfield n/a
Wetland 15C6 0.046 PEM Connected Midfield Mason Run
Wetland 15D 0.547 PEM Connected Midfield Stream F
Wetland 16A 0.009 PEM Connected Midfield Mason Run
Wetland 16B 0.050 PEM Connected Midfield Mason Run
Wetland 17A 0.025 PEM Connected Midfield Turkey Run
Wetland 17C 0.092 PEM Connected Midfield Turkey Run
Wetland 17E 0.212 PEM Connected Midfield Mason Run
Wetland 17H 0.019 PEM Connected Midfield Mason Run
Wetland 171 0.128 PEM Connected Midfield Mason Run

Notes: Wetland type based on Cowardin Classification system, PEM = Palustrine emergent,

PFO = Palustrine forested.




Table 2
STREAM WITHIN THE PROJECT SITE

Length within

Stream Study Area Description
(in feet)
Stream 4 (Mason Run) 574 ISntermlttent
tream
Stream F 1,365 Intermittent
Stream
Stream 2 480 Intermittent
(drains to Big Walnut Creek at Outfall 4) Stream
Stream 2 1.027 Ephemeral
(drains to catch basin south of Drake Road) ! Stream




Table 3

STATE AND FEDERAL THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

FEDERAL | OHIO
COMMON NAME SCIENTIFIC NAME STATUS STATUS

American Sweet-flag Acorus americanus P
Arbor Vitae Thuja occidentalis P
Badger Taxidea taxus SC
Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus *

Barn Owl Tyto alba T
Black Sandshell Ligumia recta T
Blacknose Shiner Notropis heterolepis X
Clubshell Pleurobema clava E E
Cypress-knee Sedge Carex decomposita E
Deertoe Truncilla truncata SC
Elephant-ear Elliptio crassidens E
Elktoe Alasmidonta marginata SC
Fawnsfoot Truncilla donaciformis T
Four-toed Salamander Hemidactylium scutatum SC
Gattinger's-foxglove Agalinis gattingeri T
Golden-winged Warbler Vermivora chrysoptera X
Goldeye Hiodon alosoides E
Great Egret Casmerodius albus SC
Green-winged Teal Anas crecca SI
Indiana Bat Myotis sodalis E E
Kidneyshell Ptychobranchus fasciolaris SC
Northern Brook Lamprey Ichthyomyzon fossor E
Northern long-eared bat Myotis septentrionalis T

Northern Riffleshell Epioblasma torulosa rangiana E E
One-sided Rush Juncus secundus P
Paddlefish Polyodon spathula T
Pale Umbrella-sedge Cyperus acuminatus P
Pocketbook Lampsilis ovata E
Pondhorn Uniomerus tetralasmus T
Prairie Brome Bromus kalmii P
Prairie False Indigo Baptisia lactea P
Prothonotary Warbler Protonotaria citrea SC
Purple Wartyback Cyclonaias tuberculata SC
Rabbitsfoot Quadrula cylindrica T E
Rayed Bean Villosa fabalis E E
River Redhorse Moxostoma carinatum SC
Rock EIm Ulmus thomasii P
Round Pigtoe Pleurobema sintoxia SC
Rusty patched bumble bee Bombus affinis PE




Table 3, (Continued)

STATE AND FEDERAL THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

FEDERAL | OHIO
COMMON NAME SCIENTIFIC NAME STATUS STATUS

Salamander Mussel Simpsonaias ambigua SC
Scaly Blazing-star Liatris squarrosa P
Scioto madtom Noturus trautmani E

Shortnose Gar Lepisosteus platostomus E
Smooth Greensnake Opheodrys vernalis E
Snuffbox Epioblasma triquetra E E
Spotted Darter Etheostoma maculatum E
Spreading Rock Cress Arabis patens E
Tall Larkspur Delphinium exaltatum P
Three-birds Orchid Triphora trianthophora P
Threehorn Wartyback Obliquaria reflexa T
Tippecanoe Darter Etheostoma tippecanoe T
Upland Sandpiper Bartramia longicauda E
Washboard Megalonaias nervosa E
Wavy-rayed Lampmussel Lampsilis fasciola SC
Weak Spear Grass Poa saltuensis ssp. languida P
Yellow-crowned Night-heron | Nyctanassa violacea SI

E = Endangered: A native species or subspecies threatened with extirpation from the state. The

danger may result from one or more causes, such as habitat loss, pollution, predation,
interspecific competition, or disease.

T = Threatened: A species or subspecies whose survival in Ohio is not in immediate jeopardy, but to
which a threat exists. Continued or increased stress will result in its becoming endangered.

SC = Species of Concern: A species or subspecies which might become threatened in Ohio under
continued or increased stress. Also, a species or subspecies for which there is some concern, but
for which information is insufficient to permit an adequate status evaluation. This category may
contain species designated as a furbearer or game species, but whose statewide population is
dependent on the quality and/or quantity of habitat and is not adversely impacted by regulated
harvest.

SI = Special Interest: A species that occurs periodically and is capable of breeding in Ohio. It is at the
edge of a larger, contiguous range with viable population(s) within the core of its range. These
species have no federal endangered or threatened status, are at low breeding densities in the
state, and have not been recently released to enhance Ohio’s wildlife diversity. With the
exception of efforts to conserve occupied areas, minimal management efforts will be directed for
these species because it is unlikely to result in significant increases in their populations within the
state.

X = Extirpated: A species or subspecies that occurred in Ohio at the time of European settlement and
that has since disappeared from the state.

P = Potentially Threatened
PE = Proposed as Endangered

*Note: The bald eagle was removed from the federal list of threatened and endangered species on
August 9, 2007, but is still protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act.

Source: US Fish & Wildlife Service and Ohio Department of Natural Resources records,
November 30, 2016.
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From: "Castillo, Melanie H" <Melanie.H.Castillo@hud.gov>

Date: January 24, 2017 at 3:40:52 PM EST

To: "radams@landrum-brown.com" <radams@landrum-brown.com>

Cc: "Vahl, Steve" <steve.vahl@hud.gov>

Subject: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program EA at John Glenn Columbus International
Airport

Hello,

The Region Five HUD environmental team has no comment regarding this project at this time. Thank you
for your consideration.

Melanie H. Castillo

U.S. Dept. of Housing and Urban Development
Environmental Protection Specialist

77 West Jackson Blvd, Room 2401

Chicago, IL 60604

(312) 913-8723 (office)

(312) 353-5417 (fax)
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/



Begin forwarded message:

From: "Christina.Tatum@development.ohio.gov" <Christina.Tatum@development.ohio.gov>
Date: January 27, 2017 at 4:18:22 PM EST

To: "radams@Ilandrum-brown.com" <radams@Ilandrum-brown.com>

Cc: "Annie.VanBlaricom@development.ohio.gov" <Annie.VanBlaricom@development.ohio.gov>
Subject: Environmental Assessment at John Glenn CMH

Good Afternoon Mr. Adams,

Please be advised that our office received your letter addressed to the former Chief of our Division,
Sadicka White, regarding the Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental
Assessment at John Glenn Columbus International Airport. Thank you for sharing with us information
regarding this proposed initiative.

You mentioned in your letter that one of the elements of this proposed action is to improve rerouting
stormwater to a potential new stormwater basin. Please let our staff member Annie van

Blaricom, Special Projects Manager, know if you'll be interested in learning about the Alternative
Stormwater Infrastructure Loan Program that is administered by our office. Annie can be reached
directly at 614.728.3183 or via e-mail at Annie.VanBlaricom@development.ohio.gov.

Thank you,

Christina Tatum

Ohio | 2o

Christina Tatum
Executive Assistant
Community Services Division

77 South High Street
Columbus, Ohio 43215
614.466.0882 F:614.752.4426

Christina.Tatum@development.ohio.gov
www.development.ohio.gov

Email to and from the Ohio Development Services Agency is open to public inspection under Ohio's public record law. Unless a legal
exemption applies, this message and any response to it will be released if requested.

1



OHIO DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

CENTRAL OFFICE ¢ 1980 WEST BROAD STREET, MAIL STOP 4170 « COLUMBUS, OH 43223 3
JOHN R. KASICH, GOVERNOR ¢ JERRY WRAY, DIRECTOR

January 31, 2017

Mr. Rob Adams

Vice President

Landrum & Brown

11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

RE: Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental Assessment at John Glenn
Columbus International Airport

Dear Mr. Adams:

This letter is sent in response to your January 6, 2017 letter to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
regarding the Environmental Assessment (EA) for the proposed Midfield Development Program at John Glenn
Columbus International Airport. We would like to inform you that pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum
of Understanding (MOU) dated December 11, 2015, and executed by the FHWA and the Ohio Department of
Transportation (ODOT), ODOT has assumed all the United States Department of Transportation Secretary’s
responsibilities for compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and other Federal
environmental laws for highway projects within the State of Ohio subject to the terms and conditions set forth in
23 U.S.C. 327 and the MOU. These responsibilities include the environmental review, reevaluation, consultation,
and other actions pertaining to the review or approval of highway projects required by applicable Federal
environmental laws. Therefore, ODOT will be acting as FHWA and commenting on this project.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment and look forward to coordinating with your team in the future. At this

time, we do not offer any comments on the scoping effort to date, however, we respectfully request to continue to
be informed. We are interested in the details as the project progresses, especially as they relate to Stelzer Road
and the Interstate 270 and Interstate 670 Interchange. Questions and future information should be addressed to:

Timothy M. Hill, Administrator

Office of Environmental Services

Ohio Department of Transportation

1980 West Broad Street, Mail Stop 4170
Columbus, OH 43223
Tim.Hill@dot.ohio.gov

(614) 644-0377

We look forward to reviewing the EA and thank you very much for your consideration.

Timothy M. Hill
Environmental Administrator

Cc: Leigh Oesterling, FHWA
Ernest Gubry, Federal Aviation Administration
David Wall, Columbus Regional Airport Authority

WWW.TRANSPORTATION.OHIO.GOV
ODOT Is AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER AND PROVIDER OF SERVICES



g e e UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
] M & REGION 5
% N 77 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD

Cr—— CHICAGO, IL 60604-3590

% REPLY TO THE ATTENTICN OF: E-I 9J
Ernie Gubry
Federal Aviation Administration
Detroit Airports District Office, DET-ADO-600
11677 South Wayne Road, Suite 107

Romulus, Michigan 48174

Rob Adams

Landrum & Brown
11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45242

Re:  Midfield Development Program Environmental Assessment at John Glenn
Columbus International Airport, City of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio

Dear Mr. Gubry and Mr. Adams:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency received a January 6, 2017 letter and scoping
materials from Landrum & Brown requesting scoping comments related to the above mentioned
project. The Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) is the project proponent and the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 1s the lead federal agency under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). As requested, this letter identifies key issues to inform the
NEPA process.

The proposed action includes changes to the John Glenn Columbus International Airport (CMH)
to develop a consolidated rental car facility, a replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile
parking garage, and several other supporting and enabling facilities. Scoping materials state that
the proposed action is expected to reduce surface vehicle traffic congestion along the terminal
curb-front and would not cause unforecasted growth in aircraft operations.

Aquatic Resources

Scoping materials indicate that the project team has prepared a wetland delineation and engaged
in coordination with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Crops) regarding a Jurisdictional
Determination. Surveys identified 29 wetlands and 4 streams within the project site. It is
important for the NEPA document to discuss direct and indirect impacts to aquatic resources
within and surrounding the project area that may result from the proposed actions. Examples of
indirect impacts include: runoff, contamination, sedimentation, or changes to hydrology of the
remaining portions of wetlands, rivers, and streams. While we offer the following comments to
inform the NEPA process, EP A reserves its right to provide additional comments during the
subsequent Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 404 permitting process.

Recycled/Recyclable e Printed with Vegetable Ol Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (100% Post-Consumer)



Recommendations for the NEPA Document:

Include a robust discussion on the CWA Section 401 water quality certification and
Section 404 permitting requirements. Include relevant correspondence as an appendix.
Discuss efforts that the project team has taken to date, as well as measures that will be
taken in the future, to avoid and minimize potential impacts to Waters of the U.S.
(Waters) to the extent practicable, in line with the CWA Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines.
Discuss how cost, logistical, or technological constraints preclude avoidance and
minimization of any known impacts to Waters.

Discuss proposed mitigation types, ratios, and potential locations. Include mitigation
sequencing per the CWA Section 404(b)(1) Guidelines, and describe how mitigation
would comply with the 2008 Mitigation Rule. .
Include a summary of the Section 404(b)(1) analysis, or, if available, include a draft as an
appendix.

If impacts to wetlands are unavoidable, we recommend the following measures to minimize
impacts during construction:

2

Perform construction in wetlands during frozen ground conditions, if feasible.

Use easily-removed materials for construction of temporary access roads and staging
areas (e.g., swamp/timber mats) in lieu of materials that sink (e.g., stone, rip-rap, wood
chips).

Use swamp/timber mats or other alternative matting to distribute the weight of the
construction equipment. This will minimize soil rutting and compaction.

Use vehicles and construction equipment with wider tires or rubberized tracks, or use
low-ground-pressure equipment to further minimize impacts during construction access
and staging. '

Use long-reach excavators, where appropriate, to avoid driving or staging in wetlands.
Place mats under construction equipment to contain any spills.

Threatened and Endangered Species

We understand that the project team obtained a list of threatened and endangered species that
may be present in the project study area from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife (FWS) Service and the
Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR). A recent survey did not identify any federally-
or state-protected species on site, and found that the Northern Long-Earmed Bat and the Indiana
Bat are the only species with potentially suitable habitat on site.

Recommendations for the NEPA Document:

Describe how the proposed project would comply with the Endangered Species Act in the
NEPA document. Summarize coordination with FWS and ODNR, and include relevant
correspondence as an appendix.

Air Quality
The project area is currently in maintenance status for the 2008 8-hour ozone National Ambient
Air Quality Standard.! The proposed actions would result in emissions from construction

! Frapklin County’s attainment status is listed in U.S. EPA’s Green Book at:
https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/ancl. html#OH

2



equipment. Temporary construction emissions have the potential to impact human health,
especially in sensitive populations, such as the elderly, children, and those with impaired
respiratory systems. Over the long term, the proposed project would change operational
emissions from the airport by altering vehicle patterns.

Recommendations for the NEPA Document:

e Discuss potential emissions sources from the construction phase of the proposed project.
Consider: truck trips, demolition, use of construction equipment.

e Discuss whether construction emissions could impact nearby people. If so, consider
potential local health effects from construction emissions, including childhood asthma
and other respiratory illnesses that can be triggered by short-term elevated emission
levels.

e Identify and commit to specific measures to reduce construction emissions, including
those listed in the enclosed Construction Emission Control Checklist.

e Analyze long-term operational emissions at the airport, including emissions from
automobiles, that would result from the proposed project. Discuss measures to minimize
such emissions.

e Demonstration the that proposed project would comply with Clean Air Act General
Conformity requirements.

McDonnell Douglas Corp Air Force Plant 85 Cleanup Site

The proposed project is located just north of the McDonnell Douglas Corp Air Force Plant 85
Cleanup Site. Given the close proximity of this cleanup site to the proposed project, it is
important for the NEPA document to discuss whether the proposed project could potentially
impact the cleanup site.”

Recommendations for the NEPA Document and Project bmplementation:

Discuss the proximity of the proposed project to the McDonnell Douglas Corp Amrforce
Plant &5 Site. Provide a background on the site, and assess whether the proposed project
could impact the cleanup site. Consider potential impacts related to the release of
contaminants as well as impacts to cleanup activities. Commit to protective measures if
the proposed project could potentially impact the cleanup site.

Climate Change Adaptation and Resiliency

The U.S. Global Change Research Program’s National Climate Assessment (N CA)® provides
information valuable to determining how changing climate could affect the environmental
impacts of the project, and how the project could be made more resilient to the impacts of
climate change. The NCA’s section on the Midwest is a useful starting place for analyzing
changing climate conditions. The report finds that, in the Midwest, extreme heat, heavy
downpours, and flooding will affect infrastructure, health, air and water quality, and more.

2 Details on the McDonnell Douglas Corp Air Force Plant 85 are available at:

htips://naspub.epa gov/enviro/fii guerv dil.disp program facility®pem sys id in=OH1170090004&pem svs acrn
m_n=SEMS and https://cumulis.epa.gov/supercpad/cursites/csitinfo.cfm?1d=0504928

3 U.8. Global Change Research Program, 2014 National Climate Assessment, available at:
http:/fnca2014.globalchange.gov/report




Recommendations for the NEPA Document;

Consider how the proposed project may impact climate change by using greenhouse
gas emissions as a proxy measure, and explore alternatives and best practices to lower
greenhouse gas emissions.

Consider the effects of climate change on the proposed action.

Use assessments of future climate scenarios to determine whether the environmental
impacts of the alternatives could be exacerbated by climate change. If impacts may be
exacerbated, additional mitigation measures may be warranted.

Consider whether measures are needed to improve resiliency to climate change in the
project’s design. Add protective measures if needed, such as enhanced stormwater
management.

Sustainable Development

We recognize that the John Glenn Columbus International Airport’s website states energy
conservation and sustainability will be incorporated into the project.* We encourage
implementation of sustainable designs and practices, which can reduce the environmental impact
of the proposed actions, increase the project’s resiliency to changing climate conditions, and may
have long-term economic benefits.

Recommendations for the NEPA Document and Project Implementation:

Discuss specific energy conservation and sustainability best practices that would be
incorporated into the project.

Consider developing an Airport Sustainability Plan. FAA can support such plans at
eligible airports with their Airport Improvement Program grant funds. Program
details and example Sustainability Plans are available on FAA’s website.”

Consider Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) and other green
building certification programs, as well as designing for net-zero energy usage, for
new buildings.

Consider using green infrastructure to help prepare for increases in the frequency of
heavy precipitation events under changing climate conditions. Green infrastructure
may include green roofs, bioswales, rain gardens, and permeable pavements.
Permeable pavements may be particularly well-suited to airport operations because
they help manage stormwater without attracting wildlife.

Consider best practices for energy efficiency and sustainable building design.
Examples include south-facing skylights and windows, motion-sensored lighting
where appropriate, use of Energy Star certified products, and siting renewable energy
onsite. See FAA’s Technical Guidance for Evaluating and Selecting Solar
Technologies on Airports.®

Commit to recycle construction and demolition debris.

T CRAA’s commitment to incorporate sustainability into project development is posted at;
bttp://flycolumbus.com/at-port-columbus/terminal-modernization-program

> For details on Airport Sustainability Plans and FAA’s Airport Improvement Program, see

https://www faa.gov/airports/environmenial/sustainability/

® FAA’s “Technical Guidance for Evaluating and Selecting Solar Technologies on Airports™ is available at:
https:/fwww faa.gov/airports/environmental/



¢ Consider replacing raw materials with recycled materials for infrastructure

components. Some options include:

- Use recycled materials to replace carbon-intensive Portland Cement in concrete as
“supplementary cementitious material,”

- Use tire-derived aggregate in lightweight embankment fill and retaining wall
backfill, and

- Use recvcled materials in pavement applications, such as crushed recycled
concrete, recvcled asphalt pavement, and rubberized asphalt concrete. Also, in
some circumstances, on-site asphalt can be re-used (e.g., cold in-place recycling
or full depth reclamation).

We appreciate the opportunity to provide comments. If you have any questions or would like to
discuss our recommendations, please contact Jen Blonn, the lead reviewer for this project, at

312-886-6394 or blonn jennifer@epa.gov.

Sincerely,

ﬁr ; _,;ﬁ;u,wf #

"

e

Kenneth A. Wéstlake
Chief, NEPA Tmplementation Section
Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance

Enclosure: :
Construction Emission Conirol Checklist .



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Construction Emission Control Checldist

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 project should meet, or exceed, the U.S.
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.).” '

Non-road Vehicles and Equipment: Non-road vehicles and equipment should meet, or
exceed, the U.S. EPA Tier 4 exhaust emissions standards for heavy-duty, non-road
compression-ignition engines (e.g., construction equipment, non-road trucks, etc.).?
Low Emission Equipment Exemptions: The equipment specifications outlined above
should be met unless: 1) a piece of specialized equipment 1s not avatlable 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 contacting or oversight
process:

Use onsite renewable electricity generation and/or grid-based electricity rather than
diesel-powered generators or other equipment.

Use ultra-low sulfur diesel fuel (15 ppm maximum) in construction vehicles and
equipment.

Use catalytic converters to reduce carbon monoxide, aldehydes, and hydrocarbons in
diesel fumes. These devices must be used with low sulfur fuels.

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).

Retrofit engines with an exhaust filtration device to capture diesel particulate matter
before it enters the construction site.

Repower 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.).

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

7 hitp://www.epa.gov/otag/standards/heavy-duty/ndci-exhaust htm
¥ hitp://www.epa.gov/otag/standards/nonroad/onroadci.htm



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 U.S. EPA
exhaust emissions standards.

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-carthmoving 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 turning off engines when
vehicles are stopped for more than a few minutes, training diesel-equipment operators to
perform routine inspection, and maintaining filtration devices.

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 (ITEPA) 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 1s filtered first.

Use respirators, which are only an interim measure to control exposure to diesel
emissions. In most cases, an N93 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.



Ohio Department of Natural Resources

JOHN R. KASICH. GOVERNOR JAMES ZEHRINGER, DIRECTOR

Office of Real Estate

Paul R. Baldridge, Chief
2045 Morse Road — Bldg. E-2
Columbus, OH 43229
Phone: (614) 265-6649

Fax: (614) 267-4764

February 24, 2017

Rob Adams

Landrum & Brown
11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, Ohio 45242

Re: 17-043; Agency Scoping for Midfield Development Program Environmental Assessment at
John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Project: The proposed project involves the development of a Consolidated Rental Car Facility, a
replacement passenger terminal, a new automobile parking garage, and other associated
supporting and enabling projects.

Location: The proposed project is located in the City of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio.

The Ohio Department of Natural Resources (ODNR) has completed a review of the above
referenced project. These comments were generated by an inter-disciplinary review within the
Department. These comments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.), the National Environmental
Policy Act, the Coastal Zone Management Act, Ohio Revised Code and other applicable laws and
regulations. These comments are also based on ODNR’s experience as the state natural resource
management agency and do not supersede or replace the regulatory authority of any local, state or
federal agency nor relieve the applicant of the obligation to comply with any local, state or
federal laws or regulations.

Natural Heritage Database: The Natural Heritage Database has no records at or within a one-
mile radius of the project area.

A review of the Ohio Natural Heritage Database indicates there are no records of state
endangered or threatened plants or animals within the project area. There are also no records of
state potentially threatened plants, special interest or species of concern animals, or any federally
listed species. In addition, we are unaware of any unique ecological sites, geologic features,
animal assemblages, scenic rivers, state wildlife areas, state nature preserves, state or national
parks, state or national forests, national wildlife refuges, or other protected natural areas within
the project area. The review was performed on the project area you specified in your request as
well as an additional one-mile radius. Records searched date from 1980.

Please note that Ohio has not been completely surveyed and we rely on receiving information
from many sources. Therefore, a lack of records for any particular area is not a statement that rare
species or unique features are absent from that area. Although all types of plant communities have
been surveyed, we only maintain records on the highest quality areas.

2045 Morse Rd ¢ Columbus, OH 43229-6693 « ohiodnr.com



Fish and Wildlife: The Division of Wildlife (DOW) has the following comments.

The DOW recommends that impacts to wetlands and other water resources be avoided and
minimized to the fullest extent possible, and that best management practices be utilized to
minimize erosion and sedimentation.

The project is within the range of the Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), a state endangered and
federally endangered species. The following species of trees have relatively high value as
potential Indiana bat roost trees to include: shagbark hickory (Carya ovata), shellbark hickory
(Carya laciniosa), bitternut hickory (Carya cordiformis), black ash (Fraxinus nigra), green ash
(Fraxinus pennsylvanica), white ash (Fraxinus americana), shingle oak (Quercus imbricaria),
northern red oak (Quercus rubra), slippery elm (Ulmus rubra), American elm (Ulmus
americana), eastern cottonwood (Populus deltoides), silver maple (Acer saccharinum), sassafras
(Sassafras albidum), post oak (Quercus stellata), and white oak (Quercus alba). Indiana bat
roost trees consists of trees that include dead and dying trees with exfoliating bark, crevices, or
cavities in upland areas or riparian corridors and living trees with exfoliating bark, cavities, or
hollow areas formed from broken branches or tops. However, Indiana bats are also dependent on
the forest structure surrounding roost trees. If suitable habitat occurs within the project area, the
DOW recommends trees be conserved. If suitable habitat occurs within the project area and trees
must be cut, the DOW recommends cutting occur between October 1 and March 31. If suitable
trees must be cut during the summer months, the DOW recommends a net survey be conducted
between June 1 and August 15, prior to any cutting. Net surveys should incorporate either nine
net nights per square 0.5 kilometer of project area, or four net nights per kilometer for linear
projects. If no tree removal is proposed, this project is not likely to impact this species.

The project is within the range of the purple cat’s paw (Epioblasma o. obliquata), a state
endangered and federally endangered mussel, the clubshell (Pleurobema clava), a state
endangered and federally endangered mussel, the northern riffleshell (Epioblasma torulosa
rangiana), a state endangered and federally endangered mussel, the rayed bean (Villosa fabalis), a
state endangered and federally endangered mussel species, the rabbitsfoot (Quadrula cylindrica
cylindrica), a state endangered and federal candidate mussel, the snuffbox (Epioblasma
triquetra), a state endangered and federal endangered mussel, the long solid (Fusconaia maculata
maculata), a state endangered mussel, the Ohio pigtoe (Pleurobema cordatum), a state
endangered mussel, the pocketbook (Lampsilis ovata), a state endangered mussel, the washboard
(Megalonaias nervosa), a state endangered mussel, the elephant-ear (Elliptio crassidens
crassidens), a state endangered mussel, the black sandshell (Ligumia recta), a state threatened
mussel, the threehorn wartyback (Obliquaria reflexa), a state threatened mussel, the pondhorn
(Uniomerus tetralasmus), a state threatened mussel, and the fawnsfoot (Truncilla donaciformis), a
state threatened mussel. Due to the location, and that there is no in-water work proposed in a
perennial stream, this project is not likely to impact these species.

The project is within the range of the Scioto madtom (Noturus trautmani), a state endangered and
federally endangered fish, the popeye shiner (Notropis ariommus), a state endangered fish, the
northern brook lamprey (Ichthyomyzon fossor), a state endangered fish, the spotted darter
(Etheostoma maculatum), a state endangered fish, the shortnose gar (Lepisosteus platostomus), a
state endangered fish, the tonguetied minnow (Exoglossum laurae), a state threatened fish, the
paddlefish (Polyodon spathula) a state threatened fish, and the Tippecanoe darter (Etheostoma
tippecanoe), a state threatened fish. Due to the location, and that there is no in-water work
proposed in a perennial stream, this project is not likely to impact these species.



The project is within the range of the upland sandpiper (Bartramia longicauda), a state
endangered bird. Nesting upland sandpipers utilize dry grasslands including native grasslands,
seeded grasslands, grazed and ungrazed pasture, hayfields, and grasslands established through the
Conservation Reserve Program (CRP). If this type of habitat will be impacted, construction
should be avoided in this habitat during the species’ nesting period of April 15 to July 31. If this
type of habitat will not be impacted, this project is not likely to impact this species.

Due to the potential of impacts to federally listed species, as well as to state listed species, we
recommend that this project be coordinated with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service.

Water Resources: The Division of Water Resources has the following comment.
The local floodplain administrator should be contacted concerning the possible need for any
floodplain permits or approvals for this project. Your local floodplain administrator contact

information can be found at the website below.

http://water.ohiodnr.gov/water-use-planning/floodplain-management#PUB

ODNR appreciates the opportunity to provide these comments. Please contact John Kessler at
(614) 265-6621 if you have questions about these comments or need additional information.

John Kessler

ODNR Office of Real Estate
2045 Morse Road, Building E-2
Columbus, Ohio 43229-6693
John.Kessler@dnr.state.oh.us


http://water.ohiodnr.gov/water-use-planning/floodplain-management#PUB

From: susan_zimmermann@fws.gov [mailto:susan_zimmermann@fws.gov] On Behalf Of Ohio, FW3
Sent: Tuesday, February 7, 2017 9:22 AM

To: Rob Adams

Subject: Midfield Development Program, CONRAC Facility at John Glen CMH Airport, Franklin Co.

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
1J.8. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Office
4625 Morse Road, Suite 104
Columbus, Chio 43230
{614] 416-8993 / Fax (614) 416-8994

TAILS# 03E15000-2017-TA-0711

Dear Mr. Adams,

We have received your recent correspondence regarding potential impacts to federally listed species
in the vicinity of the above referenced project. There are no federal wilderness areas, wildlife refuges
or designated critical habitat within the vicinity of the project area. We recommend that proposed
activities minimize water quality impacts, including fill in streams and wetlands. Best management
practices should be utilized to minimize erosion and sedimentation.

FEDERALLY LISTED, PROPOSED, AND CANDIDATE SPECIES COMMENTS: Due to the project type,
size, location, and the proposed implementation of seasonal tree cutting (clearing of trees >3 inches
diameter at breast height between October 1 and March 31) to avoid impacts to Indiana bats and
northern long-eared bats, we do not anticipate adverse effects to any federally endangered,
threatened, proposed or candidate species. Should the project design change, or during the term of
this action, additional information on listed or proposed species or their critical habitat become
available, or if new information reveals effects of the action that were not previously considered,
consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) should be initiated to assess any
potential impacts.

If there is a federal nexus for the project (e.g., federal funding provided, federal permits required to
construct), no tree clearing should occur on any portion of the project area until consultation under
section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), between the Service and the federal action agency, is

1



completed. We recommend that the federal action agency submit a determination of effects to this
office, relative to the Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat, for our review and concurrence.

These comments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
(48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et seq.), ESA, and are consistent with the intent of the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 and the Service's Mitigation Policy. This letter provides
technical assistance only and does not serve as a completed section 7 consultation document. We
recommend that the project be coordinated with the Ohio Department of Natural Resources due to
the potential for the project to affect state listed species and/or state lands. Contact John Kessler,
Environmental Services Administrator, at (614) 265-6621 or at john.kessler@dnr.state.oh.us.

If you have questions, or if we can be of further assistance in this matter, please contact our office at (614) 416-8993

or ohio@fws.gov.

Sincerely,

{ b —

Dan Everson
Ohio Field Office Supervisor



From: Ernest.Gubry@faa.gov [mailto:Ernest.Gubry@faa.gov]

Sent: Monday, February 27, 2017 1:04 PM

To: David Wall; radams@landrum-brown.com

Cc: Ernest.Gubry@faa.gov; brian.tenkhoff @faa.gov

Subject: FW: Midfield Development Program, John Glen Columbus International Airport, Franklin Co.

FYI

Ernest P. Gubry
FAA DETADO
(734) 229-2905

From: susan_zimmermann@fws.gov [mailto:susan_zimmermann@fws.gov] On Behalf Of Ohio, FW3
Sent: Monday, February 27, 2017 12:40 PM

To: Gubry, Ernest (FAA)

Subject: Midfield Development Program, John Glen Columbus International Airport, Franklin Co.

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
1J.8. Fish and Wildlife Service
Ecological Services Office
4625 Morse Road, Suite 104
Columbus, Ohio 43230
[614) 416-8993 [/ Fax (614) 416-8994

TAILS# 03E15000-2017-TA-0711

Dear Mr. Gubry,

We have received your recent correspondence regarding the above-referenced project. You have requested
concurrence with your determination of effects to federally listed species, pursuant to section 7(a)(2) of the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (ESA).

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed your project description and concurs with your
determination that the project, as proposed, is not likely to adversely affect any federally listed species. This is

1



based on the commitment to cut all trees >3 inches dbh only between October 1 and March 31 to avoid adverse
effects to the endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and threatened Northern long-eared bat (Myotis
septentrionalis).

This concludes consultation on this action as required by section 7(a)(2) of the ESA. Should, during the term of
this action, additional information on listed or proposed species or their critical habitat become available, or if
new information reveals effects of the action that were not previously considered, consultation with the Service
should be reinitiated to assess whether the determinations are still valid.

If you have questions, or if we can be of further assistance in this matter, please contact our office at (614) 416-

8993 or ohio@fws.gov.

Sincerely,

Dan Everson

Ohio Field Office Supervisor

CRAA users can click here to report this email as spam.



From: Baker, Steven - NRCS, Columbus, OH <Steven.Baker@oh.usda.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, January 11, 2017 8:18 AM

To: Chris Sandfoss

Subject: RE: Midfield Development Program at John Glenn Columbus International Airport
Attachments: FormAD1006_for_CMH_MDP.pdf

Good morning Chris,
Attached is the complete AD-1006 form. Thanks,

Steve

From: Chris Sandfoss [mailto:csandfoss@landrum-brown.com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 10, 2017 4:36 PM

To: Baker, Steven - NRCS, Columbus, OH <Steven.Baker@oh.usda.gov>

Subject: Midfield Development Program at John Glenn Columbus International Airport

Mr. Baker,

Per our discussion, attached is the Form AD-1006 with Part | completed for your review and action for the proposed
project described in the letter you received dated 1/6/2017.

Thanks,
Chris

Chris Sandfoss, AICP | Landrum & Brown
11279 Cornell Park Drive Cincinnati, OH 45242
P: 513.530.1256 | F: 513.530.2256

Please consider the environment before printing this email.
For additional company and industry information please visit our website at www.Landrum-Brown.com

Notice: The information contained in this electronic mail transmission is intended by Landrum & Brown for the use of the named individual
or entity to which it is directed and may contain information that is privileged confidential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law.
It is not intended for transmission to, or receipt by, anyone other than the named addressee(s) [or person(s) authorized to deliver it to the
named addressee]. It should not be copied or forwarded to any unauthorized persons. If received in error, please delete it from your
system and notify sender of the error by reply e-mail or by fax or telephone number above so that the address can be corrected.

This electronic message contains information generated by the USDA solely for the intended recipients. Any
unauthorized interception of this message or the use or disclosure of the information it contains may violate the
law and subject the violator to civil or criminal penalties. If you believe you have received this message in error,
please notify the sender and delete the email immediately.



U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date Of Land Evaluation Request 1/10/2017
Name of Project C\H Midfield Development Program Federal Agency Involved Federal Aviation Administration
Proposed Land Use Ajrport Development County and State Franklin County, Ohio
PART Il (To be completed by NRCS) Date Request Received By Person Caompleting Form:
NrRes 1/11/17 teve Baker

Does the site contain Prime, Unique, Statewide or Local Important Farmland? YES NO Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size

(If no, the FPPA does not apply - do not complete additional parts of this form) I:l

Major Crop(s) Farmable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

Acres: % Acres: %
Name of Land Evaluation System Used Name of State or Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS
11117
PART Il (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Site Rating
Site A Site B Site C Site D

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly

B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly

C. Total Acres In Site

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information

A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland

B. Total Acres Statewide Important or Local Important Farmland

C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted

D. Percentage Of Farmland in Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value

PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion
Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Site Assessment Criteria Maximum | sjte A Site B Site C Site D
(Criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5 b. For Corridor project use form NRCS-CPA-106) Points

1. Area In Non-urban Use (15)

2. Perimeter In Non-urban Use (10)

3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed (20)

4. Protection Provided By State and Local Government (20)

5. Distance From Urban Built-up Area (15)

6. Distance To Urban Support Services (15

7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average (10)

8. Creation Of Non-farmable Farmland (10)

9. Auvailability Of Farm Support Services ®)

10. On-Farm Investments (20)

11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services (10)

12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use (10)

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 0 0 0 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 0

Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or local site assessment) 160 0 0 0 0

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 0 0 0 0

Was A Local Site Assessment Used?

Site Selected: Date Of Selection YES NO

Reason For Selection:

NRCS Note: Area committed to Urban Development, not subject to FPPA

Name of Federal agency representative completing this form: Date:

(See Instructions on reverse side) Form AD-1006 (03-02)
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MIDFIELD DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
JOHN GLENN COLUMBUS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT DRAFT

APPENDIX B
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

This Appendix contains the copies of coordination materials for this Environmental
Assessment. The following documentation is included:

1) Public Workshop / Hearing materials including the Notice of Aviability, the sign
in sheet, handouts, the public comment form, and the public hearing
transcript;

2) Comments received on the Draft EA; and

3) Responses to those comments.

Landrum & Brown Appendix B — Public Involvement
March 2017
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MIDFIELD DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
JOHN GLENN COLUMBUS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT DRAFT

PUBLIC WORKSHOP/ HEARING

The Public Workshop/Hearing is scheduled for the following times and locations:

Wednesday, April 26, 2017 Thursday, April 27, 2017
6:00 pm to 8:00 pm 6:00 pm to 8:00 pm
Gahanna Senior Center Days Inn Columbus Airport
480 Rocky Fork Blvd 750 Stelzer Road,
Gahanna, OH 43230 Columbus, OH 43219

Information regarding this Workshop/Hearing, including published notices, meeting
registration, and meeting handouts will be provided in the final document.

Landrum & Brown Appendix B — Public Involvement
March 2017
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MIDFIELD DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
JOHN GLENN COLUMBUS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT DRAFT

COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE DRAFT EA

Any comments received regarding this EA, and responses to those comments will be
included in the final document.

Landrum & Brown Appendix B — Public Involvement
March 2017
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MIDFIELD DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
JOHN GLENN COLUMBUS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT DRAFT

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

Responses to any comments will be included in the final document.

Landrum & Brown Appendix B — Public Involvement
March 2017
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MIDFIELD DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
JOHN GLENN COLUMBUS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT DRAFT

APPENDIX C
HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES

This appendix contains a copy of the documentation related to the analysis of historic
and cultural resources and the consultation between the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) and the Ohio State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in
accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA).
The following documentation is included:

1) Phase | Archaeological Survey for the Approximately 24.3-hectare (Drake
Road Site) Potential Automobile Related Facility in the City of Columbus,
Franklin County, Ohio; January 15, 2007

2) Phase | Archaeological Survey for the Proposed Consolidated Rental Car
Facility (CONRAC), Port Columbus International Airport, City of Columbus,
Franklin County, Ohio; September 28, 2016

3) Historic American Building Survey (HABS) for the Elam Drake Farmstead, 2378
Ole Country Lane, in Mifflin Township, Franklin County, Ohio; November 8,
2006

4) National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) Eligibility Evaluation of the John
Glenn Columbus International Airport Terminal and the Lane Aviation Facility,
City of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio; July 8, 2016

5) Section 106 Consultation Materials

6) Memorandum of Agreement between the FAA, SHPO, and Columbus Regional
Airport Authority for the Mitigation of Adverse Effects to the Elam Drake
Farmstead, 2738 Ole Country Lane, Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio

Landrum & Brown Appendix C — Historic and Cultural Resources
March 2017



MIDFIELD DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
JOHN GLENN COLUMBUS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT DRAFT

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

Landrum & Brown Appendix C — Historic and Cultural Resources
March 2017



MIDFIELD DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
JOHN GLENN COLUMBUS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT DRAFT

PHASE 1 CULTURAL RESOURCES SURVEY OF
THE DRAKE ROAD SITE

Landrum & Brown Appendix C — Historic and Cultural Resources
March 2017



MIDFIELD DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
JOHN GLENN COLUMBUS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT DRAFT

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

Landrum & Brown Appendix C — Historic and Cultural Resources
March 2017



5500 New Albany Road
Columbus, Ohio 43054
Tel: 614-775-4500

Fax: 614-775-4802

Phase | Cultural Resources Survey for the approximately 24.3 ha
(60 a.) Potential Automobile Related Facility in the City of
Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio

By:
Joel Brown

Prepared For:
Columbus Regional Airport Authority

January 15, 2007
2006-2194



Phase I Archaeological Survey for the
approximately 24.3 ha (60 a.) Potential
Automobile Related Facility in the City of
Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio

By:

Joel Brown

Submitted To:

Columbus Regional Airport Authority
4600 International Gateway
Columbus, Ohio 43219

Submitted By:

Joel Brown, P.1.
EMH&T, Inc.
Archaeology Division
5500 New Albany Road
Columbus, Ohio 43054
Phone: (614) 775-4526 Fax: (614) 775-4802

Project #: 2006-2194

15 January 2007

Copyright 2007 by EMH&T, Inc. All Rights Reserved.



Table of Contents

T ot o1, U T O PP PP PR PE PR i
i, ACKNOWIEAZEMENLS. . ... ceeuuniiiiiiiiii st sai it s s r s e s e s e et st s s e ii
ifi.list of figures and eXhIDItS.......cviiiirrimmiiiiniis i iii
O T 10 Ta Lo 2T VU T 1
1. Environmental SEtHIIZ. .. ...ucevvueresierermmnsrmmesmmsssneestetsssaiinis i sansrs s ssassss st sasansssses 2
2.0 CMALE. .. vveerierirnrerrssssersersssassssssassassssasnesesessnasssstesarnsransssstsnessnsnennes 2
2.2, PRYSIOEIAPNY. ...uunnerereneiiuin e ies i e a s et s 2
2.3, GEOMOIPHOIOZY. .- eeeunnertniiniiieiiiatsiae b srsse s s s st s b s s s s s s neas 2
B T o) (s - 2 e 2
BRI & 0 t0e) Lo 7L ALTTETRTELLPPTREPRERES 3
D Ly TR PP ORI PP P P PR REPETE 3
27, FAUNA. .. asiniisiieisiseresasinesanssssnstsssssssssasssssssssbasesssssarsasirasssasssssestsssssssss 3
DT o) 1S ¢ VPP P PR T PT TP PTTIS .3
TI1. PrehiStoric SEME. .. ve vuurunerecerernassiireesssreaes ittt tnsssaesa v essnr s s s st st abe b et tas s s e 5
LT I £ e Co Yo LoTos Lo ¢ VU 5
3.2. Paleo-Indian Period: 10050-8050 B.C......oiniriiiinmiiiiiiiriri s iiassnia e 5
3.3. Archaic Period: 8050-300 B.C.....iuiriieirriiiiiiiiiiiinsinnnnrnsecesssssssnssssassanns 6
3.3.1. Early Archaic Period: 8050-4550 B.C....ovvniiiiinniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinicnn, 6
3.3.2. Middle Archaic Period: 4550-3050B.C.....ccoviniiiiiiiriiiiiiiiiiienine 6
3.3.3. Late Archaic Period: 3050-300B.C....ccovvniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiriinanarnes 7
3.4, WoOodland Period. .. .....cuverueemomienninanesnersoneesssesiisessnmsmsessrersnrsrsniseissnems 7
3.4.1. Early Woodland Period (Adena Culture): 500-100 B.C.....ooovvnnrininnnnnn 7
3.4.2. Middle Woodland Period (Hopewell Culture): AD 0-450..........c..cuvines 8
3.4.3. Late Woodland Period: AD 450-1000.......c.ciiaiiiiiiiinirnrrnnsnrimenns 9
3.5. Late PrehiStoric Period.....o.oueveeriernreeniiiniieiieeiirsasistaa st rasaans 10
TV, HESTOTIC S@IIIIZ. ¢eveuetneunreneeneenetnennrtnsetsrn st e e ta st s it s aa e bt b s e s s sttt 11
4.1. ProtohiStoric t0 HAStOTIC. . uuuururerrereeanestereerssennsnsnssnsssesasssssranmesissnssimmmserss 11
4.2, Franklin County HiStOTY........ivrurunrunrmnammmneeniisinsistissansrs s nesnssrasaaes 12
4.3. Mifflin Township HiStOry....c.coivurieeneermmmmmssnesiiriisrinsisrnsrsmms s 12
V. Lterature REVIEW . .. v uneiireieiiesineasaneanstsssassessssssssssseanesnssssantsssssssnsassnnratmnssssnasss 14
5.1, TIHTOAUCHION. 1. euevesersvnienssssrnrnnnrnenensesansssssssssnsnnerssansnensssnssssssssssnssassmiies 14
5.2. William C. Mills’ 4n Archaeological Atlas of Ohio (1914)...........coovivrivinininannn 14
5.3. Ohio Archacological Inventory (OAI) FOrmS.........ocoimuimuniniinininiiiniinnin 14
5.4. Ohio Historical Inventory (OHI) FOImS.........ociuienieimeuniniiriirearintsnmnirnan, 14
5.5. National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) Files..........ccoooiriniiiiiiiiiiinin 15
5.6. Cultural Resources Management (CRM) Reports......c..oouvriiiimninnmsiinnine. 15
5.7. Historic Atlases and Topographic Maps.......ccooevruiiiiiiiciinimrieiiiaa, 16
VI ReSEAICH DESIZI 11 tvueerneireeririieirsassirsssesirssssrerssssstsss s s aesa st aantte s bas e ans 18
6.1. Fieldwork MethodOlOgies. . .. cuuveuiriiinirirmnsansnernsrrr it tnissnssa s saneans 18
6.1.1. Visual INSPECHON. ...uvuivniiniinenrnaresecanirianr st srrsssss s st sesstae 18
6.1.2. Surface Collection. . ..uuveueeerrsierrrrrerrernrraraseasesssasnrasssnasersnsens 18
6.1.3. Subsurface INVestigation. ... . .ccvuvrurreeeeuerusmanreiarsnmrrinraresoanaron 19
6.2. Artifact Analysis MethodoIOZIes. .....ovvviiinrierierniinneiin i 19
6.2.1. Prehistoric Period Artifact Analysis Methodology........coeoiiiiriinrainains 19
6.2.2. Artifact Functional Categories.......ovvvvriraiiimimiinnnnsiiarsiasiiinmiasnnan, 19
6.2.3. Historic Period Artifact Analysis Methodology.......ccoevvieviiiniaiiiiniian 21
6.3. Background InfOrmation. ...........oveuuvuniuemniiusinsieris st ests s se 22
6.4. Expected ReSUltS.........oivmniiimminereinein i ssr it s st s st s 22
6.5. Curation and Submission of Artifacts........ccovereeeeenereiieiiiiiinii i, 23
VII. Field Work and Interpretation. .. ....eeeuiunvrisierarnterereimsisasaiisssassss s snnies 24

.1, TOUTOAUCHION. o e e eneninsraenseneeneaeeaenarastarasassressassssenessanssstsssnsserosssssinensssns 24



VIIL
IX.

XL
XIIL

7.2, FIelAWOTK i vusiuvimmirm s i v o s e s s i s v A a4 s R e o 24

7.3, Site DeSCHPLIONS. .. vuvreerereerrrirsiieeseiiatesies s rssrasbabassssasasr st bassmessssansnasss 26
7.4, CODCIUSIONS. .. cuvuenienin e iadedavavanss s s s s has s savaswin s an snonclin LU NaE s 656 05 e bod 30
Expected Results Evaluation. ........ccccuiiiiiiiiinriimmiii s sessssasensssnsansas 31
Eligibility AsSessment. ismsniinianiiravisiasssisais i sohs s dsvivaisisio 32
D50 ToT a1 o) ) A A 34
FIGUIES. .. .uooununeren e sasibasiossdiahsmsse drivesiiisiaitiin i b e 40
Exhibits........cooen. iiionns sriisses siidssi s it e 51
Appendix A:

Ohio Archaeological Inventory Form for 33-Fr-1828

Appendix B:
Information for FRA-9622-12 (2734 Ole Country Lane)



i. Abstract

A Phase I Cultural Resources Survey was conducted by the Archaeological
Division of EMH&T, Inc. for the 24.3 ha (60 a.) potential automobile related facility in
the City of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio. They were conducted beginning at the end
of October and running into early November in 2006. These investigations were
performed for the Columbus Regional Airport Authority.

The project area is located in the northeast quarter of the City of Columbus,
formerly Mifflin Township. It is located specifically in Township 1 North, Range 17
West. The project consists of a number of different property parcels and as such, is
irregularly shaped. The western boundary is Cassady Road, the eastern boundary is
Sterling Avenue, part of the northern boundary is Drake Road and part of the southern
boundary is Ole Country Lane. The remaining southern and northern boundaries are
property lines. The project is bordered to the south by new commercial development and
1-670, and to the north and west by residential parcels.

The project area consists of woods, scrub fields and grassy fields or lawns. A
unique research design was formulated for the project because of the low probability of
encountering prehistoric period archaeological remains and because of the presence of a
National Register home within the project area. These investigations identified three
previously unidentified archaeological sites (33-Fr-2639-2641). All three of the sites are
historic period artifact scatters. Site 33-Fr-2639 also contained a very minor prehistoric
period aspect as well. One of the sites is directly related to the NRHP Elam Drake house
(33-Fr-2639), another is probably related to formalized trash disposal at an extant house
(33-Fr-2640) and the final appears to be random trash disposal related to an unknown but
probably local house (33-Fr-2641). An additional archaeological site was previously
located within the project area but no additional work was done on this site.
Archaeological site 33-Fr-1828 is a 20" century historic period site consisting of
foundation remains and a small scattering of artifacts. It was previously recommended
by Ryan Weller as not eligible. Historic building FRA-9622-12 located at 2734 Ole
Country Lane is an early vernacular style house with many additions and upgrades
located in the central part of the project area.

It is the opinion of the author that archaeological sites 33-Fr-1828, 2639, 2640
and 2641 are not eligible for inclusion to the National Register of Historic Places. No
additional work has been recommended for these archaeological sites. Additionally,
historic building FRA-9622-12 is likewise not eligible for inclusion onto the NRHP. The
effects to the NRHP Elam Drake house are being addressed in a Memorandum of
Agreement between the CRAA and signatory agencies separate from this report.
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1. Introduction

Phase I Cultural Resources Survey was conducted by the Archaeological Division
of EMH&T, Inc. for the 24.3 ha (60 a.) potential automobile related facility in the City of
Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio. They were conducted beginning at the end of October
and running into early November in 2006. These investigations were performed for the

Columbus Regional Airport Authority.

The project area is located in the northeast quarter of the City of Columbus,
formerly Mifflin Township (Figures 1 and 2). It is located specifically in Township 1

North, Range 17 West.

The project area is situated in the central part of the county, which is contained
within the Central Lowland Till Plains (Brockman 1998). More specifically it is located
within the Columbus Lowlands (Brockman 1998). This area consists of lowland with a
broad slope towards the Scioto River and moderately low relief (Pavey et al 1999). The
topography of the project area is generally level with a gradual slope to the west towards

Alum Creek.

The project area is irregularly shaped and consists of multiple parcels. The
western boundary is Cassady Road, the eastern boundary is Sterling Avenue, part of the
northern boundary is Drake Road and part of the southern boundary is Ole Country Lane.
The remaining southern and northern boundaries are property lines. The project is
bordered to the south by new commercial development and I-670 and to the north and
west by residential parcels. The houses in the area are generally ranch or cap code style
houses built during the post WWII housing boom. The ground cover of the project area
presently consists of mature woods, grassy fields or scrub brush (Exhibits 1-3).



I1. Environmental Setting

2.1. Climate

The climate in Franklin County is cold in the winter and warm in the summer.
The average winter temperature is 0.5°C, (31°F); low temperatures can reach single digits
or even into the negatives (USDA, SCS 1980). The average high temperature during the
summer is 22.7° C (73°F), with highs possibly reaching triple digits (USDA, SCS 1980).
The total annual precipitation is 92.7 cm (36.5 in.) (USDA, SCS 1980). The prevailing
winds are generally out of the south-southwest.

2.2. Physiography

Franklin County is located within the glaciated till plain of Central Ohio
(Brockman 1998). The landscape varies from level to gently rolling hills. The Scioto
River is the main waterway in Central Ohio. All of the other drainages in Franklin
County eventually flow into the Scioto River, which in turn empties into the Ohio River.
Elevation above sea level in the county ranges from 344 m (1,130 ft) in the northeast
corner to 204 m (670 ft) along the southern boundary where the Scioto River exits the

county (USDA, SCS 1980).

2.3. Geomorphology

Franklin County has been glaciated during at least two different glacial periods.
The first being the Illinoian which occurred about 130,000-300,000 years ago, leaving a
layer of fine, well-sorted sands (USDA, SCS 1980). The Wisconsin glacial episode
occurred about 50,000-16,000 years ago (USDA, SCS 1980). When the Wisconsin
glacier retreated it resulted in an abundance of sediment-laden melt water, creating gravel
outwashes along the Scioto River and its tributaries (USDA, SCS 1980).

The surface deposits in the county are primarily ground moraine with thin bands
of end moraine (Pavey et al 1999). Areas of ground moraine characteristically have
nearly level to gently rolling landscape. End moraines are areas where the glaciers
stopped for a period of time leaving behind an elongated pile of till. This resulted in end
moraines being about 20 to 50 feet higher than the surrounding ground moraine. Other
landscape features include kames and eskers. These hummocky hills are prevalent in the

southern part of the county (Pavey et al 1999).

2.4. Geology

The bedrock underlying the glacial deposits in Franklin County is sedimentary in
nature. The two systems present include the Devonian and Mississippian Systems
(USDA, SCS 1980). The Devonian System, the older of the two, is present primarily in
the western portion of the county and consists of dolomitic limestone, Columbus and
Delaware limestones and Ohio and Olentangy shales (USDA, SCS 1980). The limestone



is located mostly along the Scioto River Valley and the shale is located along the
Olentangy River Valley (USDA, SCS 1980). The Mississippian System is present in the
eastern portion of the county. This system consists of mostly alternating beds of Bedford
shales, Berea sandstone, Sunbury shale, and Cuyahoga sandstone (USDA, SCS 1980).

2.5. Hydrology

The principal waterway of Franklin County is the Scioto River. Its numerous
tributaries include the Olentangy River and Darby, Walnut, Blacklick and Alum Creeks.
All of these drainages flow south to the Ohio River (Sherman 2000[1925]).

2.6. Soils

The project area is contained within the Bennington-Pewamo soil association.
The Bennington-Pewamo soil association typically consists of deep, nearly level and
gently sloping, somewhat poorly drained and very poorly drained soils, which are formed
mainly in medium textured and moderately fine textured glacial till (USDA, SCS 1980).
The specific soil types found within the project area are Bennington urban land complex
(BfA) and Pewamo urban land complex (Pn) (USDA, SCS 1980). The Bennington soils
are somewhat poorly drained and the Pewamo soils are very poorly drained (USDA, SCS

1980).

2.7. Fauna

Central Ohio’s rolling hills and numerous waterways provide an environment
where faunal populations can thrive. The diverse habitats of open prairie, swamps, and
dense forests create a habitat for a very diverse group of wildlife. Some of the common
mammal species that were prevalent in Central Ohio prehistorically include: black bear,
elk, wolf, woodland bison, white-tailed deer, red fox, bobcat, beaver, muskrat,
groundhog, opossum, raccoon, rabbit, squirrels, various members of the weasel family
and skunks. This list is not comprehensive, but it covers the mammals that appear in the
archaeological record more frequently (Funk 1993). One major change in the faunal
population from prehistoric times to historic times is a decrease in population of large
mammals and predators. Historic peoples during the late 1700’s and 1800’s found the
large predators such as the wolf and black bear a nuisance and a very definite danger to
themselves and their livestock. Some animal numbers have been greatly increased due to
modern changes to the environment. The white-tailed deer are more plentiful now than
ever in their history. The main reason being farmlands make ideal habitats for them, as it

provides excellent cover and a steady food supply.

2.8. Flora

Central Ohio is characterized as being primarily Beech Forest with small
dispersed areas of Elm-Ash Swamp Forests, Prairie Grasslands, Sphagnum Peat Bogs and
Mixed Oak Forests (Melvin 1970). Trees found in this region include members of the
oak, maple, ash, and locust families. Nut trees, such as black walnut, hickory, hazelnut,
and butternut are present in the forests. Trees that are found in wet/swampy habitat



would include elms, ash, box elder, buckeye, hawthorn and sassafras. This list is not
exhaustive, but it includes the trees most commonly encountered in Ohio. Prehistoric and
historic peoples utilized a large number of plants in Ohio. Some of the plants used for
medicinal purposes include: wild leek, turtlehead, great lobelia, goldenseal, yarrow,
horsetail, and Solomon’s seal. Many native plants were also used for food, such as,
arrowhead, wild leek, chickweed, goosefoot, maygrass, blackberry, elderberry, wild
garlic, cattail, wild ginger, wild onion, cucumber root, and wild strawberry (Henn 19938,

Murphy 1990).



I11. Prehistoric Cultural Setting

3.1. Introduction

Ohio has a long culture history dating back to the end of the last ice age. The
following text is meant as a brief introduction to what is known of the unrecorded
prehistoric period in Ohio. This summary is merely meant as an introduction to the
various cultures and artifacts which may be encountered during the current cultural
resources management investigation.

* The date ranges for each period are the result of numerous chronometric dates taken
from various sites across the Midwest and the end and beginning dates are estimations
which are subject to change as new sites are identified.

3.2. Paleo-Indian Period: 10050-8050 BC

It is generally accepted that the Paleo-Indians mi grated to this area from the
Southwest and Plains states. These nomadic people traveled in small groups hunting and
gathering. In addition to the rather sparse plant foods, many types of animals were
hunted. They hunted and butchered mammoths and mastodons but it appears that they
killed weakened or wounded individuals as well as scavenged carcasses. Other large
mammals that may have been hunted include giant beaver, giant ground sloth and bison.
In addition to the mega-fauna, caribou, elk and rabbit have all been located in dated
Paleo-Indian contexts. Archaeological evidence recovered from eastern Paleo-Indian sites
has confirmed the use of nut and berry resources by these early inhabitants (Hooge and

Lepper 1992).

Paleo-Indian sites are typically located near kettle bogs, end moraines and glacial
kames (Tankersley et al. 1990). In Ohio, the majority of the Paleo-Indian sites are
comprised mostly of isolated find spots of fluted points (Prufer and Baby 1963). Other
site types include small campsites, chert quarries, butchering and kill sites. Sites which
may be associated with habitation are usually located on hilltops and bluffs which

overlook the larger tributary valleys.

Paleo-Indian artifacts include fluted projectile points, lanceolate shaped projectile
points, drills, burins made on flakes and broken points, denticulates, alternately beveled
knives, backed knives, unifacial knives, square knives, unifacial endscrapers with and
without graver spurs, sidescrapers, pitted stones and adzes to name a few of the more
common cultural trappings (Gramly 1992, Converse 1973). Subsurface features and
evidence of structural remains are exceedingly rare from this period.



3.3. Archaic Period: 8050-300 BC

3.3.1. Early Archaic Period: 8050-4550 BC

With the recession of the glacier and the extinction of the Pleistocene mega-fauna,
the Early Archaic Indians faced some major changes. Broad leaf forests were replacing
the spruce and pines that previously dominated the terrain. Increasing dryness and
warming made large, previously inhospitable tracts of land available and opened up the
majority of Ohio to settlement. More space, combined with the increasing sources of
food, led to a sustained population growth throughout the Archaic. Archaic populations
had base camps which were centrally located for the best access to the most resources
(Chapman 1985). From these base camps smaller groups or individuals would make
forays to collect resources to bring back to the base camps (Chapman 1985). During the
winter, small family groups would radiate out from the base camp, returning again when
resources were more plentiful. Early Archaic groups were still nomadic in nature, much

like the Paleo-Indians of the preceding period.

With the expansion of the broadleaf forests, plant foods became more prominent
in the diet (Fagan 1995). In addition, herd animals became the focus of hunting. Deer,
elk, caribou and bison were probably the main sources of protein. Smaller animals that
are common today such as rabbits, squirrel, mink, fox and others were also important for

their meat as well as fur.

Early Archaic artifacts include large beveled knives such as Dovetails (St.
Charles), Thebes and Lost Lakes, Kirk varieties, and bifurcated points such as Lake
Eries, MacCorkles and LeCroys (Justice 1987, Converse 1973). Tools found on Early
Archaic sites include endscrapers, sidescrapers and utilized flakes among others.
Groundstone and slate artifacts became common during this period for the first time.
These included various axes, chisels, gouges, and bannerstones. Early Archaic artifacts
are found throughout the state in geographically diverse environments and made from
many different flint types. This would seem to indicate that Early Archaic populations
were utilizing a wider range of food sources and habitats than previously exploited in the

Paleo-Indian Period.

3.3.2. Middle Archaic Period (4550-3050 BC)

The Middle Archaic Period in Ohio is not very well understood. Many Middle
Archaic sites within Ohio consist of isolated finds and small lithic scatters only
identifiable as such based on the recovery of diagnostic point types.

This period occurs at the end of a warm, dry trend known as the hypsithermal
climatic interval. The drying of the environment led to a decrease in forests, which were
being replaced by grasslands. This in turn led to technological developments to deal with
the more arid environment. In more northerly climes like Michigan this period is marked
by a transition from a spruce to pine to deciduous forest (Fitting 1970). Important sites
from this period are all located well south of the Ohio region. New groundstone



implements such as pitted anvils, grinding stones and pestles make their appearance.
These appear to be a result of utilizing more plant foods, especially nuts and starchy
seeds that become more common with the drying of the environment. Whitetail deer and
turkey were the most important game animals. Riverine resources such as shellfish, fish
and waterfowl were also important. The ephemeral nature of most Middle Archaic sites
in Ohio suggests a low population with high mobility. It has been postulated that during
this time period the lack of Middle Archaic type sites is best explained by a lack of
environments to which the Middle Archaic people were best adapted (Fitting 1970).

Middle Archaic artifacts which may be encountered in Ohio include; Eva points,
Morrow Mountain points and White Springs points. The ranges for these are all limited

to extreme southern Ohio along the Ohio River (Justice 1987).

3.3.3. Late Archaic Period: 3050-300 BC

During the Late Archaic Period, rising waters from the melting of the last of the
glaciers created a focus on riverine environments. Plant foods seemed to gain importance
and a population increase followed accordingly (Fagan 1995). A more sedentary lifestyle
is evident with good examples of storage pits and re-occupied base camps. Pottery was
first introduced in the Southeast during this period around 2500 BC (Fagan 1995). Itis
also during this period that rather unique culturally based mortuary expressions are first

seen.

The Glacial Kame Culture (2950-2450 BC) is a unique burial cult of the Late
Archaic Period. It was labeled based on the way the dead were buried in the gravelly
glacial deposits of the same name. It is most common in the northwest part of the state.
This culture was involved in the importation of exotic trade goods. Conch shells were
brought from the coasts, cannel coal from Southern Ohio and copper from the Upper
Peninsula of Michigan. Some of the burial items recovered include; sandal sole gorgets,
shell gorgets, copper celts and awls, birdstones, humped back gorgets and constricted

center gorgets (Converse 1979).

Late Archaic artifacts include the following point types; various Brewerton,
Matanzas, Table Rock, Bottleneck, Lamoka, Karnak, McWhinney, Ashtabula, Turkey tail
and Meadowood points (Justice 1987). Slate gorgets are first present during this period
and are often found as burial goods. Many of these point types have overlapping
distributions indicating a lot of movement between peoples and a high diversity of tool

types.

3.4. Woodland Period

3.4.1. Early Woodland Period: 500 BC-100 AD

The Early Woodland Period is sometimes known as the period of the Adena
Culture. The Early Woodland period is marked by changes in subsistence practices,
social organization, cultural traits and regional exploitation of resources. The Early



Woodland populations likely followed a hunter-gatherer subsistence pattern with a
greater reliance on gathering. There also appears to have been a primitive form of social
hierarchy beginning among populations of the Early Woodland period. It is during the
Early Woodland period that the practice of constructing earthen mounds for burial
practices first begins. It is also during this period that a greater degree of regionalism and

territorialism is seen.

It is during the Early Woodland period in Ohio that the use of ceramic vessels
becomes common. These early ceramics are usually quite thick and usually poorly fired.
The ceramics were often flat-bottomed vessels with lug handles. Often, cordmarking is
present on the exterior and interior of the vessel. Latter ceramic designs include stamped
designs and incised lines (Tuck 1978). The practice of building earthworks and burial
mounds also first appears during the Early Woodland period.

The construction of residential dwellings as well as the increased use of ceramics
is often used to suggest an increase in sedentism of the Early Woodland populations. The
Early Woodland peoples also appear to have had established home ranges which a single
political unit (likely the family) would exploit for providing the necessary resources for

survival.

Artifacts which are considered to be diagnostic of the Early Woodland (Adena
Culture) of Ohio include weak-shouldered lobate-stemmed spear or dart points such as
Cresap Stemmed, Kramer, Robbins, Dickson Contracting Stemmed, and Adena Stemmed
projectile points, bar and keel shaped gorgets, cigar-shaped and block-end-tube smoking
pipes, quadriconcave gorgets, bi-concave gorgets, elliptical gorgets, indented gorgets,
loafstones, bar amulets, keyhole pendants, bell-shaped pendants, boatstones, bust-type
birdstones, and expanding center gorgets (Webb and Snow 1945; Webb and Baby

1966[1957]; Dragoo 1963, Converse 1978).

3.4.2. Middle Woodland Period: AD 0-450

The Middle Woodland period is perhaps one of the most visible of all of Ohio’s
prehistoric populations due to their construction of large-scale geometric earthworks. For
this reason, the Middle Woodland period of Ohio is often thought of as the period of the
Hopewell culture. The Hopewell culture practiced an elaborate mortuary cult that
involved mound and earthwork construction, the importation of exotic trade goods,
elaborate ceremonial items and cremation practices.

It is during the Middle Woodland period that there appears to be an increase in the
levels of social organization as evidenced by the burial populations and associated burial
items, which have been recovered. However, the burial populations are limited and do not
appear to include any individuals of the perceived lower classes of Hopewell society.

The Middle Woodland period is also noted for its monumental architecture in the
form of large geometric earthworks. These shapes include circles, octagons and squares
and more symbolic forms such as a bear paw, a menorah-like form, a horseshoe-like form



(Atwater 1820; Squier and Davis 1848), and even what appears to be an outline of a giant
Hopewellian House for the Dead [Mound City] (Shumaker 1965). The Hopewell
peoples also constructed large earthen enclosures which were often placed in specific
locations to take advantage of natural features such as is seen at Fort Hill in Hi ghland

County and at Fort Ancient in Warren County.

The ceramic technology becomes more refined during the Middle Woodland
period. The ceramics which are produced by the Middle Woodland populations are
thinner walled than that of the Early Woodland and are better fired. The highest quality
ceramics are often recovered in burial mound contexts. The utilitarian ceramics are more
rarely encountered. This is likely due to the poor preservation factors at most of these
habitation sites (Licking County Archaeological and Landmarks Society [LCALS] 1985).

Artifacts which are considered to be diagnostic of the Middle Woodland
(Hopewell Culture) of Ohio include projectile points such as Snyders, Steuben Expanded
Stem, Bakers Creek and Chesser Notched. Other items which are considered diagnostic
are bladelets, prepared bladelet cores, squared celts, rectangular two-hole gorgets,
expanding center gorgets, boat shaped gorgets, reel-shaped gorgets, boatstones, anchor
pendants, shovel-shaped pendants, pentagonal pendants, trapezoidal pendants, cones, and

bust type birdstones, among other items.

3.4.3. Late Woodland: A.D. 450-1000

The Late Woodland period is markedly different from the preceding prehistoric
periods in Ohio. During the Late Woodland period, regionalism of specific cultural
groups becomes apparent in the archaeological record. The evidence of long distance
trafficking of exotic trade goods is no longer as prevalent as it was in the preceding
Middle Woodland period. Late Woodland populations practiced agricultural oriented
subsistence practices. The crops produced by these populations included maize, beans,
sunflower and squash. Other features of Late Woodland life included living in more
permanent villages, some of which were surrounded by palisades that were for defensive
purposes. There are several phases of the Late Woodland period in Ohio as well as

several distinct cultural manifestations.

Newtown Culture AD 450-1000

The Late Woodland Newtown Culture (AD 450-1000) is considered to be the
predecessors of the Fort Ancient people (Cowan 1987). They lived in seasonally
occupied, circular villages along rivers. Unlike the later Fort Ancient peoples the
Newtown Culture did not appear to build palisades around their villages (Cowan 1987).
These people were still primarily hunter-gatherers but also practiced garden horticulture.
Many new innovations were introduced during this period such as the bow and arrow,

shell tempered pottery and maize agriculture.



3.5. Late Prehistoric: AD 1000-1600

The Late Prehistoric period is marked by a move to larger, more permanent
villages, full blown agriculture, particularly corn, and an apparent increase in warfare.
Late Prehistoric sites seemed to focus on fertile, easily tilled river valleys or coastal areas
(Brose et al 2001). The Late Prehistoric period in Central Ohio is sort of an enigma.
With the Fort Ancient Culture developing in the south, Monongahela in the East,
Whittlesey in the northeast and Western Basin in the northwest, Central Ohio seems to
have served as a buffer between these different cultures. It is well known that large
portions of the Eastern North America were unoccupied during this time (Brose et al
2001). Central Ohio seems to be one of those largely unoccupied areas.
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IV. Historic Setting

4.1. Protohistoric to Historic

During the mid 1600’s, European traders and explorers traveled through the Great
Lakes region in search of pelts for the lucrative fur trade. The French primarily traded
with the Great Lakes Indians, while the English concentrated on trading with the Iroquois
and other groups east of the Great Lakes. The first recorded village in Ohio, Teanontoria
was located on the western bank of the Maumee River (Tanner 1987). The Tionontati
Indians occupied it in 1652-1653 (Tanner 1987). In the 1670’s, three recorded Shawnee
villages on the banks of the Little Miami also appear in Ohio (Tanner 1987). The
Troquois Wars of 1641-1701, were sporadic hostilities that covered a large area from the
Plains to New England and into Canada. The fur trade played a major role in Iroquois
aggressions towards their neighboring native populations. The large quantities of furs
cast of the Great Lakes had become depleted and were no longer able to support the Five
Nations. They began to move westward into the land of the French and their allies. The
Iroquois’ westward expansion was greatly aided by the supplied firearms from the
British. The Hurons, being decimated by the Iroquois, sought refuge among the Erie of
Ohio and other native groups. Later the Iroquois expelled the Erie from their lands in
northern Ohio (Tanner 1987). During the 1870’s, the Iroquois were being ravaged by
European diseases and could no longer sustain their widespread attacks. This gave the
Great Lakes Indians and their French allies time to rebuild their numbers and defenses,

thus ending the Iroquoian threat.

During the early to late 1700’s, the French and British rivalry over the Indian
trade had hit its peak. The French concentrated their trade on the Mississippi and the area
surrounding Detroit. Using the numerous waterways for transportation they spread their
trade across the Great Lakes region. The British concentrated mainly in the town of
Albany in New York (Tanner 1987). In Ohio at this time, the Shawnee Indians began to
consolidate its scattered groups in the lower half of the state. In the 1750s, the French
and Indian forces fought the British at Pickawillany, capturing British traders and a
Miami leader (Tanner 1987). The French then began to move south into Kentucky and
into eastern Ohio, securing trade with the Indians. They remained in control of the trade
in Ohio until the beginning of the Seven Years War in Europe. The conflict between
France and Great Britain climaxed in the French and Indian War of 1754-60 (Tanner
1987). The war began with the defeat of General Braddock’s British forces at Fort
Duquesne in 1755 (Tanner 1987). The Great Lakes Indians supported the French as a
way to stop the land hungry British from taking more Indian lands. The Indians
concentrated their attacks on the British outposts and small settlements, also sending
Jarge numbers to aid the French battling the British militia. The final battle of the French
and Indian War took place in Montreal on September of 1760 (Tanner 1987). With the
French capitulation, and surrender of all military posts, the British gained full control of
the trade routes. In 1763, Great Britain was granted the Ohio lands under the laws set

forth in the Treaty of Paris (Tanner 1987).
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The Ohio lands consisted of at least six different tribal groups circa 1768. The
Ottawa and Miami were located in the northwest. The Shawnee were located primarily
in the southwest. The Wyandot were located in the north-central part of the state. The
Delaware and Mingo were in the eastern half of the state. The conflicts between the tribes
had lessened considerably due to their concerns with the British. In 1795, the Treaty of
Greeneville was established to move all native peoples north of the 42™ parallel (Tanner
1987). The last major development involving the Ohio Native Americans, British and
Americans was The War of 1812. The battles that ensued culminated in the defeat of the
British and the Indians being sent to reservations in Northwest Ohio.

4.2. Franklin County History

The first American to survey Franklin County was Lucas Sullivant in August of
1797 (Martin 1858). Sullivant was also the first settler to erect a cabin in what would
later be known as Franklinton that same year. Other early settlers include the
Armstrongs, Brickells, Dixons, Donigans and Marshals (Martin 1858). Franklin County
was laid out on April 30, 1803, although its borders were not made official until 1857
(Moore 1930). Many of the early settlers arrived from Pennsylvania, Virginia and New
England. Most of the early settlers were of German, Irish and English decent.

Other settlements began to emerge adjacent to the Scioto and Olentangy Rivers.
The town of Worthington, named after the early statesmen, Thomas Worthington, was
settled in 1803 on the banks of the Olentangy River. Columbus became the state capital
in 1812, due to its central location and strong development (Moore 1930). In 1818 the
town of Dublin was organized on the banks of the Scioto River and was an early
contender for the title of capitol (Moore 1930). The Ohio-Erie Canal built in the early
1830’s passed through the Southeast corner of Franklin County. In 1834, the National
Road (State Route 40) was constructed through the center of Franklin County and passes
by the Capitol building (Moore 1930). During the mid- to late 1800’s numerous small
villages and towns began to emerge along the small waterways and new transportation
routes. Franklin County is one of the most developed and heavily populated counties in
Ohio. Franklin County is home to a wide array of national companies, large industries,

state agencies, and numerous universities.

4.3. Mifflin Township History

Franklin County was divided into townships in 1803. Mifflin Township was
contained within Liberty Township, until it was separated out in 1811. Between 1799
and 1800 settlers from Pennsylvania were the first to reside in the township. Because the
settlers originated from Pennsylvania, the township was eventually named in honor of the
Governor of Pennsylvania (Moore 1930). These first settlers included Judge William
Read, William Simmons, Frederick Agler, George Baughman, Daniel Turney, Matthias
Ridenour, and Ebenezer Butler (Moore 1930). Later settlers included John Scott,
Stephen Harris, Stephen R. Price, Henry Hawken, Samuel Gillet, John Hawken, James
Smith, David Beers, John Starret, A. W. Jeffries, and Philip Klein (Moore 1930).
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Gahanna was founded in 1849 by John Clark of Ross County (Moore 1930).
Gahanna was named after the original name of Clark’s 800 acre property, Gahanna
Plantation. The root of the name originates from a Native American word for three
creeks that join into one and is also the former name of Big Walnut Creek (Moore 1930).

The earliest sawmills were the Dean Mill and Old Park’s Mill, both erected before
1820 (Moore 1930). Around 1835 a sawmill was built on Big Walnut Creek by J. J.
Janney and another was also built by A. McElvain. In 1849, in the town of Gahanna, the
first post office was established. Another post office was built at Park’s Mill, on Alum

Creek, in 1851 (Moore 1930).
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V. Literature Review

5.1. Introduction

The literature review encompasses a circular area of 2.0 km (1.2 mi.) in diameter
centered on the project area. This area includes portions of the United States Geological
Survey (USGS) 1964 (Photorevised 1982) Northeast Columbus, Ohio, 7.5 Minute Series

(Topographic) map.

5.2. William C. Mills’ 4n Archaeological Atlas of Ohio (1914)

In the early part of the past century the director of the Ohio Archaeological and
Historical Society, William C. Mills, produced a generalized map of mound and site
locations at the county level through personal inspection and correspondence. Franklin
County contained 132 mounds, 28 enclosures, 6 villages, 20 burials and 1 cache (Mills
1914). Examination of William C. Mills’ An Archaeological Atlas of Ohio (1914) failed
to locate any such resources located in the project area (Figure 3).

5.3. Ohio Archaeological Inventory (OAI) Forms

A review of the archived OAI forms stored at the Ohio Historic Preservation

Office (OHPO) was conducted to get the necessary background information. This review
identified a total of 27 previously recorded archaeological sites (33-Fr-86-87, 89, 92-93,
111-113, 975-979, 1334, 1491-1492, 1573-1581, 1828 and 2525) located within the

aforementioned study radius.

Most of the previously identified sites were related to the prehistoric period
(n=12). About a quarter were historic period sites (n=7) and the remaining sites
contained both prehistoric and historic aspects (n=8). A few of the sites contained
artifacts that were diagnostic to a specific time period.

Archaeological site 33-Fr-1828 is located within the project area. This site
contains the foundation remains and a small scatter of historic artifacts related to a
destroyed early 20" century house. Surprisingly only 5 artifacts were recovered from this
site. The site was identified during a Cultural Resources Management Survey for a
project that was never completed (Weller 2000).

5.4. Ohio Historical Inventory (OHI) Forms

A review of the archived OHI forms stored at the OHPO was conducted prior to
the initiation of fieldwork. A total of 26 historic buildings and structures were identified
in the study radius. The Wallick House (FRA-2605-12) and Barn (FRA-2606-12) are
located in the project area and are described in the National Register of Historic Places
section as the Elam Drake house. No other historic buildings are located in or adjacent to
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the project area. Most of the houses are located along Stelzer Road to the northeast and
Sunbury Road to the west.

5.5. National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) Files

A review of the archived NRHP files stored at the OHPO was conducted prior to
the initiation of fieldwork. The Elam Drake house was noted as being located within the
project area along Ole Country Lane. This house was noted for its architecture and for
it’s relation to Elam Drake, an early brick mason responsible for the manufacture of
many of the early brick homes and stores in Columbus. He also reputedly made many of

the bricks that he used on this farmstead.

The Valley Dale Ballroom was also contained within the study radius. This
building is renowned as an early dancehall active during the “Big Band” era. A number
of famous musicians were known to have played there. This building is located on the
west side of Alum Creek with a heavily wooded border between it and the project area. It

seems unlikely that this building will be affected by this project.
A Consensus Determination of Eligibility file was discovered for a building

located at 1388 Sunbury Road. This building is located on the opposite side of Alum
Creek southwest of the project area. It is unlikely that it will be affected by this project.

5.6. Cultural Resources Management (CRM) Reports

A review of the archived CRM reports stored at the OHPO identified nine CRM
surveys that had been previously conducted within the study radius. These reports are as

follows;

Biehl, S.
1998 Phase I Cultural Resources Management Investigation of the 2.725 ha (6.734 a.)

Proposed Construction Site for the Providence Glen Apartments and the Corban
Commons Apartments in Mifflin Township, Franklin County, Ohio.

Brown, J.
2002 Addendum to the Literature Review and Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed

Improvements along Stelzer Road from Morse Road to Interstate 670 in Blendon
and Mifflin Townships, Franklin County, Ohio (PID 12399).

Derick, S.
2004 Phase I Cultural Resources Management Investigations for the approximately

18.21 ha (45 a.) Village at Stonecliff in the City of Columbus, Franklin County,
Ohio.

Earth Tech
1997 Cultural Resources Investigation for Air Force Plant 85 Columbus, Ohio.
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Gibbs, K. J., A. Scott and A. Tonetti
2001 Phase I Cultural Resources Survey for the Proposed Improvements to the Stelzer
Road/International Gateway Interchange at Port Columbus International Airport

in Mifflin Township, Franklin County, Ohio.

Kramb, A. and R. J. Weller
1999 Phase I Cultural Resources Management Investigation for the 25.6 ha (63.3 a.)
Proposed Construction of the United States Postal Service Facility in Mifflin

Township, Franklin County, Ohio.

McDaniel, G., D. Dobson-Brown and R. Corso
1992 Literature Review and Reconnaissance Survey of the Proposed Improvements
along Stelzer Road from Morse Road to Interstate 670 in Blendon and Mifflin

Townships, Franklin County, Ohio.

ODOT, BES
1978 Archaeological Survey Report FRA-670-3.93/3.94/3.95.

Seitz, S. and C. Mustain
2005 Phase I Archaeological Resources Survey for the Proposed New Alignment of
International Gateway at Port Columbus International Airport (FRA-670-8.87) in

Mifflin Township, Franklin County, Ohio.

5.7. Historic Atlases and Topographic Maps

Atlases, pertinent histories, 15” series topographic maps and 7.5’ topographic
maps for Mifflin Township, Franklin County were researched for location of historic
buildings and for past owners and their possible historical significance.

The earliest atlas to be found for Mifflin Township is the Franklin County, Ohio
map (Wheeler 1842; Figure 4). This atlas does not indicate the location of buildings but
does name early property owners. This atlas indicates that an A. McElvain, P. Price and

J. F. Drake formerly owned the project area.

The Mifflin Township portion of the Map of Franklin County, Ohio (Graham
1856; Figure 5) indicates landowners, acreage, as well as building locations. This atlas
indicates that the project area was formerly owned by Katzmeier’s Heirs, Saml Powell,
Elam Drake, A. Hall. Wm Ronmebbey?. Houses are indicated on the E. Drake property,
the S. Ebnet property and a schoolhouse is also indicated adjacent to the Drake property.

The Mifflin Township portion of the Atlas of Franklin County and of the City of
Columbus, Ohio (Caldwell 1872; Figure 6) indicated that the project area was owned by
E. Drake, A. Guider, S. Ebnet, S. Powell, J. A. Hall, Wm. St. Schatt, E. Kent, C. Guider
and J. O. Diemer. Houses are indicated on the Drake property, the S. Ebnet property and
a schoolhouse is also indicated adjacent to the Drake property, although it may be outside

the project area.
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The Map of Franklin County, Ohio (Brand 1883, Figure 7) does not show
buildings but does give acreage and in some cases, mound and earthwork locations. This
atlas indicates that Elam Drake, Saml Powell, Wm. Schau, S. Ebner, Hall, Beck and
Guider own the project area and no mounds or earthworks are indicated,

The USGS 1902 Westerville Quadrangle, Ohio, 15’ Series (Topographic) map
(Figure 8) indicates that as many as five houses could be located within the project area.
Four of the houses are off of what is now Ole Country Lane Road and the other is located
along Cassady Avenue. The 1995 Northeast Columbus Quadrangle, Ohio, 7.5 Minute
Series (Topographic) map indicates that there are as many as nine houses located in the

project area.

Review of the Mifflin Township histories identified A. McElvain as an early but
failed sawmill owner. McElvain is indicated as a landowner on the 1842 atlas (Wheeler
1842), however the sawmill was obviously located on Alum Creek well outside the
project area. No houses or buildings are indicated on the McElvain property on any of

the maps that were consulted.
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VI. Research Design

The research design is a series of general questions used to direct the fieldwork by
focusing the efforts towards a specific goal. The goal of this particular project is to
locate, document and evaluate for the National Register of Historic Places all the cultural
resources which may be located within the project area. The research design draws on
the information gathered from the environmental situation, prehistoric and historic
settings, locally specific literature review, historic maps and atlas review and authors’
experience in the region. These factors are taken together to form a series of general
research questions that are formulated prior to the initiation of fieldwork. The goal of the
research questions is to develop expectations as to where and why cultural resources are

located within the project area.

6.1. Fieldwork Methodologies

There are three basic methodologies that may be utilized during the fieldwork
portion of these investigations; visual inspection, surface collection and subsurface
investigations. The use of each methodology is dependent on the conditions experienced

in the field.

6.1.1. Visual Inspection

All portions of the project area will be subjected to visual inspection. Visual
inspection will be utilized to identify any structures, buildings, objects, or properties that
are over 50 years old. It will also be used as a supplementary form of investigation to
examine portions of the project area that may be steep, disturbed, or saturated.

6.1.2. Surface Collection

Any portions of the project area which offer sufficient bare ground surface
visibility (>50%) will be subjected to surface collection methodologies. Surface
collection will be conducted through pedestrian transects which will be paced at 3 m
(10°) intervals. Where possible, all encountered artifacts may be initially flagged with
pin flags for the purpose of defining spatial distribution of encountered archaeological
sites. The pin flags will also allow the Principal Investigator to review the locations of
the artifacts and to determine if concentrations, densities, or clusters are apparent on the
inter-site level. If the Principal Investigator deems that there are no concentrations,
densities, or clusters present at the encountered site, then the location and boundaries of
the site will be plotted on a map and the artifacts will be grab sampled. If the Principal
Investigator observes concentrations, densities, or clusters at an identified site then the
artifacts will be collected by grid blocks, or the artifacts will be piece plotted.
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6.1.3. Subsurface Investigation

All portions of the project area which do not offer sufficient bare ground surface
visibility (<50%), and are less than 15 degrees slope will be investigated through
subsurface testing methodologies. Subsurface testing in the form of shovel test units will
be performed at 15 m or 50 ft intervals in the form of a grid system across the whole of
the project area except in areas of low probability. If the project consists of a corridor,
units will be excavated at 15 m or 50 ft intervals along the length of the corridor except in
areas of low probability. Areas of low probability include areas such as those that are
seasonally inundated and poorly drained. In this case intervals may be increased at the
discretion of the field supervisor. Also, the areas immediately surrounding known
historic structures may be excavated at decreased intervals due to the increased
probability of remains. These shovel test units measure .5m x .5 m (1.6 ft x 1.6 ft). All
soil from each unit will be screened through .25 in® hardware cloth. The artifacts from
each unit will be bagged and labeled as such. The floor of each unit will be scraped level
and examined for subsurface features. Any cultural features identified within a shovel
test unit will be exposed, troweled and cleaned for pictures and a plan view drawing.
Depending on the size and location of the feature it could either be quartered or halved
and excavated by hand with appropriate profile drawings and pictures taken. If stratified
fill is evident then the remaining portions of the feature could be excavated accordingly.
A sample of fill measuring 3 liters (size permitting) will be collected for the purpose of
flotation to recover organic remains (primarily prehistoric features). A portion of the
feature not to exceed one half of the total size may be left in situ at the discretion of the

field supervisor.

6.2. Artifact Analysis Methodologies

6.2.1. Prehistoric Period Artifact Analysis Methodology

After the completion of the fieldwork, trained personnel will conduct a detailed
analysis on the artifacts that are recovered. All of the artifacts that are recovered will be
maintained and inventoried by site designation. The artifacts that are non-diagnostic in
nature will be classed into their functional attributes (described below). The analyses that
will be conducted on the temporally diagnostic prehistoric artifacts that may be recovered
from the project area will be based upon various projectile point and tool form typology
sources and guides which will include but may not be limited to Bell (1958, 1960),
Converse (1973, 1974, 1978, 1994), DeRegnaucourt and Georgiady (1998), Fogelman
(1988), Gramly (1992), Justice (1987), Perino (1968, 1971) and Waldorf and Waldorf
(1987). A chert type analysis will also be performed on all of the chert artifacts that are
collected based solely on the macroscopic attributes of each type.

6.2.2. Artifact Functional Categories

The following are definitions of the artifact functional categories, which will be
used during the artifact analysis. These definitions will aid in the interpretation of the
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function expressed at the prehistoric sites that were encountered during these CRM
Tnvestigations. These definitions are modeled after Flenniken and Garrison (1975).

Primary Reduction Artifacts

Core: A core is a block of stone (usually chert) which shows evidence of
manipulation by humans. Cores have at least one, but usually multiple, flake
scars that are the result of hard hammer percussion strikes to create blanks for the
purpose of tool production. The striking platform may or may not show evidence

of preparation.

Primary Decortication Flakes: This type of flake is characterized by having
cortex or a weathered surface on the dorsal side of the artifact. The cortex or
weathering covers an area of 50 percent or greater on the dorsal side. These
flakes are usually caused by direct percussion techniques. These artifacts are the
results of (1) checking a core for the quality of knappable chert, and (2) preparing
a core for the removal of serviceable flakes for tool production. These types of
artifacts often exhibit numerous flake scars or crushing at the platform due to
prior failed attempts to remove the cortex.

Secondary Decortication Flake: This artifact type is characterized by having an
area of less than 50 percent of the dorsal side of the artifact covered with a cortex
or weathered surface. They also exhibit flake scars on the dorsal side from the

removal of the primary decortication flakes.

Secondary Reduction Artifacts

Primary Thinning Flake: This artifact type represents the initial mode of the
reduction of a blank, struck from a core, into a useable biface. These flakes
usually lack cortex on the dorsal side of the flake. These artifacts are usually the
result of hard percussion hammering at steep striking angles. They often have
rather prominent platforms and bulbs of percussion on their ventral sides due to
the stone or billet reduction techniques.

Secondary Thinning Flake: These artifacts often show numerous flake scars on
the dorsal side due to the previous removal of lithic material during prior modes
of bifacial reduction. These flakes are usually smaller and thinner than primary
thinning flakes and are created through the implementation of soft hammering
techniques such as the use of a billet, or through pressure flaking with an antler
tine. Some secondary thinning flakes have a “v”” shaped wedge on their proximal
edge. This wedge is the result of the knapper over striking his mark during the

reduction process.
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Non-Attributable Reduction Artifacts

Shatter/Blocky Irregular: These artifacts are cubical and irregularly shaped
pieces of lithic material which lack platforms and do not show clear negative or
positive bulbs of percussion or associated features of conchoidal fractures.

Broken Flake: These artifacts, as the name suggests, are broken. They lack the

diagnostic attributes, which allow them to be classed into a functional category
such as a bulb of percussion, platform, flake scars and the artifacts original shape.

Finished Tool Forms

Utilized Flake: These artifacts, as their name suggests, are flakes that have been
used as expedient tools. These flakes will show evidence of modification through
intentional use. These artifacts include side scrapers, endscrapers, burins,
denticulates, gravers, and basically all unifacial tool forms.

Biface: These artifacts are produced through the initial and secondary reduction
methods already discussed. This artifact category includes all unfinished tool
forms, which are modified on both the dorsal and ventral sides of the artifact. The
artifacts in this category range from slightly bifacially modified blanks, to almost
finished artifacts which only lack the diagnostic basal treatments.

Finished Biface, Diagnostic: As the category name suggests these bifaces have
identifiable basal treatments, which allow them to be placed in a temporal
framework to aid in interpretation of archaeological sites. These artifacts are

commonly called points and knives.

Finished Biface, Non-Diagnostic: As the category name suggests, these bifaces
are broken or do not otherwise fit into an identifiable category and they show
features, such as notches, stems, or sharpening which suggest they are finished
bifaces. However, they are so fragmentary that they cannot be confidently

attributed to a specific type.

6.2.3. Historic Period Artifact Analysis Methodology

After the completion of the fieldwork, an artifact analysis will be conducted by
trained personnel, on the historic period artifacts that may have been recovered. Historic
period artifacts will be maintained and inventoried by site. They will be typed through
the use of various guidebooks and other resources for the purpose of determining the
approximate age of the artifacts as well as to aid in site interpretation. The guidebooks
and resources which will be used include, but are not limited to, the following: Ball
(1984), DeBolt (1994), Feild (2001), Gurke (1987), Hume (1969, 1991[1969]), Ketchum
(2000), Kovel and Kovel (1986a, 1986b), Lehner (1988), Majewski and O’Brien (1987),
Manson and Snyder (1997), McAllister (2001), Newman (1970), Shuman (1998), South
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(1977), Sussman (1977) and Thorn (1947). After an analysis has been performed and the
artifacts have been inventoried, the site will be analyzed as to function, economic status
of the inhabitants (when possible) and artifact patterning (when possible).

6.3. Background Information

A review of the archived OAI forms stored at the Ohio Historic Preservation

Office (OHPO) was conducted in order to get the necessary background information.
There were a total of 27 archaeological sites located within the aforementioned study

radius. These consist of twelve prehistoric period sites ranging from isolated finds to
small lithic scatters, seven historic period sites and eight prehistoric/historic sites.

The 14 sites with prehistoric aspects and detailed artifact inventories consist of
five isolated finds and nine lithic scatters of between 2 and 33 artifacts. These sites
averaged 7.7 prehistoric artifacts per site (n=108). This seems to be a good
representation of the overall area.

The general pattern for the previously identified sites are short term transient type

sites which are probably related to hunting and gathering forays into the uplands from
larger semi-permanent base camps which were situated in and around the Alum Creek

valley.

The Elam Drake house shows up in the central portion of the project area as early
as the mid 19" century (Graham 1856; Figure 5). It is known from project mapping that
the house is still standing and has been included onto the National Register of Historic
Places. Another house and a schoolhouse are shown in close proximity to the Drake
house at the same time but the schoolhouse does not show up on any project mapping and
has likely been destroyed. Three buildings are shown in the vicinity of the home located
west of the Drake house but it is unknown if they are related.

6.4. Expected Results

The average number of artifacts for the prehistoric sites located in the study radius
was 7.7 artifacts per site. Because of the poorly drained nature of the project, it is
expected that if prehistoric sites are identified within the project area they will be small
lithic scatters consisting of ten artifacts or less but the project is generally considered low

probability to contain prehistoric sites.

In addition to some modern housing the NRHP mid-19" century Elam Drake
house is located in the project area. This historic home has never been subjected to
archaeological testing and it is expected that archaeological deposits surround the house.
Another mid-19" century house and a mid-1 9™ century schoolhouse were once located in
the project area. Both of these buildings have been destroyed and unless they were
destroyed by I-670 construction it is expected that they will be located as archaeological

sites.
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A unique research design was drafted for this project under the advice of OHPO.
It was determined that because of the poorly drained nature of the project area and it’s
general location in the uplands that based on similar studies in the surrounding region that
it contained a low probability to include significant prehistoric remains. However,
because of the presence of the NRHP Elam Drake house it was determined that an
empbhasis should be placed on the historic archaeology.

Judgmental sampling will be conducted on a 4.8 ha (12 a.) section of the project
area on the eastern edge of the project area. This section of the project area was selected
to be entirely tested using standard shovel testing methodologies, because according to
the historic maps there were three buildings located in this area including the Elam Drake
house. The area immediately surrounding the Elam Drake house would be tested at 5 m
(16 ft) intervals to maximize the recovery of artifacts from this important historic site.

The remaining approximately 19.4 ha (48 a.) of the project area will be split into
twelve equal blocks of 1.6 ha (4 a.) for random quadrat testing. These blocks were
assigned numbers from 1-12 starting in the northwest corner and working to the east.
Using a random number generator, Quadrats 3, 7, 8 and 10 were selected for testing.
Since most of the prehistoric sites in the study area were small lithic scatters, it was
expected that quadrats, rather than widely spaced transects would be more useful to
confirm the assumption that the project is similar to other projects in the area. This
research design has been approved in correspondence with OHPO.

6.5. Curation and Submission of Artifacts

In accordance with the property laws of the State of Ohio, all artifacts remain the
property of the landowner till such a time as they relinquish their rights with the
understanding that the artifacts will become the property of an acceptable curation
facility. With the full cooperation of the landowner and pending acceptance of the
artifacts by the selected curation facility, all artifacts will be washed and prepared for
permanent curation. Until this time all artifacts will be stored in a temporary manner in a
limited access facility under the direction of the Archaeological Division. These details
will be addressed in a Memorandum of Agreement between CRAA and the signatory

agencies.
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VII. Field Work and Interpretation

7.1. Introduction

The fieldwork that was conducted for the approximately 24.3 ha (60 a.) potential
automobile related facility in the City of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio was
completed in late October and early November of 2006. The weather conditions
experienced during the fieldwork varied wildly from warm and dry to cold and rainy but
only occasionally hindered fieldwork.

The project area is located in the City of Columbus, formerly Mifflin Township
(Figures 1 and 2). It is located specifically in Township 1 North, Range 17 West.

7.2. Fieldwork

The ground cover of the project area presently consists of mature woods, grassy
fields and overgrown residential yards (Exhibits 1-3). This ground cover necessitated the
use of shovel testing strategies. Prior to beginning the fieldwork a testing strategy using
probability sampling methods was developed. This testing strategy sought to scale down
testing on areas that have been shown to have a low probability to contain archaeological
sites, primarily based on the drainage capabilities of the soils types present in the project
area. It was also felt that additional testing focused on the NRHP Elam Drake house

would be of greater benefit to preservation efforts.

A two stage testing approach was planned for the project. This was felt to be a
good balance of sample size and percent of the project being sampled considering the low
probability of the project to contain prehistoric sites due to the poor drainage.

Judgmental sampling would be conducted on a 4.8 ha (12 a.) section of the project area
on the eastern edge of the project area. This section of the project area was selected to be
entirely tested using standard shovel testing methodologies, because according to the
historic maps there were three buildings located in this area, one of which was the Elam
Drake house (Figures 9-10). The area immediately surrounding the Elam Drake house
was tested at decreased intervals. A 5 m (16 ft) grid was set up around the Elam Drake
house north to the barn to maximize the recovery of artifacts.

The remaining 19.4 ha (48 a.) of the project area was split into twelve equal
blocks of 1.6 ha (4 a.) for random quadrat testing. These blocks were assigned numbers
from 1-12 starting in the northwest corner and working to the east. Using a random
number generator, Quadrats 3, 7, 8 and 10 were selected for testing (Figure 9). Since
most of the prehistoric sites in the study area were small lithic scatters, it was expected
that quadrats, rather than widely spaced transects would be more useful to confirm the
assumption that the project is similar to other projects in the area.

Due to the unique method of testing the project area, a number of separate datum
points were established for each of the different areas (Figure 9). Quadrat 3 is located in
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the southwest corner of the project along Cassady Avenue. The datum point for this 4
acre block is located in the southwest property corner. A portion of this quadrat was a
grassy field, but the larger portion was actually wooded (Exhibits 1 and 4). Quadrat 7
was similar to Quadrat 3, except it was located in the opposite corner of this rectangular
property parcel. The ground cover was also partially grassy field but primarily woods
(Exhibits 1 and 4). The location of the units were paced so some human error is
expected, however the woods were generally mature so the transects were able to be kept

fairly straight.

Quadrat 8 is a rectangular section located along Drake Road in the north central
portion of the project area. The datum point for this section is located at the northwest
corner along Drake Road. This section was composed of scrub-brush (Exhibit 3). The
shovel test units in this area were excavated using standard methodologies, although
occasionally some shovel tests were shifted because of heavy undergrowth.

Quadrat 10 is located southeast of Quadrat 8 in the north central portion of the
project area. This quadrat was partially wooded and partially scrub-brush. The datum
point for this section was established at the northwest corner of the quadrat on the
property corner between this parcel and a private business along Drake Road. The units
in this area were paced and because of the thick undergrowth some error is expected,
although it should not have a great effect on the statistical probability of encountering

significant archaeological sites.

The entire eastern portion of approximately 4.8 ha (12 a.) was tested because of
the likelihood to contain historic period remains. This is also the section that contained
the Elam Drake house. Because of the tree lines that corresponded to the former property
lines, this section was divided into three separate areas of testing. The easternmost area
was a grassy field and the datum point was established at the northeast corner of the
project area where Drake Road and Sterling Avenue intersect (Exhibit 2). It was believed
that a historic schoolhouse would be located in this area based on historic atlases (Figures
5-6). No evidence of this school was located, which may be a result of matching very
poorly scaled, hand drawn atlases with modern day survey maps. Shovel test transects
were paced but since the field was open it is expected that they should very accurately

adhere to the test grid.

The central field of the eastern portion contained the Elam Drake house (Exhibits
5-6). The Drake house was excavated at S m (16 ft) intervals with a datum point set up
on a telephone pole. All of the shovel tests surrounding the Drake house were measured
in using handheld tapes and a compass. The remaining portion of the central section is
open field with a datum point at the northeast corner of the field. Testing followed

standard methodologies in this portion of the project.

The western portion of the 4.8 ha (12 a.) section contained two houses. One of
the homes was vernacular and the other was a ranch style home (Exhibits 7-8). The
datum for this area is located at the southeast corner along Ole Country Lane. This area

was tested using standard methodologies.
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Most of the shovel test units excavated resembled typical soils types. There were,
however, significant areas of soil disturbance found in the project area. The most
obvious were the large areas of gravel around the Elam Drake house, particularly to the
north of the barn (Exhibits 10-12). Some other sections of disturbance included areas
around the other homes, along Ole Country Lane and along Sterling Avenue.

The area surrounding the project has been growing steadily with the expansion of
commercial and retail business along Stelzer Road and at the Cassady Avenue/I-670
intersection. The houses located directly adjacent to the northern project boundary are
generally small cape cod and ranch houses built in the post WWII housing boom. There
is a house located in the northwest corner of the project area that was located in quadrat 1
that was not selected for testing. The house is a vernacular style with updates and
upgrades that make it difficult to determine the age of the building (Exhibit 9).
Regardless it is not a potentially eligible building.

These investigations identified three previously unrecorded archaeological sites
(33-Fr-2639-2642) and a historic house (FRA-9622-12). These sites are described below.

7.3. Site Descriptions

33-Fr-1828

Although this site was not tested during the current fieldwork it was located
within the project area along Cassady Avenue in Quadrat 2 (Figures 9 and 11). This site
was identified during a Cultural Resources Management pro&' ect in 2000 that was never
submitted for review. It represents the remains of a mid 20" century house. Some
foundation remains and a small scattering of historic artifacts were recovered from this
site. The original recommendations for this site were that it was not potentially eligible.
The artifacts recovered during the original work are listed below. The location of the
foundation remains were confirmed during the walkover of the project, however no
additional work was completed on this site.

Artifact

Ironstone backstamp
Decalware
Depression glass

— = W [t

33-Fr-2639

Archaeological site 33-Fr-2639 is the artifact scatter surrounding the NRHP Elam
Drake house (Figures 9-11). This site was originally identified on the 1856 atlas map
(Graham 1856). The house, smokehouse, barn, outhouse and garage are all still standing,
although they are currently vacant and boarded up (Exhibits 5-6 and 12-15). The datum
point for the excavations around this farmstead was established at a telephone pole
located at the southwest corner of the project area (pole #35A279). The testing grid
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surrounding the house was set at 5 m (16.4 ft) intervals to maximize the sampling in what
should be the most likely area to contain historic remains related to the house.
Unfortunately, the biggest limiting factor to testing was the large amount of area that was
graveled for the driveway and parking (Exhibits 10-12). Efforts to identify clay pits that
Elam Drake reportedly used to locally manufacture many of the bricks he used were
largely unsuccessful. Although purely speculation, the large pond that sits just east of the
house may be one such pit (Exhibit 16). No other prospective clay pits were identified,

although they may have long ago been filled in.

A minor prehistoric element was also discovered at this site. It consists of a
single prehistoric flint flake related to tool reduction activities. This aspect of the s1te is
ancillary to the historic occupation. The total size of this site is estimated at 975 m’

(10,500 ft%).

Artifact #
Redware 20
Pane glass 19
Animal bone 19
Milkglass 18
Clear bottle glass 10
Square nail 9
Whiteware 5
Ironstone 4
Misc. plastic 3
Stoneware 3
Handpainted whiteware2
Blue spongeware 1
Amber glass 1
Mason jar frag. 1
Blue transfer 1
Porcelain 1
Amber bottle top 1
Carnival glass 1
Battery 1
Two hole shell button 1
Earthenware 1
Light bulb glass 1
Opalescent glass 1
Plastic fork 1
Artifact # Material
Primary thinning flake 1 Delaware flint
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33-Fr-2640

This archaeological site is a small trash scatter, probably related to the extant
house located just south of it (Figures 9 and 11). It consists of a light mix of kitchen and
architectural artifacts and is more than likely the result of formalized trash disposal from
the nearest house. Some modern trash piles including old automobiles and appliances
were observed in an overgrown area near here. These artifacts all appear to date to the
20" century, although they are admittedly sparse. Some disturbance around the house
limited testing and a number of sheds and garages behind the house also restricted the
amount of excavation. The size of this site is estimated at 1 m’ (11 ft).

Artifact

Clear bottle glass
Pane glass
Animal bone
Misc. plastic
Amber glass
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33-Fr-2641

Archaeological site 33-Fr-2641 is a small historic period artifact scatter located in
the northeastern corner of the project area (Figures 9 and 11). It was expected that
artifact remains related to a mid-1800s schoolhouse would be located in this area. With
the small sample of artifacts recovered it is hard to determine whether they are related to
a mid-1800s school house. The thickness of the pane glass was measured to determine
the relative date of manufacture. This pane glass averaged 3.26 mm which dates to a
rather unimpressive estimated date of 1987.3 when applied to Moir’s (1987) regression
formula for estimating the age of window pane glass. Although there are a number of
inherent problems with dating such a small sample from an unknown source, it does seem
to confirm that this site is not related to any 19" century buildings such as the ’
schoolhouse. Artifacts were recovered from two shovel test units. The size of this site is

estimated at 697 m? (7,500 ft).

Artifact #
Pane glass 19
Corningware 1
Earthenware 1
Light bulb glass 1

FRA-9622-12 (by Amy Kramb-Botos)
2734 Ole Country Lane

Physical Description

According to the Franklin County Auditor’s data the house at 2734 Ole Country
Lane, was built in 1804. The core of the house is a one-room, one and one-half story, side
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gabled dwelling of frame construction (Exhibit 8, Appendix B). It is likely that this single
pen type house was built in 1804. Unfortunately, the numerous additions obscure three
elevations of the original dwelling. Furthermore, the substantial alterations leave few

original materials and details.

The dwelling’s original design is masked by additions. Across the south elevation
is a one-story, shed roof, permanently enclosed porch with a center entry door used as the
main entrance into the dwelling. Across the east elevation is a one-story, shed roof
addition which contains a bedroom and bathroom. Across the north elevation is a one-
story shed roof kitchen addition. There is another one-story, shed roof, permanently
enclosed porch addition on the northwest corner of the dwelling that provides entry into
the kitchen. The original dwelling’s west elevation is the only side not obscured by

additions.

The dwelling lacks original materials and details. The entire dwelling is clad in
vinyl siding and the windows, now covered by plywood, are replacement windows from
various years. The foundation consists of various types of concrete, and there is no
evidence of the original foundation. Furthermore, the remaining exposed wood around
the replacement windows, on the door frames, and in the eaves, is not original.

The dwelling’s original setting, feeling, and association were vastly different than
today. The dwelling was likely associated with agriculture in the once rural setting. But
with construction of I- 670, the expansion of Port Columbus International Airport and
other commercial and residential development nearby, the once rural setting is now
urban. The property lacks any original outbuildings, but there are several modern
outbuildings including a concrete block garage and a pole barn. There is also household
debris and collapsed wood-framed outbuildings scattered around the northern edge of the

property.

Historical Significance

To ascertain the historical significance of the property, several atlases of Franklin
County, Ohio were reviewed. According to Wheeler’s 1842 Franklin County, Ohio map,
the property owner was either an A. McElvain or J.F. The initials J.F. may be associated
with E. Drake which clearly owned the parcel across the street. The scale and boundary
lines of the 1842 map are unclear. But looking at Graham’s 1856 Map of Franklin
County, Ohio, the property does not appear to be E. Drake’s property. The property
owner’s name, however, is illegible. The 1856 map does show a house in the vicinity of
2734 Ole Country Lane. Caldwell’s 1872 Atlas of Franklin County and the City of
Columbus clearly shows the property owner as S. Ebnet and there is a house on the
property. It is also clear from the 1872 map that the property is not part of the
neighboring E. Drake parcel. Brand’s 1883 Map of Franklin County, Ohio also clearly
indicates that the parcel is not part of the Drake property. The 1883 map appears to show
S. Ebnet as the landowner, however, the writing is somewhat illegible.
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Because the subject property, 2734 Ole Country Lane, is in such close proximity
to the NRHP listed Elam Drake House, the Drake house’s NRHP form was reviewed for
a possible connection. The Drake house is on the NRHP for its architecture and for its
association with Elam Drake, a locally significant master craftsman who built brick
commercial store fronts and building facades throughout Columbus. Mr. Drake also built
several residences in Columbus before retiring and farming the property. The NRHP
form’s statement of significance indicates that Mr. Drake moved to the area in 1831
where he lived in a log cabin on the site of the existing house. It appears that the dwelling
at 2734 Ole Country Lane is not associated with the NRHP-listed Elam Drake House
because, the dwelling at 2734 Ole Country Lane likely pre-dates Mr. Drakes arrival.

A search of William Martin’s History of Franklin County, Ohio dated 1858 noted
that a Col. Andrew McElvain was once a prominent citizen of Franklin County, Ohio
prior. Apparently, at age 13 Andrew McElvain was the first mail carrier between
Chillicothe and Franklinton. From a letter written by Col. Andrew McElvain in 1856,
McElvain explained that he immigrated to Ohio from Kentucky with his father in 1797 to
Franklinton. Lee’s 1892 History of the City of Columbus, Ohio confirmed that a Col.
Andrew McElvain came to Franklinton in 1797. The 1892 history also confirmed that
Col. Andrew McElvain left Franklinton in 1816, traveled down the Scioto and Ohio
Rivers and settled in Vincennes. Thus, it appears that Col. Andrew McElvain is not the
A. McElvain who owned the property at 2734 Ole Country Lane in 1842.

The only other mention of an A. McElvain was in the 1858 History of Franklin
County, Ohio. There was an A. McElvain who was a Director at the Ohio Penitentiary
from 1842-1844. It appears that the McElvain’s were earlier settlers in Columbus, but
beyond the name A. McElvain on an 1842 map, the preliminary search of early atlases
revealed no specific local or regional significance associated with the 2734 Ole Country
Lane dwelling. It is also unclear whether A. McElvain and Col. Andrew McElvain are

one in the same persons.

7.4. Conclusions

The fieldwork that was conducted for the approximately 24.3 ha (60 a.) potential
automobile related facility in the City of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio identified
three previously unidentified archaeological sites (33-Fr-2639-2641) and one historic

building (FRA-9622-12).
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VIII. Expected Results Evaluation

There were expected results prepared before the commencement of the field work
portion of these investigations, based on the background information and previous
experience in the area. These questions were formulated so that the field work portion of
these investigations could be conducted with some direction and with a set of goals in

mind.

It was stated that sites within the project area would be low-density lithic scatters
containing ten artifacts or less but that the project was generally considered a low
probability area. A single prehistoric artifact was recovered from the project area at site
33-Fr-2639. These results were not unexpected because of the poorly drained nature of
the project area and the fact that efforts were concentrated on the NRHP Elam Drake

house.

It was expected that archaeological deposits that surrounded the NRHP Elam
Drake house would easily be discovered. This was true, although these deposits did not
meet expectations. The large gravel drive and gravel lot in the backyard and surrounding
the barn limited testing in what should have been productive areas. The most prolific
areas for artifacts were located around the smokehouse to the northwest of the house.

Another mid-1800s house and a schoolhouse were also suspected to be located
within the project area. No conclusive evidence of the schoolhouse was located. The
mid-1800s house should have been located west of the Elam Drake house and appears to
be synonymous to 2734 Ole Country Lane (FRA-9622-12). The house located at 2734
Ole Country Lane was reportedly built in 1804 according to the Franklin County Auditor.
Because of the many newer outbuildings and sheds located behind the house,
archaeological testing was limited. It appears as if the main body of the house could have
been built in 1804, however it has been greatly altered. The schoolhouse may have been
located outside the project area, east of Sterling Avenue. No visible portions remain.

The artifacts from the NRHP Elam Drake house were put into a comparative
formula used to measure economic status. Unfortunately, because of the paucity of
recovered artifacts and the long period of occupation this may have been an exercise in
futility. However, using Miller’s CC index (1991) it was determined that the assemblage
has an average CC index value of 2.2. This price was obtained using a slight
modification of Miller’s formula since it was not know from the sample if the tea cups
were handled or not so an average of the two prices were used. Also, the comparative
price ranges dated from 1846-1871 with the earliest dates actually pre-dating the house.
With a sample of only 5 identifiable vessels the sample is really too small to draw reliable

comparisons anyway.
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IX. Eligibility Assessment

The Phase I Cultural Resources survey conducted for the approximately 24.3 ha
(60 a.) potential automobile related facility in the City of Columbus, Franklin County,
Ohio during October of 2006 identified three previously unrecorded archaeolo gical sites
(33-Fr-2639-2641) and a historic building (FRA-9622-12).

Site 33-Fr-1828 is located within the project area along Cassady Avenue.
Although no work was done at this site during the current project this site was previously
recommended as not eligible (see OAI form). Based on the artifacts recovered, coupled
with the fact that none of the historic maps show this house, indicate a date for this site
sometime in the early to mid 19" century. This site does not seem to possess the
potential to yield additional information which would be important to the understanding
of the historic period in Mifflin Township, Franklin County, Ohio (Criterion D). This
site is not considered to be eligible for inclusion to the National Register of Historic
Places because it fails to meet the minimum requirements as set forth by the United
States Department of the Interior (USDI 1997). No further work is recommended for this

archaeological site.

Site 33-Fr-2639 is the historic period artifact scatter related to the NRHP Elam
Drake house that was apparently occupied from the mid-1800s until recently. The
amount of artifacts recovered was somewhat disappointing considering the age of the
house. The limiting factor for most of the house area was a large gravel drive and
parking areas that precluded testing. Although an interesting scatter was identified near
the smokehouse, no sealed deposits or intact stratigraphic layers were found. A minor
prehistoric component consisting of a single flake was also identified. Neither the
prehistoric or historic archaeological component of this site seems to possess the potential
to yield additional information which would be important to the understanding of the
historic period in Mifflin Township, Franklin County, Ohio or more specifically the Elam
Drake house (Criterion D). The archaeological component of this site is not considered
to be eligible for inclusion to the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion D
because it fails to meet the minimum requirements as set forth by the United States
Department of the Interior (USDI 1997), this site has obviously already been placed on
the NRHP for Criteria B and C. The adverse effects to the NRHP Elam Drake house are
being addressed in a Memorandum of Agreement between CRAA and the signatory

agencies separate from this report.

Site 33-Fr-2640 is a historic period artifact scatter related to formalized trash
disposal at an extant house. Although establishing a date is difficult based on the paucity
of artifacts recovered, this site seems to date to the 20" century. This site does not seem
to possess the potential to yield additional information which would be important to the
understanding of the historic period in Mifflin Township, Franklin County, Ohio
(Criterion D). This site is not considered to be eligible for inclusion to the National
Register of Historic Places because it fails to meet the minimum requirements as set forth
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by the United States Department of the Interior (USDI 1997). No further work is
recommended for this archaeological site.

Site 33-Fr-2641 is a historic period artifact scatter located in an open field. Very
few artifacts were recovered from this site. This site does not seem to possess the
potential to yield additional information which would be important to the understanding
of the historic period in Mifflin Township, Franklin County, Ohio (Criterion D). This
site is not considered to be eligible for inclusion to the National Register of Historic
Places because it fails to meet the minimum requirements as set forth by the United
States Department of the Interior (USDI 1997). No further work is recommended for this

archaeological site.

Historic building FRA-9622-12 (2734 Ole Country Lane) is not eligible for the
NRHP under Criterion C, because of the numerous additions and alterations the property
lacks distinctive physical characteristics. It is also not eligible under Criterion A, because
archival research failed to identify any significant historical events or themes associated
with the property. It seems certain that the property was not associated with Elam Drake
and the neighboring NRHP Elam Drake House. It also seems certain that the dwelling at
2734 Ole Country Lane was not the home of Col. Andrew McElvain. Therefore FRA-
9622-12 is not eligible for the NRHP under Criterion B for its association with a

significant person.
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Figure 1. Political map of Ohio showing the approximate location of the project area.
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the project area.



Figure 3. Portion of An Archaeological Atlas of Ohio (Mills 1914) showing the
approximate location of the project area.
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approximate location of the project area.
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Figure 9. Fieldwork map showing the field conditions, testing strategies, location of archaeological sites 33-Fr-1828 and 2639-2641 and FRA-9622-12.
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Typical Shovel Test Unit Profile

Soil Type: Bennington-Urban land
complex (BfA)

Ap Horizon- 0-23 cm. Dark grayish brown
(10YRA4/2) silt loam; moderate medium granular
structure; friable; many medium roots.

B Horizon- 23-36 cm. Yellowish brown (10YR 5/4)
silty clay loam; common medium distinct grayish
brown (10YRS5/2) and yellowish brown (10YRS/8)
mottles; moderate medium subangular structure
blocky structure; common fine roots.

Plan View of a Typical Shovel Test Unit in Bennington soil

Figure 12. Soil profile of a typical test unit and plan view photograph showing typical
Bennington silt loam located within the project area.
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Exhibits



Exhibit 2. Typical grassy field in the project area.



Exhibit 3. Typical scrub-brush field in the project area.

Exhibit 4. Small section of grassy field on the south part of Quadrats 3 and 7.



Exhibit 6. Rear of the NRHP Elam Drake house.



Exhibit 7. House at 2730 Ole Country Lane located within the project area.

Exhibit 8. House located at 2734 Ole Country Lane (FRA-9622-12) within the project
area.



Exhibit 9. House located at 1760 North Cassady Avenue within the northwestern corner

of the project are

Wy,

a.

Exhibit 10. Large gravel driveway east of the Elam Drake house.



Exhibit 12. Gravel drive and parking area in front of the garage and barn at the Elam
Drake house.



Exhibit 13. Smokehouse located northwest of the Elam Drake house.

Exhibit 14. Outhouse located west of the Flam Drake house.



Exhibit 15. Barn located north of the Elam Drake house.

PR -
o o

Exhibit 16. Large pond that may have been a clay pit located east of the Elam Drake
house.
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OHIO ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY

' for official use only
*Response required for acceptance of form

Coder _
'A. Identification . Date __

*1. Type of Form (select as many as appropriate):

' _L_ New Form ___ Revised Form Transcribed Data =

2. County f/aalf Jin *3. Trinomial State Site Number  33-_Ff£ - /§z2%

4. Site Name(s)

5. Project Site Number

6. Other State Site Number

7. Source (of ltem A5. andor A.6) ALFLIED  Liclluwde nvdes  oal ages

B. Location
.UM Zone____160r_X_ 17 —
Easing 3 3 S T 9 o == 0
Northing _ 4 _ Y LN 9 3 H o S ——
2. Latitude ) ' .
"2 @8- Township I/ Range /W Not Applicable .~
Section _3 /4 Section: sw _X sE NW NE _
Township Name Midlia
*4. Quadrangle Name Norll oas! Lo /:mlfm 1T 09 e,
*5. Quadrangle Date __ |44 Y (LR 14g2) —
*6. Confident of Site Location _X__ Yes No
C. Ownership
1. Name(s) asty Lo ermunities
Address _/9l W,  NMebunwide  Bld — Side 200
City/Town, State, Zip Ca)umﬁ.,:; 04 Yy
Phone ( )

2. Tenant (if any) T 3
Address % 3
City/Town, State, Zip - _g
Phone ( ) 0 &

*3. Ownership Status (select only one, as appropriate): N\
L Private (single) ___ Private (multiple) ____ Local Govt. —_— 7~
State Gowt. ____ Federal Govt, _____ Multiple Govt. '
_____ Mixed-Govt./Private —Unknown o
0
D. Temporal Affiliations oq
“1. Affiliations Present (select only one, as appropriate):
| Prehistoric Historic Prehistoric and Historic —
Unknown Unrecorded

© 1985
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Prehistoric
~ *2. Prehistoric Temporal Period(s) Represented (select as many as appropriate)
Unassigned Prehistoric ____ Paleoindian
Archaicc ___ Unassigned ___ Early ___  Middle __ late
Woodland: Unassigned Early __ Middle Late
Late Prehistoric Protohistoric Other (specify)

*3, Minimum Number of Prehistoric Temporal Periods Represented
*4. Basis for Assignment of Prehistoric Temporal Period(s) (select as many as appropriate):
__Diagnostic Artifacts Diagnostic Features ____ Radiometric
____ Unrecorded Other (specify)
, 5. Prehistoric Cultural Component(s) Represented (see manual):

~9o a0 o p

6. Describe how Prehistoric Temporal Period(s) and Cultural Component(s) were determined (list
diagnostic artifacts and/or features, include type names, attach photographs and/or illustrations, and
identify researcher). When listing artifacts and/or features please specify Prehistoric Cultural
Component(s) by using letter designations from Item D.5.

AT LA RBERTLD S e o el = S =i —aeER G

Researcher
*7. Categories of Prehistoric Materials Present at Site (select as many as appropriate)
_____Lithics Ceramics __ Metal ____ Faunal Remains _____ Floral Remains
Human Skeletal Remains Unrecorded ______ Other (specify)
8. Specific Prehistoric Cultural Materials Collected:
Type Count Tvpe Count
Historic
*9. Affiliation Present (select only one, as appropriate):
Abo;iginal Non-Aboriginal ____ Both _____ Undetermined
*10. Historic Temporal Period(s) Represented {select as many as appropriate):
a. Pre-1795 b. __ 1796-1829 C. _____ 1830-1849
d ____ 1850-1879 e. _____1880-1899 f. _____1900-1929
g. __ __1930-1949 h. ______1950-1974 i. ______ 1975-2000
j- Historic k. ___ 18th Century .~ 19th Century
m. _X_ 20th Century n. _____ Historic Aboriginal
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*11. Minimum Number of Historic Temporal Periods Represented o
*12. Basis for Assignment of Historic Temporal Period(s) (select as many as appropriate):

Diagnostic Artifacts Diagnostic Architectural Remains ——
Diagnostic Features Documentary Evidence Oral Tradition I
Unrecorded Other (specify) -

' 13. Describe how Historic Temporal Period(s) were determined (list any diagnostic architectural remains,
diagnostic anifacts and/or features; include type names, attach photographs and/or illustrations, and
identify researcher). When listing artifacts and/or features specify Historic Temporal Period(s) by
using letter designations from item D.10.

M. J{fm.}—)‘me _féf/‘.} w'ﬂﬂﬁ_éﬁéﬁjnm’ﬂ - Hﬁme.’ LﬂmLL[;n Co%m_}(
L L""_‘_E, /495" ) -

Researcher
*14. Functional Categories of Historic Materials Present at Site (select as many as appropriate):

__L Kitchen ____ Furniture __ Personal e ———

______ Toys & Games ____ Printed Matter ___ Religious/Ceremonial R —

__ Military ___ Weapons ____ Transportation [
Architectural.. .. .. ___=.Misc. Hardware .. Const./Manufacturing.Tools ssempmenmsis soe scmme
Agricultural ____ Fuel/Energy ___ Food Remains S __ __

______ Clothing ___ Unrecorded __Unknown -
Other (specify) SE—

15. Specific Historic Cultural Materials Collected:
Type Count Type Count
Jocal wale /

Wonshae v/ Aedihrp 3

,Jgnfﬂﬂ:’m Gles /
{ p—
jeneral
16. Describe Prehistoric and/or Historic Cultural Materials observed but not collected. State reason(s)
for not collecting.
/ .
Foundation  Shoaed A‘zé%’r’ ﬂ‘}“ “wEre You__A 1Ly

17. Affiliated Ohio Historic Inventory Site Number and Name:
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. 5 for offici
E. Physical Description orofficial yss onty

*1. Archaeological Setting (select only one, as appropriate):

____ Rockshelter/Cave _ X Open ____Unrecorded _____ Unknown S
___ Submerged Other (specify)
+2 Prehistoric Site (select as many as appropriate):
Habitation: Camp _____Village Hamiet ___ Unspecified Habitation Y
Extractive: Quarry Workshop e
Ceremonial: Unspecified Mound _____ Earth Mound _____ Stone Mound ——
____ Effigy Mound ____Mound Group _____Hiltop Enclosure —
_____ Geometrical Earthwork Cemetery ____ Isolated Burial(s) — — —
____ Petroglyph/Pictograph ==
Other: Unknown _____ Unrecorded Other (specity) e a—
*3. Historic Site Type (select as many as appropriate):
_L_ Residential ___ Commercial ___ Social ___ Government =
____ Religious ___ Educational __ Mortuary ____ Recreation A— .
_____ Subsistence ___ Industrial _____Health Care _ Military -
___ Transportation ____ Unrecorded __Unknown —_—es
______ Ofther (specify) —

4. State the bases on which site type assignment(s) were made.

{g:’J:JC a-ha ! -(1:9«!." (Tlllr Al ﬂnJ (}l::_\j' ’\l.-f-";fj LOsR ﬂ{r:nmf‘

rihsaE g e

*5. Site Condition (select only one, as appropriate):

______Undisturbed __y¥ Disturbed - Extent Unknown ____ Fully Disturbed —
Destroyed Unrecorded ___Unknown
*6. Dominant Agent(s) of Disturbance (select as many as appropriate):
____ None Apparent __X_ Agriculture _?(._ Historic Construction Water =
Transportation ____ Archaeological Excavation Mining ___ Vandalism -
______Unrecorded Other (specify) -

7. Nature of Disturbance/Destruction:

*8. Current Dominant Land Use (see mgnual):

J}\fut/@ ﬂ-?_u}c }nm.J -

9. Land Use History:

*10. Site Elevation 7 44 Meters A.M.S.L. (elevation to be taken from UTM pointy
*11. Physiographic Setting of Site (select only one, as appropriate}:
Lake Plain ____ Lexington Peneplain Unglaciated Plateau —

X Till Plain Glaciated Plateau Unrecorded
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“12. Glacial Geomorphology (select only one, as appropriate):
Not Applicable Wisconsin End/Lateral Moraine

Kansan Ground Moraine Wisconsin Kame/Kettle/Esker/Drumlin

lllinoian Ground Moraine
_____ Illinoian Outwash
_2& Wisconsin Ground Mordine
Unrecorded Other (specify)
*13. Regional Geomorphological Setting (select only one, as appropriate}):

2<_Upland Hill Siope Beach Ridge

Wisconsin Lacustrine Deposit
Post Wisconsin Lacustrine Deposit
Wisconsin Outwash

Stream Valley

\ —

_ ___Hillor Ridge Top Lake Plains Interfluvial Zone __ Unrecorded
*14. Local Environmental Setting (select only one, as appropriate):

Terrace: Unknown T-1 T-2 T-3 T-4

____Beach Ridge Terrace Remnant _____ NaturalLevee ____ Floodplain
Low Rise on Floodplain  ___ Alluvium Island Kame Drumiin
Esker ____ Moraine _____ Glacial Hummock Wetland Hummock

____ Bluff Bluff Base Bluff Edge Saddle A Hill or Ridge Top
Closed Depression _____ Unrecorded _____ Other (specify)

"15. Soils:
Soil Association @ enmn,ngTen=rPoamo
~ Soil Series-Phase/Complex GCnn.'...:'ron_ Urban lansd Comaley
~‘Reference L G Sl 21 4 B YT S
1980

e

16. Down Slope Direction (select only one, as appropriate):
N NwW NE E Al Flat
S SW SE X w Unrecorded

17, Slope Gradient (percent) _a =3, Unrecorded

*18. Drainage System (see manual):
Major Drainage )g\:,g s /nu‘)" C/G_ﬁf/f
LYy

Minor Drainage Creett
*19. Closest Water Source (select only one, as appropriate);
Name: un an ‘IL/’.«' éa){;‘fv /}/Vrh Cﬂoﬂk
Permanent Stream __{Lake/Pond _A_ Ephemeral Stream
Permanent Spring _____ Swamp/Bog —_ Intermittent Spring/Seep
Slough/Oxbow Lake ~ ___ Artificial Lake/Pond (historic sites only)
______Avrtificial Stream/Ditch (historic sites only) —___Unrecorded
—_ Other (specity)
20. Horizontal Distance to Closest Water Source L’é@ (meters from UTM point)
21. Elevation Above Closest Water Source _____ (meters A.M.S.L. from UTM point)

F. Reporting Information
“1. Investigation Type (select as many as appropriate):

Reported Examination of Collection Surface Collection
Auger/Soil Corer 2C Shovel Test(s) Test Pit(s) Test Trench(es)
Deep Test(s) PZ or Humus Removal Testing/Excav. (strategy unknown)

Mitigation/Block Excavation Aerial Photograph
___Remote Sensing (specify)
Chemical Analysis (specify)

_ Unrecorded Other (specify)
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8.

*10.
1.
2.
*18.
14.
15.
16.

*17.
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Surface Collection Strategy (select as many as appropriate):

A Not Applicable _____ Grab Sample _____Diagnostics =
_____ Controlled-Unknown Controlled-Total . I
I Controlled-Sample ____ Unrecorded .

Other (specify) _

_ if surface collection strategy is Controlled-Total, Controlled-Sample, or Other, describe methodology

and percentage.

_ Surface Visibility (select only one, as appropriate):
None Less than 10% 11-50%
51-90% : 91-100% Unrecorded

. Describe surface conditions.

Site Area (square meters) Jé qf ey e
Unrecorded A
Basis for Site Area Estimate (select only one, as appropriate):
" Guessed S higoric Maps —===Aerial Photograph Paced N —
_& Taped ___ TransitAlidade ___ Range Finder ____ Unrecorded i
_____ Other (specify)
Confident of Site Boundaries: _Z__ No Yes ____ Unrecorded [

_ Estimated Percentage of Site Excavated Unrecorded _____ Unknown ===
Name of Form Preparer Justia _2Zinh SRR
Institution Weller anl /d._f.fo cigles =
Date of Form (year/month) 2ot/ o1 o 0 __ /1
Field Date (year/month) oo /)2 > 0 ___ /1

Time Spent at Site
Weather Conditions
Name(s), Address(es), Phone Number(s) of Local informants

Artifact Repository (ies) OHS l..f\fLL darse ;‘0‘3 .\J.‘j Qivntl” rjoﬂn‘/f'm R
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This site represents the remains of a razed middle twentieth century dwelling. The former
frontage of this residence would have been along Cassady Avenue. The site is situated in
the west central portion of the subject area and is north of an ephemeral tributary of Alum
Creek. Review of the various Franklin County atlases and topographic maps did not
indicate the presence of any structure at this location. Shovel test unit excavation and
visual inspection were used to delineate the site boundaries. The site includes the
remnants of the driveway, an open foundation/basement, and trash pile. The driveway
was identified during the shovel testing and is situated on the south side of the
foundation. The open foundation or basement is comprised of tile-brick and measures 20
x 24 feet. There were no artifacts recovered from the area surrounding the residence due
to some disturbances. Artifacts were void in the former front yard area. To the rear of
the residence a storm sewer line bisected the site. This substantially altered the previous
terrain and any evidence of additional buildings or archaeological deposits.

On the west side of the storm sewer corridor is a midden or trash area. A shovel test unit
excavated near this area noted large quantities of charcoal, cinder, and gravels. The trash
area is visually noticeable. Various granite wares, (large bowls and a teapot) were on the
i surface as well as ketchup bottle glass, Gerber baby.food bottles, and.scrap.iron Most.0f.. e
" these items were burnt. Shovel probing and scraping the surface provided several .
temporally diagnostic artifacts including ceramic wares with backstamps and Depression
glass. One fragment of decalware was recovered.

Two of the backstamps are from the Homer Laughlin Company. This company began in
1891 and is still in operation today. One sherd has the cipher [I9 N 6] below the name.
This indicates that the plate was made in September of 1929 at plant number 6. Another
Homer Laughlin mug had a discernible cipher. Another backstamp that was recovered
from the site is labeled UTOPIA CRESCENT. This is on a plain ironstone sherd,
however, the backstamp was not located in the identification guide. The recovery of the
green Depression glass further confirmed the site's age as dating to the middle twentieth
century. There were no remains recovered or observed that would support dating the site
prior to 1925 including topographic maps. The amount of burning at this site evidenced
in the artifacts and around the foundation indicates that the residence likely burned down.
This would have been prior to 1961 as the house is absent from modem topographic
references. Furthermore, the artifacts do not support later occupation. The site is
suspected of dating from 1925-1945. Diagnostic materials from the trash area were the
only artifacts maintained and have all been mentioned or described in the previous text.
The trash deposit is not stratified as evidenced by a shovel probe. The site area
encompasses an area that is 3,695 m>.
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Photo 2: Showing the west and south elevations of the dwelling.
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Photo 4: Showing the garage and pole barn associated with the dwelling.
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ABSTRACT

ASC Group, Inc. (ASC) completed a Phase I archaeological survey for an Environmental
Assessment (EA) of the proposed Consolidated Rental Car Facility (CONRAC) at the Port
Columbus International Airport' in Franklin County, Ohio. The survey is necessary to comply
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended. The lead
federal agency for the EA is the Federal Aviation Administration. The goals of the survey are to
determine if archaeological sites exist in the Area of Potential Effects (APE), and determine if
any sites are eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

The Columbus Regional Airport Authority is developing the CONRAC on approximately
7.62 hectares (ha) [18.85 acres (ac)]. The roughly C-shaped APE is bordered on the north, south,
and west by International Gateway (the main entrance road into the airport), and on the east by a
hotel overflow parking lot, the airport’s cell phone parking lot, and a Hertz Rental Car lot.
Although most of the proposed CONRAC is mown grass, it also contains a partially paved
former Dollar Rental Car lot and a paved access road. The APE also contains a tree-lined
channelized stream and a small wooded area containing a wetland. The Franklin County soil
survey indicates the APE is composed of a mix of urban cut and fill and natural soils.

Background research indicated that the southwestern portion of the APE was surveyed
for archaeological sites in 2005 by ASC. This survey was completed for realignment of
International Gateway. The survey identified one historical archaeological site with a minor
prehistoric component in the CONRAC’s APE. The site, 33FR2526, was determined not eligible
for listing in the NRHP by the Ohio Department of Transportation and the Ohio Historic
Preservation Office. The current survey did not re-examine the approximately 1.6-ha (4-ac) area
surveyed in 2005 by ASC.

Archaeological fieldwork in the CONRAC APE was conducted on May 4 and 5, 2015.
Field methods included visual inspection and shovel test pit excavation. The shovel test pits
confirmed information from the Franklin County soil survey that much of the APE contains fill.
No archaeological sites were identified during the survey and further archaeological

investigations of the proposed CONRAC site are not recommended.

! The name of the Airport changed from Port Columbus International Airport to John Glenn Columbus International
Airport in June 2016. Subsequent references to the Airport in this report use the former name, as that was the name
at the time of the field survey and is the name used by many of the historical references cited in this report.



TABLE OF CONTENTS

ABSTRACT ...ttt sttt ettt ettt s et e sb e et e bt e bt et e satesb e et e st e ehe e beeatenanen i
TABLE OF CONTENTS ... .ottt ettt ettt ettt sttt e sebeessaessba e saeesbeenssesnsaennseenne il
LIST OF FIGURES ...ttt ettt sttt sb ettt beeanes il
LIST OF TABLES ...ttt ettt st sttt sb ettt e bt ebeenees il
LIST OF PLATES ..ottt sttt ettt et sttt be et et e saeebeennes il
INTRODUCTION ...ttt ettt et sttt ettt b et sa e e bt et e eaeesbeentesatenaeennens 1
RESEARCH DESIGN ...ttt sttt ettt sttt et et sbe et saeenaeenneas 2
Background RESEAICH .........cccuiiiiiiiiiiiee e e 2
Regional Environmental SEttNg ...........ccccveriiiiiieiiiiiiieieeieesee ettt sae e eee 3
Regional PrehiStoric OVETVIEW .....c...coeiiiiiiriiiiinienieeieeet ettt ettt 5
PalEOINAIAN. .....eoiiiiieiieie ettt ettt 5
ATCRAIC ..ttt et e et e e et a e e e bt e e e be e e ab e e e tbee e tbae e aaeeenbaeeraeeenreeeaneeans 5
WOOAIANA ...ttt sttt 8

Late PrEhiStOTIC . veieiiiieiiieciie ettt ettt e et e e e e e tbeeetbeeesaaeeesaeeennaeas 14
PrOtORISTOTIC ...ttt ettt ettt ettt ae ettt et e b e 15
HiStOTIC PEriod CONTEXT....ccuvviieiiiieiiieeiieeeite ettt et et eeseve e e sveeesareeesbeeeareeenseesnnseeennns 16
Settlement And OrganiZatioN...........ceeeuieriieeieerieeeieerieeteeieeeteesreeseeesseessaeeseesseeesseessnas 16
TTANSPOTTALION ...eeeevieeiiieeetee et ettt e et e e et eeertteeetbeeetaeessaeeeaseeessseeesssaeessseeesseeesseessseanns 17
MITEIN TOWNSHIP ..ottt ettt ettt e e b e et e eabeesaessseessneensaens 18
FIELD METHODS ...ttt ettt ettt sttt ettt et st e st et entesaeentesnee e 19
ARTIFACT ANALYSIS .ottt ettt sttt e e beesteeesbeessaeensaessseenseensnas 20
Prehistoric MAterial.........oo.ii ittt ettt ene e 20
HIStOTIC MAtETIAL ...ttt ettt 20
(O30 21510 ) TSROSO RPRRUSRPRRRPIO 20
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY RESULTS AND CONCLUSIONS.......ccccoeiieriieiieieeieeee. 20
SUMMARY .ttt et ettt e st e e bt e s tt e e bt e sateenbeesabeenbeessteenseessaeenseenseeenne 22
REFERENCES ...ttt ettt ettt et e st be e et e e sate st e e saeeenbeenneas 24
FIGURES ...ttt ettt st b et b e b e et sat e bttt ea e e nbeente st e e 34
TABLES ..ottt ettt b bbbt bt et naes 44
PLATES ettt a ettt sh e b e et h e bt et sa e e nbe et ea e b et e st 46
APPENDIX A: ODOT/SHPO CORRESPONDENCE .......cccccooiiiiiiiiieeiieeeeeee e A-1

il



LIST OF FIGURES

Figure 1.  Portion of the ODOT Franklin County highway map showing the vicinity of the
F N o OSSPSR 35
Figure 2.  Portions of the 1995 Northeast Columbus and 1964 (photorevised 1994) Southeast
Columbus, Ohio quadrangles (USGS 7.5 topographic maps) showing the APE... 36
Figure 3.  Aerial map showing the APE, the previously surveyed areas, archaeological survey
elements, and plate 10CALIONS. ......cceeeeiiieeiiiecieeeee e e e 37
Figure 4.  SHPO Online Mapping System (2015) map showing the vicinity of the APE. ...... 38
Figure 5.  Portion of Caldwell et al.’s (1872) Caldwell’s Atlas of Franklin Co. and the City of
Columbus, Ohio showing the APE. ..........c.cccoviiiiiiiiiicceee e 39
Figure 6.  Portions of the 1904 Westerville and 1925 East Columbus, Ohio quadrangles
(USGS 15’ topographic maps) showing the APE...........cccooviiiiiiiii 40
Figure 7.  Portion of Mills’ (1914) Archeological Atlas of Ohio showing the APE. ............... 41
Figure 8.  Portion of Graham’s (1856) Map of Franklin County, Ohio showing the APE...... 42
Figure 9.  Port Columbus International Airport Utility Master Plan showing the APE........... 43
LIST OF TABLES
Table 1. Ohio Archaeological INVENTOTY........cocueriiriiiiiiiiniieierieeeeceee e 45

LIST OF PLATES

Plate 1.

Plate 2.

Plate 3.

Plate 4.

Plate 5.

Plate 6.

Plate 7.

Plate 8.

Area 1, former Dollar Rental Car lot, facing south...........ccccoeovviviiiiniiiiniee 47

Area 1, grassy field in north end of former Dollar Rental Car lot, facing west....... 47

Area 1, Profile of STP 2, Transect 2, facing WesSt.......ccceevvreevieeniieinieeeeiee e 48
Area 1, Profile of STP 1, Transect 2, facing West.......cccceevveeevveenciieenieeeeiee e 48
Area 1, Profile of STP 1, Transect 2, facing north. ..........ccceevvveviiiiniieeniie e, 49
Area 2, grassy field west of former Dollar Rental Car lot, facing north.................. 49
Area 2, manhole and ditch associated with sanitary sewer line, facing east. .......... 50
Area 2, low levee along Mason Run, facing south. ..........ccccoecvviviiiiniiiiniieciee, 50

il



Plate 9.

Plate 10.

Plate 11.

Plate 12.

Plate 13.

Plate 14.

Plate 15.

Plate 16.

Plate 17.

Plate 18.

Plate 19.

Area 2, showing drainage ditch and low levee along Mason Run, facing south-

SOULRWEST. ...ttt 51
Area 2, northern end of grassy field, facing West. .........cccoevveevieriiiiienieeieerieeee 51
Area 2, open drainage ditch, facing West. ........cceevvierieiiiieniieiienie e 52
Area 3, grassy field, facing ast. ........cceevieriiiiiiieiierie e 52
Area 3, southwestern corner of grassy field north of former Dollar Rental Car lot,

FACING SOULNEAST. ......viiiiiiiciee et e e e e rae e e aaeeenenee e 53
Area 3, open drainage ditch, facing €ast. .........cccoecueeiiiiiiiiiiieiie 53
Area 4, grassy field south of cell phone parking lot, facing south-southwest. ........ 54
Area 4, small wooded area containing a wetland, facing north. .................ccceeee. 54

Area 4, culvert at southern end of Mason Run and southwestern corner of former
Dollar Rental Car 10t, facing €ast...........cccuevviieriieiiienieeiiecie et 55

Area 4, storm water drain at base of berm along International Gateway, facing east.
.................................................................................................................................. 55

Area 4, berm slope along International Gateway, facing west. .......cccccoceeverieneenne. 56

v



INTRODUCTION

Under contract with Landrum & Brown, Inc., ASC Group, Inc. (ASC) completed a Phase
I archaeological survey for an Environmental Assessment (EA) of the proposed Consolidated
Rental Car Facility (CONRAC) at the Port Columbus International Airport’> (CMH) in Franklin
County, Ohio (Figures 1 and 2). The survey is necessary to comply with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended. The goals of the survey are to
determine if archaeological sites exist in the Area of Potential Effects (APE), and determine if
any sites are eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The lead
agency for the EA is the Federal Aviation Administration.

The Columbus Regional Airport Authority is proposing to develop the CONRAC within
the area known as the Loop Road Area (Columbus Regional Airport Authority 2015). Final
plans for the undertaking are not available at this time; however, ground disturbance will include
approximately 7.63 hectares (ha) [18.85 acres (ac)] of undeveloped land which is the APE for
this Phase I archaeological survey.

The roughly C-shaped APE is in an urban setting at CMH. The APE is bordered on the
north, south, and west by International Gateway (the main entrance road into the airport), and on
the east by a hotel overflow parking lot, the airport’s cell phone parking lot, and a Hertz Rental
Car lot. Although most of the proposed APE is mown grass with a few mature trees, it also
contains a chain-link enclosed and partially paved parking lot, which was formerly a Dollar
Rental Car facility, and a paved access road. The APE also contains a partially tree-lined
channelized stream enclosed at either end by culverts, and a small wooded area containing a
wetland. The Franklin County soil survey indicates the APE is composed of a mix of urban cut
and fill and natural soils (United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service
[USDA, SCS] 1980).

Archaeological fieldwork in the CONRAC APE was conducted on May 4 and 5, 2015 by
Alan Tonetti, Jeremy Thornburg, and Scott Shupe. The project manager and principal

investigator was Kevin Schwarz, PhD, RPA.

2 The name of the Airport changed from Port Columbus International Airport to John Glenn Columbus International
Airport in June 2016. Subsequent references to the Airport in this report use the former name, as that was the name
at the time of the field survey and is the name used by many of the historical references cited in this report.



RESEARCH DESIGN

The goals of the Phase I archaeological survey were to make a reasonable and good faith
effort to identify archaeological sites in the APE and determine if any sites were eligible for
inclusion in the NRHP. To accomplish this, background research and archaeological fieldwork
were conducted.

BACKGROUND RESEARCH

Background research included examination of the Ohio State Historic Preservation
Office’s Online Mapping System (SHPO 2015), Mills’ (1914) Archeological Atlas of Ohio,
Troutman’s (2003) Ohio Cemeteries: 1803—2003, and historical maps and atlases. This research
shows a few archaeological surveys have been conducted adjacent to the current project’s APE
(Figure 4), identifying two sites (Table 1). Historical maps show two structures dating to the
mid-late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries existed in or adjacent to the APE, but none are
extant. One may be associated with archaeological site 33FR2526 (Table 1).

Gibbs et al. (2001) conducted a literature review of the area surrounding the current
project’s APE documenting 13 previously documented archaeological sites and six
archaeological surveys. The only additional archaeological investigation since then was by Seitz
and Mustain (2005), who investigated an area that included the approximately 1.6-ha (4-ac)
southwestern portion of the current project’s APE (Figure 4). During this survey they identified
two archaeological sites, one of which, 33FR2526, is in the current project’s APE. Another site
(33FR2525) was found much farther to the west, well beyond the current project’s APE. Site
33FR2526 is a historical archaeological site with a minor prehistoric component. It appears to be
near the location of a building documented on two historical maps (Figures 5 and 6). It
contained historical artifacts and a structure foundation of brick and concrete with rebar. Based
primarily on the cartographic information, it was thought to represent a rural dwelling extant
from ca. 1872-1925 (Seitz and Mustain 2005). Neither 33FR2525 nor 33FR2526 was
determined eligible for listing on the NRHP (Timothy M. Hill to Mark J. Epstein, letter, January
9, 2006, SHPO, Columbus) [Appendix A]. The rest of the APE does not appear to have been
surveyed for archaeological sites and no sites are shown in the rest of the APE (Figure 4). Mills
(1914) does not depict any archaeological sites near the APE (Figure 7). Troutman (2003) does

not reference any cemeteries near the APE.



No buildings or structures are present in the APE on Graham’s (1856) map (Figure 8).
However, Caldwell et al. (1872) [Figure 5] and the 1904 Westerville and 1925 East Columbus,
Ohio quadrangles (USGS 15’ topographic maps) [Figure 6] show two buildings, probably
dwellings, that may have been in or very near the APE, one of which may be represented by
33FR2526. Caldwell et al. (1872) [Figure 5] shows the other building approximately 250 m (820
ft) east of the structure that may be represented by 33FR2526, placing it in or along the south
side of the Hertz Rental Car lot, in an area severely disturbed by underground utilities and
International Gateway (Figure 9). This structure does not appear on the 1904 Westerville and
1925 East Columbus, Ohio quadrangles (USGS 15’ topographic maps) [Figure 6].

The Franklin County soil survey indicates the APE is composed of a mix of urban cut and
fill and natural soils (USDA, SCS 1980). The soil is mapped as Bennington-Urban land
complex, 02 percent slopes. There is more fill than cut because drainage is poor. This soil is
composed of deep, nearly level, somewhat poorly drained Bennington soil intricately mixed with
urban or man-made land (fill) to improve drainage. Much of this soil complex has been
artificially drained by installing subsurface drains and through sewer systems. Very poorly
drained Pewamo soil is found in depressions and along streams. Due to these conditions, much
of the APE was expected to be disturbed and the likelihood of identifying intact archaeological
sites was considered low.

REGIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The APE is located on flat to gently undulating Late Wisconsinan ground moraine in the
Columbus Lowland region of the Till Plains section of the Central Lowland province (Brockman
1998; Pavey et al. 1999). This region consists of a lowland surrounded in all directions by
uplands, with a broad regional slope westward toward the Scioto River. The bedrock underlying
this soil is shale belonging to the Devonian-age Olentangy and Ohio formation (Bownocker
1992). While this formation is not known for containing cherts used by Native Americans,
several limestones and dolomite formations of the Devonian system contain chert. These occur
in two formations: Columbus and Delaware (Stout and Schoenlaub 1945). These chert sources
were easily attainable in the area and would have provided adequate tool-making materials for
prehistoric Native Americans.

The APE contains an ephemeral stream, Mason Run, which based on an examination of

historical maps, has been channelized (Figures 5 and 6). Mason Run flows southeast through the



APE, but farther downstream it bends to the south. Mason Run continues south and empties into
Big Walnut Creek, which flows into the Scioto River.

The region comprising the APE has undergone a drastic transformation from the native
vegetation cover due to large-scale deforestation. The APE lies in what was originally a beech
forest surrounded by oak-sugar maple forest and elm-ash swamp forest. Beech forests covered
most of the upland area and the tributary creek valleys in the region (Gordon 1969). The variety
of floral associations and the patchiness of cover within the associations provided a wide
regional diversity of plant food resources supporting a variety of fauna exploitable by local
inhabitants as demonstrated by Wymer (1983). Excavations at the Zencor/Scioto Trails site
(33FRS8), a Late Woodland prehistoric village site located along the Scioto River in southern
Columbus, produced large amounts of wood charcoal identified as hickory, oak, elm/hackberry,
walnut, and maple. Nutshells identified as hickory, hazelnut, black walnut, butternut, and acorn
were also recovered. Numerous carbonized seeds were recovered during flotation, consisting
mainly of maygrass, goosefoot, blackberry, knotweed/rush, and sumac. This assemblage
exhibits the exploitation of the regional diversity of available wild plants (Wymer 1983).

The fauna in central Ohio has been greatly influenced by the modern patterns of land use
in much the same way the flora in the region has been altered. Many species of fauna adapted to
forest environments find minimal woodland acreage in central Ohio. Natural phenomena such as
glaciation during the Pleistocene and its associated climate changes had a major effect on both
flora and fauna (Anderson and King 1976). The region supports a wide variety of animals.
Mammals important to Native Americans and early settlers included white-tailed deer, gray wolf,
mountain lion, black bear, bobcat, gray fox, elk, squirrel, rabbit, possum, raccoon, and
woodchuck (Hall and Kelson 1959; Shelford 1963). Birds available for human exploitation
included turkey, ruffed grouse, prairie chicken, and duck (Cope 1872; Gross 1932).

Paleoclimatic conditions are reflected in the archaeological record through pollen types
(Shane 1976). A decline in conifer pollens combined with an increase in hardwood pollens is
evidence of a warming and drying trend that lasted until ca. 2,000 B.C. At this time the trend
was toward moister, cooler conditions, evidenced by the rise in mesophytic forests. Franklin
County has a characteristically continental climate with warm, humid summers and reasonably
cold winters. Precipitation is plentiful and evenly distributed throughout the year with an

average growing season of 159 days (USDA, SCS 1980).



Regional Prehistoric Overview

Paleoindian

It is estimated that the occupation of the Ohio area would have been possible
approximately 11,000 to 11,500 years B.C. By this time the glacial front that once covered Ohio
had retreated into Ontario (Seeman and Prufer 1982). Paleoindians, the first known prehistoric
population to occupy the Ohio area, were highly mobile, small-band hunters moving on a
seasonal basis in order to more fully exploit the available natural resources (Dragoo 1976).
These bands emigrated from the south and across the state as the glacier slowly retreated, and
open grazing lands supporting large herbivores (i.e., musk ox, woolly mammoth, giant beaver,
moose, elk, and caribou) gradually replaced the spruce-fir-pine forests. Although probably in
pursuit of herd animals, Paleoindians were willing to utilize a broad spectrum of animal and
plant resources.

Information on Paleoindian sites in Ohio is rare, but the database of sites has been
steadily growing over the past 50 years. Information on Paleoindian settlement patterns and the
distribution of fluted projectile point types was first provided by Prufer and Baby (1963), who
looked at a sample of surface-collected fluted points that were diagnostic of early Paleoindians.
Their study noted that the distribution of these artifacts follows a diagonal line across Ohio that
corresponds roughly to the maximum Wisconsinan glacial boundary. The diagnostic fluted and
lanceolate point types associated within this period have been reported in considerable numbers
from Franklin County. Most are apparently isolated surface occurrences associated with the
main tributary valleys. The majority of the points were made from locally available chert and
flint, suggesting that groups did not range widely (Prufer and Baby 1963). Subsequently,
Seeman and Prufer (1982) looked at a larger sample of fluted points and concluded that 1) fluted
points frequently are found in major stream valleys and confluences; 2) sites tend to occur in
proximity to quality flint resources; and 3) these points are rarely found in extensive swampy
lowlands or in rugged highlands, such as the unglaciated portions of southeastern Ohio.

Archaic

As the glaciers retreated north at the end of the Pleistocene, the climate became
temperate, large-game species became extinct, and the deciduous forest common today
developed along with the modern contingent of associated fauna and flora. This environmental

change was the catalyst for human adaptive shifts that are encompassed within the Archaic



period (Ford 1974). Artifact assemblages from sites of this period showed a wider range of tool
types, some of which had specialized functions for the processing of a wider variety of plant and
animal resources (Griffin 1967). Although all human groups of this period were hunters and
gatherers, environmental differences led to regionally distinctive artifact assemblages by the end
of the period, which may or may not reflect culturally distinct human social groups (Dragoo
1976).

Changes in human social group organization occurred concurrently with changing food
procurement strategies. In general for eastern North America, these changes included restricted
group mobility, larger aggregations of individuals, development of ritual behavior, development
of interregional exchange systems, and early attempts at plant domestication (Ford 1974),
resulting in smaller group territories, occupation of sites for longer periods, reuse of sites at more
frequent and probably more regular intervals, and use of a wider variety of plants and animals.
In addition, storage facilities and vessels began to appear more frequently, along with evidence
for incipient cultivation of some plant species. Burial ceremonialism and most likely other ritual
behavior developed and showed signs of becoming formalized in some regions. Such activity
may be linked to the establishment of social group identities, the maintenance of territorial
boundaries, and the regulation of intergroup alliances and trade. However, this proposition has
not been adequately tested nor fully demonstrated.

By 9000 B.C., a warmer, drier climate emerged that encouraged an increase in deciduous
forest elements that, by 5000 B.C., became the dominant forest type. This period, classified as
the Archaic period, has been subdivided into three temporal periods: Early, Middle, and Late.

During the Early Archaic period (9000 B.C. to 6000 B.C.), small mobile groups gradually
became more geographically restricted as seasonally oriented hunting-and-gathering activities
were focused on smaller, well-exploited territories, which can be a direct link to the expansion of
the deciduous forests that produced a more favorable habitat for game species (Chapman 1975).
Although hunting was a major subsistence activity, a narrow spectrum of nutritious plant foods
was also utilized (Chapman 1975; Cleland 1966). This transition is marked in the material
culture by a change from lanceolate spear points, ideal for hunting larger animals, to a series of
smaller, more diversified notched and stemmed projectile points, scrapers, knives, drills, and
ovoid blades. Woodworking and food preparation tools were added to the assemblage, which

included axes, adzes, mortars and pestles, as well as awls, gouges, and grinding stones.



Habitation sites seemed to have centered on the uplands. Sites tend to be small and scattered,
limited to surface discoveries, and usually located in uplands near secondary stream valleys.

During the Middle Archaic period (6000 B.C. to 3000 B.C.), the continuing alteration of
the climate led to a wider selection of exploited plant foods. However, the major emphasis
remained on hunting with an increasingly sedentary lifestyle (Cleland 1966). The broadening
economy is reflected in the material cultural as well, which was adapted to intensive exploitation
of forest and riverine biomes. Plant-processing tools included a variety of ground stone
implements, grooved axes, metates, and nutting stones. Atlatl weights are also noted, and bone
tools were added to the artifact assemblage (Broyles 1971; Lewis and Lewis 1961).

In the Late Archaic period (3000 B.C. to 900 B.C.), the expansion of deciduous forests
reached its northernmost limit (by approximately 2000 B.C.), and the climate was warmer than
today. Coinciding with an increase in territorial permanence was the appearance of regional
manifestations such as Glacial Kame, Red Ochre, and the Old Copper cultures (Cleland 1966).
A wider array of specialized objects was utilized, such as steatite and sandstone bowls, stone
tubes and beads, polished plummets, net sinkers, whistles and rattles, birdstones, boatstones, and
awls, needles, and perforators made of bone (Chapman 1975). Ceremonialism increased in
importance, as evidenced by more elaborate, formalized burial practices and the presence of
exotic materials obtained from emerging trade networks. Scheduled harvesting of seasonally
available plant and animal resources climaxed in the Late Archaic.

The majority of Late Archaic sites in the Ohio River valley appear to be related to the
Brewerton phase of the Laurentian tradition (Dragoo 1976). In addition, the Laurentian tradition
is generally represented by the widespread occurrence of crudely fashioned, thick, small
stemmed or notched points that persisted through the Middle Woodland period (George 1971).
These Late Archaic sites occur as two predominant types: 1) relatively large base camps on high
ground along major tributaries; and 2) small encampments on knolls, overlooking lakes, ponds,
and swamps (Prufer and Long 1986). In general, both site types exhibit similar artifact
assemblages but differ in quantity of materials. Larger sites also exhibit more diverse
assemblages that include ground stone and bone tools.

Other models of the Late Archaic settlement system are based on a generalized model of
hunter-gatherer settlement for the Eastern Woodlands. Four potential site types are generated by

a hunter-gatherer adaptation, including 1) semi-permanent base camps; 2) satellite short-term



seasonal camps for generalized resource procurement; 3) special-purpose extraction camps (e.g.,
quarries); and 4) mortuary sites (Roper and Lepper 1991). On the other hand, investigations of
other Late Archaic sites in southeastern Ohio have suggested that a logistically organized
settlement pattern was present, one where the use of lithic resources was embedded in the
procurement of other resources (Church et al. 1991).

The first evidence of cultigens is associated with the Late Archaic period. At the Salts
Cave site, chenopodium, sunflower, and gourd seeds have been recovered and dated to
approximately 1500 B.C. (Yarnell 1974). This period also shows a more efficient and broad-
based exploitation of local plant and animal resources, including aquatic species. This success
has been evidenced by the recovery of charred botanical remains of a variety of nuts, including
acorn, hazel, hickory, and black walnut. Fruit was also becoming an important food resource as
demonstrated by the diversity of fruit seeds, such as wild grape, blueberry, raspberry, and
strawberry (Dye 1977; Yarnell 1974).

In the central Ohio region, the overwhelming majority of sites with assigned cultural
affiliations contain an Archaic component. Many of these sites are, however, unidentified as to
their chronological occurrence within the period (i.e., Early, Middle, and Late). Archaic sites
have been documented on all landforms in the region. In general, the distribution of Archaic
sites is equal in both the creek valleys and the interior upland till plain, with a noted
predominance of Early Archaic sites on the till plain (Clarke 1980). East of this area, in the
uplands between the Olentangy and Scioto River valleys, Archaic sites are similarly distributed.
In the latter area, large terrace sites contained not only Archaic components but Middle
Woodland and/or Late Woodland and Late Prehistoric components as well (Immel and Kime
1984). Outwash terraces in the Alum Creek valley exhibited the same temporal occupations
(Clarke 1980). A series of Late Archaic burials dating to at least 3045 B.C. have been recovered
from 33PI267; this site is on a glacial feature remnant overlooking Big Walnut Creek near its
confluence with the Scioto River (Hillen et al. 1997).

Woodland

Prior distinction between the Archaic and Woodland periods was based on the
introduction of agriculture, elaborate burial ceremonialism, and pottery; however, this theory is
no longer accepted. More recent evidence has demonstrated a continuum from the end of the

Archaic through the Middle Woodland for the intensification of horticulture and the



formalization and elaboration of mortuary practices (Dragoo 1976). The innovation and
adaptation of these traits by the different human groups were not uniform but occurred at
different rates in different regions. The introduction and use of these traits had to be
synchronized with the perceived biological and social needs of the different human groups.
Consequently, the rate of change in subsistence and mortuary practices varied from region to
region, with some local groups maintaining Late Archaic lifestyles throughout the Late
Woodland, while other groups, primarily those along the main river valleys, underwent rapid
transformations. The Early and Middle Woodland periods mark the beginning of mound
building in the region.

In central Ohio, the local Early Woodland expression was the Adena culture, noted for
the manufacture of pottery and the use of conical burial mounds for interment (Greenman 1932;
Webb and Baby 1957). Although semisedentary like their Late Archaic predecessors, the Adena
inhabitants of Ohio were more territorially restrictive. This is indicated by the occurrence of
semipermanent village sites and the manufacture of Fayette Thick (both plain and cordmarked),
Adena Plain, and Montgomery Incised ceramics (Dragoo 1963), conical mounds, Adena
Stemmed and Cresap points, and Robbins blades (Converse 1973; Dragoo 1963).

Sites associated not only with the Early Woodland period but also the subsequent Middle
Woodland periods are of two types: lithic manifestations and earthworks. In the Scioto River
valley region, most lithic sites considered to be Early Woodland have produced items diagnostic
of the transitional Late Archaic/Early Woodland period (Immel and Kime 1984). To the east in
the Alum Creek valley, Late Archaic/Early Woodland sites are common on the floodplain and
bluff edge and typically are represented by small, low-density artifact scatters (Clarke 1980).

Earthworks are fairly common throughout this region. In Franklin County alone, Mills
(1914) documented 132 mounds. Most of these were located in southern Franklin County along
the Scioto River valley. In northern Franklin and southern Delaware counties, comparatively
fewer earthworks were present along the small tributaries such as Alum Creek. In this region,
most mounds are located in proximity to the bluff edge (Clarke 1980; Immel and Kime 1984).
On the basis of research conducted at several Late Adena sites in the Philo Archaeological
District, along the Muskingum River, and elsewhere in the unglaciated Appalachian Plateau,
Adena sites consist of ridgetop mortuary camps and mounds, and year-round multipurpose

hamlets and seasonal encampments located on terraces and floodplains (Abrams 1989;



Carskadden 1995; Carskadden and Gregg 1974; Carskadden and Morton 1989; Clay and
Niquette 1989).

Excavation of Adena habitation sites has failed to delineate house patterns even though
post molds are generally identified. Mortuary structures consist of a circular arrangement of
paired posts. This pattern has not been identified at habitation localities (Carskadden 1996).
Generally, shallow basin-shaped pits, cylindrical straight-sided pits, and hearths are feature types
frequently identified at these sites (Carskadden 1996; Carskadden and Gregg 1974; Seeman
1986).

The predominant Middle Woodland manifestation in Ohio was the Hopewell culture,
which lasted from 100 B.C. to A.D. 500. This culture was characterized by elaborate geometric
earthworks, enclosures, and mounds that are often associated with multiple burials and a diverse
assemblage of exotic ceremonial artifacts (Brose et al. 1978). Ceremonially, Hopewell appears
to represent a continuation of the Adena culture, albeit on a more expanded and spectacular scale
(Prufer 1964). Hopewellian trade networks were extensive, and the raw materials for ceremonial
objects were acquired from various regions of North America (Seeman 1979). Although Mills
(1914) has documented several mounds and earthworks in the county, their specific cultural
affiliations are unknown. There is growing evidence that not all Middle Woodland groups were
participating in these elaborate mortuary practices but were continuing to use and add to the
Adena mounds (Aument and Wright 1991).

Most of the information to date on the Hopewell culture has been obtained through
mound exploration. Relatively little is known of settlement and subsistence patterns because so
few habitation sites have been located and excavated. Using information from nonmound
excavations (e.g., Prufer 1965), Ford (1979) has suggested a basic hunting-and-gathering
economy with limited horticulture. Nuts appear to have been important, as were deer. Corn
seems to have been utilized but was not a dietary staple. This settlement system is interpreted as
consisting of a semipermanent shifting of agricultural farmsteads and hamlets that cluster around
ceremonial centers (Prufer 1964). Prufer and colleagues tested his initial hypothesis about
Middle Woodland settlement patterns with the excavation of the McGraw site (Prufer 1965).
Prufer believed that the data recovered supported his supposition of an agricultural-based society
living in dispersed hamlets or farmsteads (Prufer 1965). Research by Pacheco (1988), which was
directed as a test of the Prufer model or Hamlet Hypothesis, suggests that the Licking River
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valley Middle Woodland settlement system supports Prufer’s initial interpretation. However, the
settlement system summarized by Smith (1987) and supported by Church and Ericksen (1997)
indicates the presence of a three-tiered pattern that includes seasonal farming hamlets, cold
season homesteads, and short-term procurement camps. To date, the interpretation of the
Murphy site (an Early Middle Woodland occupation located in Licking County) as representative
of a year-round continuous occupation of some 300 years (Dancey 1989) is debated (Dancey
1991; Yerkes 1990).

Although a small hamlet (encompassing not more than 1 ha [2.47 ac]), interpretation of
the settlement layout of the Murphy site includes the identification of “maintained space”
(Dancey 1991), i.e., specific zones are defined by the distribution and type of features excavated.
Dancey (1991) has identified a structure zone, a food-processing zone, and an open yard at the
Murphy site. Feature types included earth oven, cylindrical pits, basins, hearths, and post molds.
No structure was identified at Murphy; however, at least two subrectangular structures were
present at 33FR895 in Franklin County, Ohio, a multicomponent location with two Middle
Woodland loci (Aument and Gibbs 1991).

During the Middle Woodland period, the large Hopewell culture centers were located in
the central Ohio River valley and the Scioto River valley of southern Ohio with a concentration
in Ross County (Mayer-Oakes 1955). It has been suggested that this pattern represents a
habitation shift from bluff edge to river bottoms, possibly connected to an increased utilization of
pioneer annual seeds, which were abundant on wide stream bottoms, and initial attempts at
horticulture. From approximately 100 B.C. to A.D. 500, the Scioto Hopewell experienced a
cultural apex (Shane 1970). A decline took place in the sixth century A.D., the exact cause of
which is not known. One theory suggests that climatic fluctuation inhibited agricultural pursuits
and resulted in the decline (Baerreis et al. 1976). Another theory stresses the breakdown of
territories and intergroup contacts due to the concentration on a single subsistence activity, a
focal agricultural economy (Cleland 1966).

The Late Woodland period has been poorly defined for most of Ohio. To date, much of
what is known for central and southern Ohio is based on ceramic assemblages (Prufer 1975;
Prufer and McKenzie 1966). In addition to changes in the prehistoric ceramic assemblages from
Middle to Late Woodland, there is a notable modification of projectile point style. This may be

partially attributable to the development of the bow and arrow. Along with triangular projectiles,
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a shallow notched point dubbed Chesser Notched is common in the Late Woodland (Prufer
1975).

The Late Woodland period in Ohio (ca. A.D. 500 to A.D. 900) is often viewed as a
prehistoric dark age, following the disappearance of elaborate earthworks and evidence of
mortuary ceremonialism which defined the Middle Woodland or Hopewell period in the region.
With the recent identification and excavation of several archaeological sites from the Late
Woodland period (Church 1987; Fuller 1981; Rafferty 1985; Railey 1984), interest has increased
in this relatively obscure period. In the light of this research, the Late Woodland period in Ohio
is viewed as a time of sociopolitical and subsistence change that laid the groundwork for the
development of stratified societies and intensive agricultural production during the Late
Prehistoric period. According to Braun (1988), the lack of stylistic complexity in both the
ceramic and lithic assemblages of this period is evidence of sociopolitical change in the form of
increased regional integration among villages. Changes in the subsistence regime indicate an
increased focus on naturally abundant seed plants and an intensification of their utilization and
manipulation by prehistoric groups. Related changes occurred in the production of ceramics that
could withstand higher cooking temperatures and greater repetitive use, a shift toward increased
residential sedentariness, a concomitant decrease in land-use area, and a simplification of the
chipped stone industry (Braun 1988).

In central Ohio, these changes are evident throughout the Late Woodland period with
sites early in the period consisting of small, nucleated communities frequently located on bluff
edges with an encircling ditch or earthwork feature. Ceramics are grit tempered, and Chesser
Notched is the dominant point type. These early Late Woodland sites are similar in settlement
structure and artifact assemblages to Late Woodland Newtown phase sites described in northern
Kentucky and southwestern Ohio (Church 1987). During the latter part of the Late Woodland
period, sites no longer appear to be nucleated but instead consist of small, dispersed, seasonally
occupied sites located variably on the terrace or floodplain, with an increased use of the uplands.
Ceramics are variously tempered with locally available materials, such as grit, chert, or
limestone, and the predominant point types include Raccoon Notched and Jack’s Reef
pentagonal points and small triangular points (Church 1987).

Several Late Woodland phases have been described for the central Scioto River valley,

largely based on a handful of sites excavated in the 1960s. Cole, Chesser, and Peters phases
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were defined on the basis of ceramic ware types (Potter 1966; Prufer 1975; Prufer and McKenzie
1966). As currently understood, these phases probably represent local variants of Woodland
cultures.

Currently defined Late Woodland cultural manifestations in the central Scioto River
valley include the Cole complex, first described by Baby and Potter (1965) and Potter (1966) on
the basis of ceramic similarities among the sites of Cole, Lichliter, Voss, and Zencor (known also
as the Scioto Trails School site). The complex rests largely upon the definition of Cole
Cordmarked and Cole Plain prehistoric ceramic types, distinguished by form, surface treatment,
and lip shape from previously described Late Woodland prehistoric ceramic types like Newtown
Cordmarked.

With the publication of excavation results from the Voss Mound, the definition of the
Cole complex was extended from ceramics to ceremonial life (Baby et al. 1966). Voss Mound
yielded triangular points and knives, marine shell, and turkey bone awls. Evidence of a buried
structure was present under the mound (radiocarbon-dated to ca. A.D. 966), and two burial pits
were dug into the mound. The presence of triangular points and shell-tempered prehistoric
ceramics was interpreted as representing contact with Fort Ancient groups located to the south.
Voss Village, excavated in 1966 (Baby et al. 1967), yielded radiocarbon dates of A.D. 910 to
A.D. 1500.

The position of the Cole complex as a lineal Late Woodland descendant of Hopewell was
reinforced by this work, and later the sites of Erp, Hudson, Shipley, Fishinger Park, the Wolf
Rockshelter, and Swinehart Village were added to the complex (Baby et al. 1966). The
diagnostic trait list was expanded to include Cole points, chipped slate discs, chipped stone celts,
circular houses, and small villages located on second terraces.

Prufer and McKenzie (1966) described a new Late Woodland phase for central Ohio
based on the excavation of Peters Cave in Ross County, Ohio. The Peters phase was located in
the unglaciated portions of southeastern Ohio, defined on the basis of Peters Plain and Peters
Cordmarked prehistoric ceramics, which have more rounded shoulders than other Late
Woodland ceramics, no interior cordmarking, grit, limestone, or chert tempering, fine vertical
cordmarking, and flat lips. Triangular points, Chesser Notched points, and fishspear points are
the diagnostic lithics. The settlement pattern was summarized as a system of riverine villages

and seasonal upland hunting camps similar to Peters Cave (Prufer and McKenzie 1966).
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Prufer (1975) also described the Chesser phase, based on the excavation of Chesser Cave,
Athens County, Ohio. A radiocarbon date of A.D. 1070 was obtained from the site; the
prehistoric ceramics were predominantly limestone tempered, but small amounts of Peters Plain
and shell-tempered wares were also documented. The Chesser phase was interpreted as
belonging to an indigenous Scioto tradition, which also included the Peters phase but excluded
the Fort Ancient tradition as intrusive to the valley (Prufer 1975).

Barkes (1982) reanalyzed the Cole ceramics and found that sites like W.S. Cole,
Ufferman, and DECCO shared traits of crushed rock temper, cordmarking, and a general
similarity of vessel morphology; typical Fort Ancient traits like punctates, incised designs, shell
tempering, and strap handles were absent. However, Cole ceramics did exhibit collared rims,
rims with nodes, lugs, and flanges, which are also present on Fort Ancient ceramics. Barkes
concluded that the Cole complex was culturally distinct from but contemporaneous with early
Fort Ancient.

Thus, several Late Woodland phases have been described for the central Scioto River
valley, largely based on a handful of sites excavated in the 1960s. Since that time, a number of
additional sites have been excavated in this region, including the Scioto Woods and Hartley
Farm sites (Church 1992) and the Sabre Farms site (Nass et al. 1990).

The Transitional Late Prehistoric period was recognized in the central Scioto River valley
based on a number of sites that share certain characteristics with both Late Woodland and Late
Prehistoric sites. This work redefined the cultural chronology of the region, using in part sites
that had previously been identified as Fort Ancient. Four sites assigned to this period include
Howard Baum and Blain Village in Ross County, Enos Holmes in Highland County, and Voss
Mound and Village in Franklin County (Church 1987). These sites have dates that span the end
of the Late Woodland to the Late Prehistoric period (ca. A.D. 950 to A.D. 1150) and are variably
located on terraces and floodplains. The material culture includes ceramics that are <5 percent
shell tempered and have a guilloche as a design element >50 percent of the time; rims are thick,
and lips are flat to round. Convex-based triangular points predominate (Church 1987).

Late Prehistoric

The Late Prehistoric period in Ohio extends from approximately A.D. 900 to A.D. 1600.
This period is characterized as a time of sedentary, village-dwelling maize agriculturalists. A

few widespread cultural traditions have been identified across Ohio and the immediate region,
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including Fort Ancient, Monongahela, Whittlesey, and the Mississippian Angel and Oliver
phases. In particular, each of these late Prehistoric cultures bears specific ceramic traits, such as
a mix of Late Woodland and Fort Ancient-like traits among Oliver-phase ceramics, and loop
handles, negative painting, and a more varied vessel inventory among Angel-phase ceramic
assemblages.

Fort Ancient was recognized as a distinct prehistoric culture as early as the turn of the
century (Moorehead 1899; Putnam 1886). By the 1930s it was firmly established as a Late
Prehistoric culture extending across southern Ohio, southeast Indiana, northern Kentucky, and
possibly into West Virginia (Griffin 1943). During the 1970s, a three-phase model of the Fort
Ancient tradition was developed: Early (A.D. 950 to A.D. 1250), Middle (A.D. 1250 to A.D.
1450), and Late (A.D. 1450 to A.D. 1700) [Prufer and Shane 1970]. Early Fort Ancient was
represented by three phases: Baum, Baldwin, and Brush Creek. Middle Fort Ancient included
the Fuert and Anderson phases, and Late Fort Ancient was represented by the widespread
Madisonville phase. The Fort Ancient tradition in general was characterized by village
agriculturalists whose economy was built upon maize, beans, and squash, with some
supplementary hunting (primarily of deer and turkey) and foraging (mostly nuts and berries)
[Graybill 1981; Prufer and Shane 1970]. Fort Ancient villages contained a central plaza
surrounded by circular zones of habitations, refuse pits, midden, and burials. Burial mounds
were sometimes present, and after A.D. 1250, villages were usually palisaded.

The Fort Ancient culture was considered to be so different from earlier cultures in the
region that its origins were hypothesized to be a result of stimulus diffusion from the
Mississippian heartland at approximately A.D. 900 to A.D. 1000 (Griffin 1943). Prufer and
Shane (1970) interpreted Fort Ancient as a result of population intrusion into the area, from
which occurred “the physical and/or cultural annihilation of the older Woodland cultures”
(Prufer and Shane 1970:258). More recent research in Ohio, northern Kentucky, and West
Virginia (Church 1987; Graybill 1981; Rafferty 1974) has supported an alternative hypothesis,
namely that the Fort Ancient culture developed in situ from local Late Woodland antecedents.

Protohistoric

Around A.D. 1550, Late Prehistoric groups in western Pennsylvania procured materials
that indicate an indirect contact with European settlers (Herbstritt 1983). These materials include

wire-wound faceted beads, copper tinklers, and native-manufactured artifacts such as triangular
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glass and metal pendants made from imported European goods. In contrast to later sites, there is
no change in intrasite patterning of subsistence procurement strategy. Recognition of
protohistoric sites is based solely on the occasional occurrence of European trade items (Skinner
and Brose 1985). This influx of trade items is documented in the Middle Ohio Valley ca. A.D.
1650 to A.D. 1750 at two contact period sites in Greenup County, Kentucky (Pollack and
Henderson 1983). The difficulty in recognizing these sites, given the limited change in the
material culture, undoubtedly has resulted in the lack of proper protohistoric designations.
Historic Period Context

Settlement And Organization

The first notable wave of settlers to the Ohio territory began arriving shortly after the
establishment of the Greenville Treaty Line. In 1796, a portion of central Ohio was apportioned
by an Act of Congress and ordered surveyed so land warrants could be issued to Revolutionary
War soldiers for payment of services (Perrins and Battle 1880). This area of central Ohio
became known as the US Military District (Martin 1858). Political organization of the area
followed. Franklin County, first settled in 1797, was organized with the state’s admission to the
union in 1803 (Martin 1858), and later reduced to its present size.

The initial flow of Euro-American immigrants into what is now Franklin County came
from the south, settling in Franklinton and Worthington, then moving northward along the main
tributaries (Martin 1858). These early settlers were primarily Revolutionary War veterans who
received land warrants for their services. A second influx of immigrants came beginning about
1810 from the New England area via Pennsylvania. Many of these individuals moved into
Morrow County, where congressional lands were available for purchase. Other individuals
purchased small land holdings in Delaware and Franklin counties from the original holders of the
land warrants.

Much of Franklin County was under agricultural cultivation by the mid-nineteenth
century. Important early farm products included corn, wheat, cattle, and hogs. By 1880, oats,
potatoes, orchards, and sheep were also significant. Commercial activity centered on
communities and served mostly the local population. Initially, private schools met the
educational needs of the residents. Most townships had public school districts by the 1860s.
Most industrial activity focused on processing the agricultural products of the county and

consisted of mostly saw- and gristmills and distilleries (Benjamin D. Rickey & Company 1983).

16



As railroads, interurbans, and eventually automobiles improved mobility around the
county in the late-nineteenth and early-twentieth centuries, significant changes began to occur.
Commercial activity initially became centered on Columbus, but later spread outward following
suburban residential development along the main roads and interurban lines. Agricultural land
began to disappear in the face of new streetcar suburbs. The development of the interstate
highway system greatly increased the transition of agricultural to residential land. The interstate
highway system has also resulted in the spread of commercial and industrial activity away from
the city and village centers and into formerly rural land (Benjamin D. Rickey & Company 1983).

Transportation

Early forms of transportation encouraged settlement and subsequent agricultural
development, providing a means for distributing produce to distant markets. Later forms also
provided for the movement of people within the developing urban and suburban environments.
The early roadways through the region were no more than former Indian trails. Three paths of
travel crossed this area and shaped patterns of development. The earliest was the road from
Granville to Worthington (present State Route 161). This path linked together two pioneer
communities of New England ancestry and was the primary means of opening up the northeast
corner of Franklin County to initial settlement. The second path linked the city of Columbus,
designated capital of the state in 1816, with Johnstown and other settlements to the northeast.
Both of these roads were clearly established by the early 1840s (Anonymous 1842). The third
and later path led north from the intersection of the other two paths and connected with the
settlement of Condit in Delaware County. This road was in use by the 1850s (Graham 1856).
Other early roadways through the region include the National Road (1834) as well as local roads
such as Agler, James, and Price Roads (ca. 1850). Stelzer Road, perpendicular to the entrance to
Port Columbus International Airport, first appears in the Caldwell et al. (1872) [Figure 5].

Other forms of transportation were important as well. The construction of the Ohio
Canal, begun in 1825, was completed in 1828. Located south of the APE, the Central Ohio
Railroad, later known as the S.O. Railroad, the Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Chicago, and St.
Louis/Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, and the Pennsylvania/Baltimore & Ohio Railroad, was
incorporated in 1847. Its construction from Columbus to Zanesville was completed in 1853 (Lee
2000 [1892]), ultimately connecting to Bellaire, Ohio and the eastern divisions of the Baltimore
& Ohio Railroad. The canal and the railroad greatly improved the economy of the region by
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supplying efficient means for distributing the county’s agricultural products. In 1899, the
Columbus, New Albany, & Johnstown interurban was proposed and incorporated. Its
construction from Columbus to Gahanna along Stelzer and Johnstown roads was completed in
1902, and it operated until 1910. The Gahanna to Johnstown branch was not completed (Hooper
1920).

Modern transportation developments in Franklin County include the creation of Port
Columbus International Airport. The airport was founded in 1929 as part of the first
Transcontinental Air/Rail Service from New York. With the introduction of instrumentation for
night flying in 1932, the rail portion of Transcontinental & Western Airlines (TWA) service was
eliminated. By 1939 there were 14 daily flights from Port Columbus. The Federal government
took over Port Columbus in 1941 for military service and enlarged the airport. By the 1950s, the
runway was believed to be the largest in the Midwest. International designation arrived in 1965
when an official Customs facility was created (Columbus Regional Airport Authority 2003).

Mifflin Township

Although Port Columbus International Airport is in the city of Columbus, the property on
which the airport was constructed was once in Mifflin Township. Originally covered by a dense
forest with a variety of timber, the region that later became Mifflin Township had the benefit of
two major watercourses, Alum and Big Walnut creeks. Marked by steep shaley banks, they are
the exceptions to the otherwise relatively flat terrain. In 1799 or 1800, the first settlers, largely
emigrating from Pennsylvania, began arriving. Clearing the land, they exposed rich bottomlands
and fertile uplands that produced quality wheat. The first settler in the area is believed to have
been William (later Judge) Read. Frederick Agler, George and Barbara Baughman, John
Starrett, and James Price (1811) were also early settlers (Historical Publishing Company 1901).

Mifflin Township, originally part of the old Liberty Township created with the
organization of the county, was established and attached to Plain Township until it was officially
organized in 1811. The first brick houses were built in 1815 by Judge William Read and
Andrew Agler. Church services began in 1819. Reverend Washburn of Blendon led the
Presbyterian congregation and Reverend Hankle was the Lutheran pastor. These two sects
became prominent in Mifflin Township. Ebenezer Dean built the first sawmill early in the
history of the township, probably before 1825. In that year D. Stygler moved to Mifflin. The
Styglers were prominent in local affairs (Williams Bros. 1974 [1880]). Gahanna/Bridgeport,
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platted in 1849 and 1853 by John Clark and Jesse Baughman, respectively, became the largest
village and boasted the first post office (1849) and the first and only gristmill in the township
(1859) [Historical Publishing Company 1901; Williams Bros. 1974 (1880)].

By 1850, the population of Mifflin Township was 1,095, including 300 migrants. The
census that year indicates the majority of these migrants (249) were from the Mid-Atlantic
States, primarily (191) from Pennsylvania. Thirty-four came from the southern state of Virginia
and 16 came from New England. Though agriculturally based, immigrants also settled in Mifflin
Township lured to some extent by its proximity to Columbus, an industrial center. However, the
Pennsylvania Dutch community was most likely the attraction for the majority of immigrants.

Of the 66 immigrants enumerated in Mifflin Township, 51 were from Germany (Wilhelm 1982).

FIELD METHODS

Two methods of investigation were conducted: visual inspection and shovel test pit (STP)
excavation. The entire APE was visually inspected to identify readily apparent archaeological
sites such as mounds or structure foundations, and areas that might be disturbed or otherwise
unlikely to contain archaeological sites (e.g., wetlands, drainage ditches, road berms, and areas
containing buried utilities).

The portion of the APE not surveyed by Seitz and Mustain (2005) or visually determined
or documented to be disturbed was investigated by excavating STPs. The interval between STPs
varied between 15 m (49 ft) and 30 m (98 ft) as the Franklin County soil survey (USDA, SCS
1980) data indicated the APE was a mix of natural and urban land containing a substantial
amount of fill at various levels. STPs were approximately 50 cm by 50 cm (20 in by 20 in) in
size. STPs were excavated down to the subsoil or to a depth sufficient to demonstrate the
disturbed nature of the soil. Soil data was recorded on STP forms. Soil was screened through
0.64-cm (0.25-in) hardware cloth to determine if artifacts were present. The only artifacts found
were modern items, i.e., trash or rubble in fill soil. They appear to represent roadside trash or
secondary deposits, none of which were recorded as archaeological sites. Due to the nature of
these artifacts, the STPs in which they were found are indicated as negative (Figure 3), but the
artifacts are discussed in the survey area discussion below. None of the artifacts were retained
following completion of this report. —Notes were taken on each STP, recording soil

characteristics and the presence or absence of cultural material. A GPS unit was used to record
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some features in the APE and some of the STP locations. Photographs of a few STP profiles
were taken to show fill episodes, and others were taken to show the survey conditions and

obvious areas of disturbance. Photographs are keyed to project mapping (Figure 3).

ARTIFACT ANALYSIS
PREHISTORIC MATERIAL

No prehistoric artifacts were identified.
HISTORIC MATERIAL

All of the artifacts collected from screening STPs were modern trash or demolition debris
found in fill. No formal analysis of these materials was undertaken.
CURATION

All cultural materials found are modern and do not represent in situ archaeological
deposits. Thus, they were disposed of after completion of the report and not curated. Field

records and photographs are retained by ASC.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY RESULTS AND CONCLUSIONS

The Phase I archaeological survey was conducted May 4 and 5, 2015. The weather
during the fieldwork was seasonal and partly cloudy. The APE is an irregular but generally C-
shaped area of some 7.62 ha (18.85 ac) [Figure 3]. The southwestern portion of the APE,
approximately 1.6 ha (4 ac), was previously surveyed (Seitz and Mustain 2005) and was not re-
examined. The rest of the APE was divided into four areas for survey.

In Area 1, 10 STPS were excavated at 15-m (49-ft) intervals (Figure 3). Area 1 (Plates 1
and 2) is bordered on north by a paved access road and unpaved lane (Area 3), on the east by a
small wooded area containing a wetland and a grassy field south of the airport cell phone parking
lot (Area 4), on the south by a tree line and grassy road berm in which numerous utilities are
buried (Area 4), and on the west by a grassy field (Area 2). Area 1 is enclosed by a chain link
fence. It contains a paved parking lot and access road, and a grass field (Plates 1 and 2). STP
excavation began in the northeast corner of the grassy field. The STP grid was established with a
GPS unit and oriented true west. Some STP soil profiles consisted of a dark grayish brown,
compact, uneven, silt loam A horizon varying in depth from 12 centimeters below surface

(cmbs)—33 cmbs (5 inches below surface [inbs]—13 inbs), underlain by compact clay loam that
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varies in depth from 12 cmbs—23+ cmbs (5 inbs—9 inbs). These units may represent the natural
soil profile for Bennington silt loam, which typically has a dark grayish brown friable silt loam
approximately 20 cm (8 in) thick underlain by a yellowish brown mottled firm silty clay loam
and clay loam to approximately 89 cm (35 in) [USDA, SCS 1980]. However, STP 2 in Transect
1 (T1) contained pieces of gravel, shale, and other rocks, and two small brick fragments were
found at 19 cmbs (7.5 inbs). STP 2 in T2 also contained gravel at a depth of 20 cmbs (8 inbs).
All STPS in T3, next to the paved lot, contained a somewhat shallow (4 cmbs—19 cmbs) [1.5
inbs—7.5 inbs] grayish brown silt loam A horizon above a yellowish brown clay loam containing
much gravel. These units were terminated upon reaching the gravel. It was concluded that much
of the area in the grass field in Area 1 is disturbed or contains made-land of fill dirt. Photographs
of STP profiles (Plates 3—5) of two units in T2 show fill deposits. No archaeological sites were
identified in Area 1.

In Area 2, 15 STPs were excavated at 15-m (49-ft) and 30-m (98-ft) intervals (Figure 3).
Area 2 (Plates 6-11) is bordered on north by International Gateway, on the east by a dirt and
grass lane separating Area 2 from Area 3 and the chain link fence at the western border of Area
1, and on the south and west by Mason Run. A sanitary sewer line runs into and through the
southern portion of Area 2 to Mason Run. A manhole is shown in Plate 7. A drainage ditch
exists in the northeastern and central portion of Area 2, shown on Plates 9 and 11. The area
adjacent to Mason Run has a natural or man-made levee, also best illustrated on Plates 9 and 11.
The STP grid was established in the southeastern corner of Area 2 with a GPS unit and oriented
toward true north. Typical soil profiles in the southern portion of Area 2 consisted of a relatively
shallow A horizon of dark grayish brown silt loam (8 cmbs—19 cmbs) [3 inbs—7.5 inbs]
containing few rocks underlain by a sometimes heavily mottled grayish brown to yellowish
brown silty clay loam with a blocky structure. The A horizon generally got much deeper (26
cmbs—35 cmbs) [10 inbs—14 inbs] north of the drainage ditch bisecting Area 2. The STPs south
of the drainage ditch seem to indicate disturbance and filling. North of the drainage ditch the soil
profiles indicate more natural but deeper Bennington soil profiles. No archaeological sites were
identified in Area 2.

In Area 3, 14 STPS were excavated at 30-m (98-ft) intervals (Figure 3). Area 3 (Plates
12-14) is bordered on the north by International Gateway, on the east by a hotel overflow

parking lot, on the south by a paved access road and a dirt lane, and on the west by a dirt and
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grass lane separating Areas 2 and 3. STPs units in Area 3 STPs were oriented on compass
transects. STPs in the eastern two-thirds of Area 4 showed evidence of fill deposits in the form
of 3040 percent gravel below 13 cm—17 cm (5 in—6.5 in). The grayish brown silt loam A
horizon in some STPs showed disturbance in the form of deposits of recent (“highway”) trash,
mottling, and compaction. STP 7 in T2 contained pieces of drainage tile, slag, and metal wire
from 0 cmbs—13 cmbs (0 inbs—5 inbs). No archaeological sites were identified in Area 3.

In Area 4, seven STPs were excavated (Figure 3). Area 4 (Plates 15-19) is bordered on
the north by a paved access road, the cell phone parking lot, and the two rental car lots; on the
east by the airport’s cell phone parking lot, the Hertz Rental Car lot, and another paved access
road; on the south by International Gateway; and on the west by the former Dollar Rental Car lot
and the area surveyed by Seitz and Mustain (2005) [Figure 3]. The area south of the east-west
oriented tree line south of the former Dollar and Hertz lots was not shovel tested due to its
previous use as a road and the presence of numerous underground utilities (Figure 9) buried in
the berm of International Gateway. A comparison of Google Earth historical imagery shows that
as of February 28, 2007, this berm was the location of two westbound lanes exiting the airport.
A sanitary sewer line runs through the center of Area 4 from east to west. A manhole exists
along this line (Figure 3).

STP 1 in T1 had an A horizon of dark grayish brown silt loam extending 0 cmbs—10
cmbs (0 inbs— 4 inbs). It was underlain by a thin 3-cm (1-in) lens of dark yellowish brown clay
loam heavily mottled with brownish yellow clay containing numerous rocks. This lens was
underlain by a lightly mottled dark grayish brown silt loam from 13 cmbs—27 cmbs (5 inbs—10.5
inbs). Below this level was a heavily mottled clay loam containing pieces of slag and small
fragments of asphalt shingles, indicating a large amount of fill had been deposited in the southern
end of Area 4, south of the sanitary sewer line. Fill was also present in all other STPs in Area 4.
These units contained approximately 25 percent gravel mixed with silt loam to a depth of

approximately 50 cmbs (19.5 inbs). No archaeological sites were identified in Area 4.
SUMMARY

Under contract with Landrum & Brown, Inc., ASC, completed a Phase I archaeological

survey for an EA of the proposed CONRAC at Port Columbus International Airport, City of
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Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio. The Columbus Regional Airport Authority is developing the
CONRAC on approximately 7.63 ha (18.85 ac) at the airport.

Background research indicated that in 2005 the 1.6-ha (4-ac) southwestern portion of the
APE had been surveyed for archaeological sites and that the one archaeological site found there,
33FR2526, was determined not eligible for the NRHP. This area was not re-examined. The rest
of the APE had not been surveyed and no other known sites existed in the APE. One historical
map showed a late nineteenth century building once existed near the southeastern portion of the
APE. Any remnant of this building is covered by the Hertz Rental Car lot. The Franklin County
soil survey indicated that the APE included a mixture of natural soil and made-land or fill. Thus,
the likelihood of identifying intact archaeological sites, especially prehistoric sites, was very low.

The archaeological survey was conducted May 4 and 5, 2015. Field methods consisted of
visual inspection and STP excavation. No archaeological sites were found. Much of the APE

was found to contain fill. No further archaeological investigation of the APE is recommended.
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Figure 1. Portion of the ODOT Franklin County highway map showing the vicinity of the APE.
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Figure 2. Portions of the 1995 Northeast Columbus and 1964 (photorevised 1994) Southeast Columbus,
Ohio quadrangles (USGS 7.5’ topographic maps) showing the APE.
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Figure 3. Aerial map showing the APE, the previously surveyed areas, archaeological survey elements, and plate locations.
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Figure 4. SHPO Online Mapping System (2015) map showing the vicinity of the APE.
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Figure 5. Portion of Caldwell et al.’s (1872) Caldwell’s Atlas of Franklin Co. and the City of Columbus,

Ohio showing the APE.
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Figure 6. Portions of the 1904 Westerville and 1925 East Columbus, Ohio quadrangles (USGS

15’ topographic maps) showing the APE.
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Figure 7. Portion of Mills’ (1914) Archeological Atlas of Ohio showing the APE.
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Figure 9. Port Columbus International Airport Utility Master Plan showing the APE.
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Table 1. Ohio Archaeological Inventory.

OAI# | Affiliation [UNPRE[PALEO|UNARCH|EARCHMARCH|LARCH[UNWOOD|EWOODMWOOD|LWOOD|LPREH|PROTO| HISAFF SRI{II;
FR2525 Prehl.stong Yes No No No No No No No No No No No [Non-aboriginal| Yes
and Historic
FR2526 Prehistoric Yes No No No No No No No No No No No [Non-aboriginal| Yes

and Historic
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Plate 1. Area 1, former Dollar Rental Car lot, facing south.

Plate 2. Area 1, grassy field in north end of former Dollar Rental Car lot, facing west.
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Plate 3. Area 1, Profile of STP 2, Transect 2, facing west.

Plate 4. Area 1, Profile of STP 1, Transect 2, facing west.
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Plate 5. Area 1, Profile of STP 1, Transect 2, facing north.

Plate 6. Area 2, grassy field west of former Dollar Rental Car lot, facing north.
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Plate 7. Area 2, manhole and ditch associated with sanitary sewer line, facing east.

Plate 8. Area 2, low levee along Mason Run, facing south.
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Plate 9. Area 2, showing drainage ditch and low levee along Mason Run, facing south-southwest.

Plate 10. Area 2, northern end of grassy field, facing west.

51



Plate 11. Area 2, open drainage ditch, facing west.

Plate 12. Area 3, grassy field, facing east.
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Plate 13.  Area 3, southwestern corner of grassy field north of former Dollar Rental Car lot, facing
southeast.

Plate 14. Area 3, open drainage ditch, facing east.
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Plate 15. Area 4, grassy field south of cell phone parking lot, facing south-southwest.

Plate 16. Area 4, small wooded area containing a wetland, facing north.
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Plate 17. Area 4, culvert at southern end of Mason Run and southwestern corner of former Dollar
Rental Car lot, facing east.

Plate 18. Area 4, storm water drain at base of berm along International Gateway, facing east.
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Plate 19. Area 4, berm slope along International Gateway, facing west.
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REC'DBY OHPO  JAN 12 2004

Ouio DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

CeNnTRAL OrFcE. PO, Box 899, CoLumsts, OO .32 16-0899
OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
9 January 2006

Mark J. Epstein, Department Head
Resource Protection and Review
Ohio Historic Preservation Office
567 East Hudson Street
Columbus, Ohio 43211-1030

Attention:  Thomas Grooms, Archaeology Reviews Manager
Nancy Campbeu, History/Architecture Reviews Manager

Re: FRA-670-8.87 (PID 75293)

Archaeological Resources Coordination
Dear Mr. Epstein:

copy of the Phase I Arcllaeolog‘ical Resources

ase IArc'lxaeo/ogica’ Resources Survey for the

at Port Columbus Intemationa/Airport (FRA-

, Ohio, prepared by ASC Group, Inc; of
us, Ohio.

Abstract and Introduction sections in the above report the proposed project
truction of a new road on a new alignment of International Gateway, north of
. The total area for the survey is 1427 ft. (435 m) at its widest point along the
the study area by 394 ft (120m), or approximately 12.9 acres (5.2 hectares).
The study area setting is urban, located within the Port Columbus Airport confines. The project
area consists of a 1arge open field that is part of an airport maintenance access area. A drainage
ditch and two artificial rises are within the project area. Some of the soils within the project

arca are other than plow-c].isturl)ecl soils.

Literature Review

Axchaeologv

A literature review wa
August ot 2005. In
current project area a

arclmeolog’ical or cult

A Eorayy, Oprorpostgs ae avrr



Mark J. Epstein, Department Head 2- 9 January 2006
FRA-670-8.87 (PID 75293)

Archacological Resources Coordination

studies have been conducted nor any additional archaeological sites inventoried. Review of
Mills’ 1914 Archacological Atlas of Ohio shows numerous archaeological sites within Franklin
County, but none a(ljacent to or within the proposecl project area.

History/Architecture

Based on the location of the proposed project within the confines of the Port Columbus
International Airport, previous archaeolog’ical work in the area, and the nature of the
disturbances related to the construction and airport maintenance l'xistory of the Port Columbus
International Airport, a history/arcl'litecture ])aclzgroun(l review was not undertaken. Although
the area is clepictecl as part plow-zone, the area is deflated, inclicating some sort of gracling’
episocle.

Archaeological Survey Methods and Results:

Methods used to locate sites included visual inspection and shovel test pit excavation. The
number of test units is not given, however, the proposed project atrea was well represented l)y
shovel test units. These methods resulted in the location of two prehistoric/l'xistoric
archaeological sites (33 Fr 2525 and 33 Fr 2526). OAI forms for these sites have been
submitted to OHPO l)y OES.

Site 33FR 2525 consisted of a single flake fragment of Vanport chert, placed in the “unassigned
prehistoric” period. In addition, 38 historic artifacts of the late nineteen to early twentieth

centuries were recovered. These materials, as well as the prehistoric flake, contain no important
information about the history of the region, and, therefore, are not considered eligible for ]isting’

on the NRHP.

Site 33 Fr 2526 consisted of a single flake fragment of Upper Mercer chert and is, therefore,
placed in an unassigned prehistoric period. The historic component of this site consisted of

remnants of a louil(ling foundation and a sc
information as well as the artifacts recovered

represent a rural residence with indications that
l)y a ])uilding' on the same Eootprint, or mod

investigation.



Mark J. Epstein, Department Head -3- 9 January 20006
FRA-670-8.87 (PID 75293)

Archaeolog’ical Resources Coordination

In accordance with the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s current regulations and
based on the findings submitted by our office herein, it is our opinion that the proposed project
will have no effect on or use land from any known historic property.

Based on the enclosed report and in accordance with the Advisory Council on Historic

Preservation’s current regulations, we request concurrence with the following:
q

1) that the two newly identified prehistoric/ historic archaeology sites (33 Fr 2525 and
33 Fr 2526) did not possess sufficient integrity to convey importance under the NRHP
evaluation criteria, and, there£ore, no further work is warranted for these sites, an(].;

2) Based on the location of the prop
Columbus International Airport, previous arch
disturbances related to the construction and ai
International Airport, a history/architecture b
and;

3) that hased on evidence gathered, ODOT has determined that the su]')ject project will
have no effect on any historic properties. On behalf of FHWA and in accordance with 36 CFR
800.4(d)(1), we have determined that a finding of “no historic properties affected” is appropriate
for the subject project.

We would appreciate the return of this letter signe(]. to indicate that you do not ()l)ject to our
cultural resources fincling‘. If no ol)jection is received within 30 (:lays, in accordance with the
advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s current regulationsunder 36 CFR Part 800.4(d) (1),
FHWA's and ODOT’s responsilailities under Section 106 are fulfilled.

If you lhave any questions or concerns, please contact I\/Iarilyn Orr, Staff Arclmeolog‘ist, at 014-
752-8279 or by e-mail at “morr@dot.state.oh.us.”




Mark J. Epstein, Department Head -4 9 January 2006
FRA-670-8.87 (PID 75293)

Archaeological Resources Coordination

Respectfully,

o C ,@}x&.&/ W

Timothy M. Hill
Administrator
Office of Environmental Services

tmll:mro
Enclosure

c: Jeffrey White, D- 6 DEC ; File w/attachments; Reading File

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE:

;{Lﬂmpk Q«&,—»m 1!2*;;0@,.

Date
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HISTORIC AMERICAN BUILDINGS SURVEY

INDEX TO PHOTOGRAPHS

ELAM DRAKE FARMSTEAD FRA-2605-12 and FRA-2606-12
2738 Ole Country Lane
Mifflin Township
Franklin County
Ohio
Documentation: 23 exterior photos (2006)

7 interior photos (2006)

16 data pages (2006)

Douglas Terpstra and Amy Bennett, Photographers, September 2006

FRA-2605-12-1 CONTEXT VIEW OF FARM COMPLEX, HOUSE AND SUMMER
KITCHEN/SMOKEHOUSE, LOOKING SOUTHWEST

FRA-2605-12-2 CONTEXT VIEW OF FARM COMPLEX, HOUSE AND SUMMER
KITCHEN/SMOKEHOUSE, LOOKING SOUTHEAST

FRA-2605-12-3 CONTEXT VIEW OF FARM COMPLEX, HOUSE, ENGLISH BARN
AND GARAGE, LOOKING NORTHWEST

FRA-2605-12-4 CONTEXT VIEW OF FARM COMPLEX, ENGLISH BARN, GARAGE
AND POND, LOOKING NORTHEAST

FRA-2605-12-5 VIEW OF HOUSE, SOUTH WALL WITH SCALE STICK, LOOKING
NORTHWEST

FRA-2605-12-6 VIEW OF HOUSE, SOUTH WALL, DETAIL OF FIRST FLOOR
DOORWAY AND BRICKWORK, LOOKING NORTHWEST

FRA-2605-12-7 VIEW OF HOUSE, SOUTH WALL, DETAIL OF FIRST FLOOR
WINDOW NEAR SOUTHEAST CORNER, LOOKING NORTHWEST

FRA-2605-12-8 VIEW OF HOUSE, SOUTH AND EAST WALLS, LOOKING
NORTHWEST



FRA-2605-12-9

FRA-2605-12-10

FRA-2605-12-11

FRA-2605-12-12

FRA-2605-12-13

FRA-2605-12-14

FRA-2605-12-15

FRA-2605-12-16

FRA-2605-12-17

FRA-2605-12-18

FRA-2605-12-19

FRA-2605-12-20

FRA-2605-12-21

FRA-2606-12-22

Index to Photographs
ELAM DRAKE FARMSTEAD
FRA-2605-12 and FRA-2606-12 (Page 2)

VIEW OF HOUSE, SOUTH AND EAST WALLS, SHOWING
KITCHEN ELL AND ENCLOSED PORCH, LOOKING NORTHWEST

VIEW OF HOUSE, SOUTH AND WEST WALLS, LOOKING
NORTHEAST

VIEW OF HOUSE, NORTH AND EAST WALLS, LOOKING
SOUTHWEST

VIEW OF HOUSE, NORTH AND WEST WALLS, DETAIL OF
KITCHEN ELL, LOOKING SOUTHEAST

VIEW OF HOUSE, INTERIOR, HALL/DINING ROOM WITH STAIRS,
LOOKING SOUTHWEST

VIEW OF HOUSE, INTERIOR, DETAIL OF STAIR BALUSTRADE,
LOOKING SOUTHEAST

VIEW OF HOUSE, INTERIOR, PARLOR, LOOKING SOUTHEAST

VIEW OF HOUSE, INTERIOR, KITCHEN NORTH AND WEST
WALLS, LOOKING NORTHWEST

VIEW OF HOUSE, INTERIOR, UPPER STORY BEDROOMS,
LOOKING SOUTH

VIEW OF SUMMER KITCHEN/SMOKEHOUSE, NORTH AND EAST
WALLS, LOOKING SOUTHWEST

VIEW OF SUMMER KITCHEN/SMOKEHOUSE, SOUTH AND WEST
WALL, LOOKING NORTHEAST

VIEW OF OUTHOUSE, SOUTHEAST WALL AND INTERIOR,
LOOKING NORTHWEST

VIEW OF GARAGE, SOUTH AND WEST WALLS, LOOKING
NORTHEAST

VIEW OF ENGLISH BARN, SOUTH WALL, WITH SCALE STICK,
LOOKING NORTHWEST



FRA-2606-12-23

FRA-2606-12-24

FRA-2606-12-25

FRA-2606-12-26

FRA-2606-12-27

FRA-2606-12-28

FRA-2606-12-29

FRA-2606-12-30

Index to Photographs
ELAM DRAKE FARMSTEAD
FRA-2605-12 and FRA-2606-12 (Page 3)

VIEW OF ENGLISH BARN, SOUTH WALL, LOOKING
NORTHWEST

VIEW OF ENGLISH BARN, SOUTH WALL, DOORWAY AND
BRICKWORK, LOOKING NORTH

VIEW OF ENGLISH BARN, SOUTH WALL, DETAIL OF BRICK
WORK EAST OF MAIN DOORWAY, ONE BRICK INSCRIBED WITH
“D.F.D. 68”

VIEW OF ENGLISH BARN, SOUTH AND EAST WALLS, LOOKING
NORTHWEST

VIEW OF ENGLISH BARN, EAST WALL, DETAIL OF DOOR AND
BRICKWORK (BRICK ABOVE SEGMENTAL ARCH INSCRIBED
WITH “D.F.D. 68”), LOOKING WEST

VIEW OF ENGLISH BARN, WEST AND NORTH WALLS WITH
STABLE ADDITION NEAR NORTHWEST CORNER, LOOKING
SOUTHEAST

VIEW OF ENGLISH BARN, INTERIOR GROUND FLOOR,
STORAGE ROOM AND INTERIOR OF MAIN DOOR ON SOUTH
WALL, LOOKING SOUTHWEST

VIEW OF ENGLISH BARN, INTERIOR GROUND FLOOR AND
LOFT WEST AND NORTH WALLS, LOOKING NORTHWEST
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ELAM DRAKE HOUSE "~ FRA-2605-12

Location: 2738 Ole Country Lane (formerly Johnstown Pike), Mifflin Township,

Franklin County, Ohio

USGS 7.5' Northeast Columbus Quadrangle
UTM Coordinates:

House: 17.336072.4429743

Barn: 17.336052.4429811

Present Owner: Columbus Regional Airport Authority

4600 International Gateway
Columbus, Ohio

Present Use: Vacant. The house and its outbuildings are scheduled to be demolished.
Significance: As a complex, the Elam Drake Farmstead is significant as an example of a

mid-nineteenth century farmstead with relatively few changes. The
English barn’s brick construction is unusual in the region. The farmstead
was listed on the National Register of Historic Places in 1977.

PART 1. HISTORICAL INFORMATION

A

Physical History:

. Date of erection: Main house built ca. 1855. Summer kitchen/smokehouse built ca.

1855. Barn built 1868. Outhouse built early twentieth century. Garage built ca. 1950.
According to the National Register of Historic Places nomination, the bricks for the
house, summer kitchen/smokehouse and English barn were made from clay pits located
on the property.

 Architect/Builder: Elam Drake built the brick house and summer kitchen/smokehouse,

probably with the help of his family. Dwight F. Drake, one of Elam’s sons, is credited as
the builder of the barn. The builder(s) of the twentieth-century outhouse and garage are
unknown.

. Original and subsequent owners: The following is a list of past property owners of the

parcel of land containing the farmhouse and remaining outbuildings located at 2738 Ole
Country Lane (formerly Johnstown Pike).
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Elam Drake 1837
Charles P. Drake 1911
Thomas Carpenter 1920
John P. Reynolds 1921
Laura B. Burrell 1921
Lula E. and William J. Welch 1924
James Holden 1925
Jasperel Farrand 1927
James and Iva Holden 1935
Frances Rotering 1943
Adrian Wallick 1950
Louis C. and Elizabeth J. Wallick 1958
Debra W. Stone and Constance W. Broadwater (Trustees) 1992
Constance W. Broadwater (Trustec) 1996
Ques M. Atiech 2003
Columbus Regional Airport Authority 2005

4. Alterations and additions: Alterations to the exterior include the following: encasement
of the original foundation in a thin concrete veneer, replacing original stoop, rear porch
and recessed porch flooring with concrete slabs, enclosing the ell porch with multi-pane
wood windows, removal of original doors and transoms, removal of most shutters,
replacement of original upper story windows with one-over-one double-hung windows,
perforation of the attic with modern metal vents, altering the rear chimney’s cap, and
replacing slate shingles with asphalt shingles. Alterations to the interior of the house
include: installation of modern furnace, installation of plumbing (kitchen and bathroom),
installation of electrical wiring, removal and/or replacement of interior doors, installation
of modern hardwood flooring of various widths throughout house over original flooring,
vinyl flooring in bathroom, carpeting on stairs, alteration and enclosure of fireboxes,
removal of mantelpieces, removal of window and door trim in some rooms, installation
of fluorescent lighting, and various paint and wallpaper treatments.

Historical Context: Elam Drake, born in 1812, was the third child born to Elias and Mary
Collins Drake in East Windsor, Hartford County, Connecticut. Elias taught his son Elam
the trades of brick masonry and plastering. When the family relocated to Franklin
County, Ohio in 1831, 20-year-old Elam came with them. As stated in 4 Centennial
Biographical History of Columbus and Franklin County, Ohio (Taylor 1909):

He assisted in the erection of the first brick house in that city [Columbus] and for
his services he received good wages, being a first-class mechanic. He helped
support his mother and younger brothers and sisters. He did much work outside
of the city, being called upon to construct the fronts of many of he buildings in the
county. For some time he was in the employ of others, but eventually began
contracting and building on his own account in Franklin and adjoining counties.
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Elam met his wife Angeline Patterson in Franklin County and they were married in 1837
(Franklin County Early Marriage Records 1937). They raised six children: Franklin,
Charles P., Douglas, Dwight F., Alice A. and George B. Franklin temained a bachelor
and was a member of 43" Ohio Volunteer Infantry during the Civil War. Charles
married Sarah Reese. Douglas married Elsie W. Moore. Dwight F. married Lizzie
Goodman. Alice married Henry Innis. Like Franklin, George B. remained single (Taylor
1909).

In 1837, Elam Drake purchased 50 acres of land in Franklin County from Fredrick
Townsbury for $250. The land was located on the north side of Johnstown Pike, in
Mifflin Township. Over the next decades, Drake added to his land holdings until the
total acreage reached 65.21 acres, including land south of Johnstown Pike (Caldwell and
Gould 1872; Franklin County Deeds 1837-1864; Graham 1856). Elam Drake and his
family lived in a log house during his years as a bricklayer and building contractor
(Taylor 1909). Around the time of his retirement in 1856, he built the brick house and
summer kitchen/smokehouse documented in this report (Lind 1978). In 1868, his son
Dwight constructed the English-style brick bamn on the property.

The Agricultural Censuses from 1840 until 1870 indicate that this modest farm grew
corn, potatoes, and wheat, produced butter and raised dairy cows and pigs as livestock.
Horses were used for plowing and transportation. Ca. 1880, after Charles became the
head of the household, the farm’s income was diversified by adding sheep to the
livestock (to produce wool), and by planting a one-acre apple orchard (Population
Censuses for Franklin County, Ohio, 1830-1910; Agricultural Censuses for Franklin
County, Ohio, 1850-1880).

On February 21, 1911, Elam Drake died at the age of 98, after seven days of what was
described as “general paralysis” [stroke] (Certificate of Death for Elam Drake 1911). In
his brief obituary, Elam Drake was described as a pioneer of Franklin County (Columbus
Dispatch 1911). According to his wishes, the farm and all of his possessions were
divided among his adult children (Franklin County Will Book 191 1). The house,
multiple outbuildings, and much of the original acreage became the property of his son
Charles and his daughter-in-law Sarah Drake. In the years following Charles Drake’s
death in 1920 until 1958, the land that contained the Elam Drake house and its
outbuildings passed through a series of nine owners, none of who possessed the property
for more than eight years (Franklin County Deeds 1911-1950).

Elizabeth and Louis Wallick obtained the property in 1958 (Franklin County Deeds
1958). In 1977, they had the farmstead listed on the National Register of Historic Places
(Lind 1978). In 1979, the Wallicks applied for a Historic Preservation Matching Grant
from the Ohio Historical Society. Their grant proposal outlined their plans to spend their
retirement restoring and preserving the buildings, with the eventual goal to open up the
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farm for tours. Their future plans also involved converting the large interior space of the
barn into a meeting room, a gift shop, living quarters, and a place to display tools and
other objects related to the property (Wallick and Wallick 1979).

The Wallick’s daughters, Debra and Constance, held the property in trust from 1992 until
2003, when it was sold to a private owner. The farmhouse, outbuildings, and surrounding
5.37 acres were then sold to the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (Office of the
Auditor, Franklin County, Ohio 2006).

PART II. ARCHITECTURAL INFORMATION

A.

General Statement:

. Architectural Character: The Elam Drake House was constructed ca. 1856 as a one-and-

one-half-story, structural brick house with a kitchen ell and a partial basement. The
house’s design shows concern for overall massing; however, all exterior doorways and
windows are positioned off-center within their bays denoting more concern for function
than a specific architectural style (Photos 5 and 9). The exterior has changed very little
with the exception of changes to its windows, doors, and roofing material. The interior
has suffered more alteration and deterioration, but still retains its original configuration.
The main stairs appear to be original and a few Greek Revival-inspired door and window
surrounds remain in the parlor and hall/dining room.

. Condition of fabric: Despite a general lack of maintenance, the exterior appears to be in

good condition. The overall fenestration pattern remains intact, although some original
windows have been replaced with newer double-hung wood. The original interior plan of
the house appears to be intact. The integrity of the interior of the house has been
somewhat undermined by the removal, replacement, or destruction of original building
fabric. Most notably, the house has suffered the loss of all mantels, all original flooring,
some original doors, and some interior woodwork (Photos 15 and 16).

Description of Exterior:

. Overall dimensions: One-and-a-half stories with one-story rear ell. Main facade’

measures approximately 26° (three bay) [Photo 5]; side facades (east/west) measure
approximately 36’ (three bay) [Photos 9 and 10]. The kitchen ell measures 18°-6” x 18-
6” with an 18°-6” x 8’-0” shed-roof porch (now enclosed) [Photos 11 and 12].

. Foundation: The main part of the house rests on a brick foundation with basement and

the kitchen ell rests on a coursed rubble fieldstone foundation with crawlspace. A
smooth concrete veneer covers the exterior of the entire foundation system.
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. Walls: The red brick walls of the main portion of the house are laid in six-course
common bond (Photos 6 and 7). The kitchen ell’s red brick common bond pattern is
seven stretcher rows per header row.

. Porches: No front (south fagade) porch or stoop appears to have existed on the house.
Currently, the house has two open porches and one enclosed porch. One recessed porch
is located on the east facade (Photos 8 and 9). A concrete slab replaced its original
flooring sometime in the twentieth century. There is no trace of the original porch
detailing. A small concrete stoop with three steps allows access to the north door of the
kitchen ell (Photos 11 and 12). Unadorned square wood posts support its small shed-roof
porch. Modern fixed-sash wood windows and a partial brick wall have transformed a
former ell porch into a sunroom located on the east fagade of the kitchen ell (Photos 11
and 12).

. Structural system, framing: The brick walls are load bearing. The floors and roof are
wood-frame construction. The floor joists for the first floor (as seen from the basement)
have discernable straight up-and-down saw marks. On the upper floor, wood frame, non-
load-bearing walls are used to enclose closet space and the staircase.

. Chimneys: The house has three brick chimneys positioned inside the gable ends (Photos
5 and 11). A chimney for the south fagade parlor is positioned on the west slope very
near the ridge. A smaller chimney that warmed the hall/dining room is positioned on the
slope west of the ridge. A large kitchen chimney is centered on the ridge near the north
facade of the one-story ell.

. Openings:

a. Doorways and doors: The building has five exterior doorways, one on the south
fagade into the first story parlor, one on the east fagade into the first story
hall/dining room, one on the west fagade into the kitchen, one on the north fagade
into the kitchen, and one in east fagade of the enclosed ell porch. Except for the
latter, all doorways appear to be original and have plain limestone lintels and
thresholds (Photo 6). The doorway in south fagade and the one under the recessed
porch are both taller than the doorways in the west and north facades. The extra
doorway height allows for a transom window. Additionally, two doorways are
located between the kitchen and the ell porch. Access is gained to the basement
from the exterior through a bulkhead positioned below a west side window
located near the r