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APPENDIX I 
AIRPORT GOLF COURSE 

 
This appendix contains documentation of the planning and coordination of the 
proposed reconfiguration of the Airport Golf Course.   
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Meeting Summaries 
 

Initial Meeting with City of Columbus, July 8, 2004 
Follow-up Meeting with City of Columbus, November 13, 2006 

Follow-up Meeting with City of Columbus, October 17, 2007 
 

 



(Logo) 

 

Meeting Subject:  Relocated runway impacts on the Airport Golf Course 
Date:   July 8, 2004 @ 9:00 a.m. 
Location:  Parks & Recs Building (200 Greenlawn Avenue) 
 
Attendees:  Stacey Heaton, CRAA,     239-3175 (SH) 
   Veronica Sherman, City Finance    645-8405 (VS) 
   Alan McKnight, CRPD    645-3310 (AM) 
   W. Scott Stanley, CRPD    645-3341 (SS) 
   Bernie Meleski, CRAA    239-4042 (BM) 
   Rob Adams, Landrum & Brown (w/CRAA)  513-530-1201 (RA) 
   Jay Meuther, URS (w/CRAA)   464-4500 (JM) 
   Ron Dixon, URS (w/CRAA)   464-4500 (RD) 
 
Project Overview (Meleski) 
 

• Opening remarks included a briefing of the following: 
o Need for a larger terminal envelope 
o Need for movement of south runway to accommodate larger terminal 

envelope 
o Explained URS role for physical planning 
o Explained Landrum & Brown role for Environmental planning 
o Clarification that this project detail planning has just started 
o Estimated project cost (to include runway and all neighboring land 

modifications) is approximately 150-200 million. 
o Time line is an estimated 2010 runway opening which consists of: 

 Detail planning of 9+ months 
 Environmental process (EA) of 18 – 24 months 
 Funding issues – months 
 Design of 18 – 24 months 
 Construction of 24 months 

o Need to understand total costs associated with all impact mitigation 
 
Airport Golf Course and Future Approach Light System (Dixon) 
 

• Defined Medium Intensity Approach Light System with running lights (MASLR) 
• Explained their need and importance to an airport 
• Currently have MALSR on golf course and would likely have identical system 

minus a few equipment shelters 
• Explained that a service road would still be needed (as is today) 
• Explained the limited flexibility due to equipment/FAA requirements 
• Runway length is assumed to be the same as the existing runway (for the time 

being) but may be able to be shifted slightly 
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Environmental Items (Adams) 
 

• Discussed their tasks as follows: 
• There is a list of 24 items for review including: 

o Identification of DOT 4F direct and indirect impacts 
o Identification of direct and indirect socioeconomic issues 
o Noise issues, air quality, etc. 

• Phase I is to determine if enough impact to require more detailed review (EA vs. 
EIS) 

• Schedule is likely 2+ years 
• Noted that there must be one face to the public and CRAA is going in the right 

direction with the meeting in November. 
 
Q & A with Discussion (All) 
 
Q1 - Will the width of clear area for lights remain the same? 
 A – Likely but have some flexibility depending on contours 
 
Q 2– Who would the golf course like to see as a reference to design questions? 
 A – Michael Hurtzen or Arthur Hills 
 
Q3– Who is golf course contact person for design questions? 
 A – Al McKnight; however they would rely on previously stated architects. 
 
Q4 – What will happen with loss of revenue to golf course during construction? 
 A – Bernie explained it is a negotiation process with higher ups once a good grasp 

is had on the costs associated with issues such as that.  Bernie continued to 
explain there is difference between funding from FAA and cost to CRAA for 
interruptions of business around airport.  The City will likely have to tell CRAA an 
estimate for the loss in revenue and deal with it in process. 

 
Q5 – Does CRAA know that the future MALSR is on land they don’t own?  And that 

there is an issue that has yet to be resolved from 1991 relating to rents? 
 A – Yes. 
 
Q6 – Will the landfill (Morrison) be impacted? 
 A – We have an avigation easement that addresses height restrictions.  The RPZ 

is shown on the exhibit as slightly impacting the parcel but not much is 
anticipated. 

 
Q7 – Will Hamilton Road go away? 
 A – No. 
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Q8 – Does any other property become available as part of this runway replacement? 
 A – No more becomes available but potential options as part of the discussions 

(Wonderland parcel). 
 
Q9 – Are flood issues planned to be addressed? 
 A – During a design review, earthwork will likely occur.  Further environmental 

review will assist in that determination. 
 
Q10 – Is CRAA aware of “significant” improvements triggering needs for upgrade?  ADA 

requirements and proximity to roadway issues? 
 A – CRAA will inquire from the golf course consultant. 
 
Q11 – Can the geese issue be resolved? 
 A – Likely with design. 
 
Q12 – What is happening with the sewer extension? 
 A – On hold. 
 
Q13 – Will traffic on Hamilton Road increase as a result of the terminal expansion? 
 A – Nothing significant at this point.   
 
Conclusion 
 
City will make first contact to golf course architect before URS contacts them 
Meeting concluded with indications of further discussion. 
 
 
/SH 
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MEETING SUMMARY 

NOVEMBER 13, 2006 

2:00 P.M. – 3:30 P.M. 

 

Meeting Attendees:  Rob Adams, L&B, Sarah Potter, L&B, Bernie Meleski, 
CRAA, Dave Wall, CRAA, Ron Dixon, URS, Jay Muether, URS, Alan McKnight, 
Columbus Recreations and Parks, Al Brant, Columbus Recreations and Parks 
 
 
Introductions 
 

• Dave Wall opened meeting with introductions 
o URS attending meeting to discuss planning for the replacement 

runway 
o Landrum & Brown attending meeting to represent the EIS Team. 
 

Runway 10R/28L Replacement Project Overview 
 

• Dave Wall discussed the future demand of passengers and operations 
at CMH.  The forecasted demand sparked the need for the replacement 
project. 

 
Planning for the Replacement Runway  
 

• Ron Dixon presented an exhibit of the proposed runway location and the 
light strip for the proposed runway. 

• Background information was given for the need of light strips during 
landing. 

• The FAA owns and operates the light strip not the CRAA. 
• During the planning process, Hurdzanfry was contracted to design the golf 

course around the light strip for the new runway. 
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o Design was prepared under the assumption that the FAA did not 
want golfers to play through the light strip. 

o There would be a redesign of 12 of the original holes. 
o During construction 9 holes would remain with some of them being 

temporary 
• Question (Alan McKnight):  Why does the FAA not want a golfer to play 

through the light strip? 
• Answer (Ron Dixon):  Could be the possibility of breaking the lights.  The 

play through restriction was given by a different division of the FAA then 
the division approving the runway. 

• Comment (Bernie Meleski):  Submit a comment to the EIS on reducing 
the impacts to the golf course. 

• Comment (Alan McKnight):  Please make sure he is on the mailing list for 
the EIS. 

 
Environmental Overview/ Environmental Impact Statement 

 
• Rob Adams explained NEPA and the different levels of environmental 

study. 
• The Environmental Overview found there would be significant impacts 

associated with the project, pushing it into an EIS. 
• The FAA manages the EIS and looks at other alternatives to the proposed 

project. 
• Question (Rob Adams):  What financial impact would being down to nine 

holes during construction have on the golf course? 
• Answer (Al Brandt):  Turnberry (golf course operated by Columbus Parks 

and Recreation) was down from 18 holes to nine holes during placement 
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of a sewer line.  They could use this as an example for revenue lost and 
how long it would take to rebound.  There are 40-45,000 rounds of golf 
played at the CMH golf course annually. 

 
Action Items 

 
• Columbus Parks and Recreation would like to get copies of the nine 

temporary holes during construction designed by Hurdzanfry. 
• Columbus Parks and Recreation would like to get a copy of the notes from 

the meeting. 
• Columbus Parks and Recreation would like to see a full schedule of the 

project. 
• Bernie Meleski checking on the ownership of a portion of the golf course. 
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AT 
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MEETING SUMMARY 
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1:00 P.M. – 3:00 P.M. 

 

Meeting Attendees:  Rob Adams, L&B, Sarah Potter, L&B, Bernie Meleski, 
CRAA, Dave Wall, CRAA, Alan McKnight, Columbus Recreations and Parks, Al 
Brant, Columbus Recreations and Parks, Terri Leist, Columbus Recreations and 
Parks, Greg Poston, Columbus Recreations and Parks, Katy Jones, FAA (via 
telephone) 
 
 
I.  Introductions 

 
II.  Runway 10R/28L Replacement Project Overview 

 
• Bernie Meleski updated the City of Columbus on the status of the EIS.  

 
III. Review of Airport Golf Course Reconfiguration Plans  

 
• Bernie Meleski reviewed the efforts that have occurred on the Airport 

Golf Course to date. 
 

IV. Outstanding Issues 
 
• The City of Columbus and CRAA agreed on the proposed Airport Golf 

Course layout as developed in the Airport Golf Course planning report. 
• The potential reimbursement for loss of revenue was discussed 

o The CRAA would be open to discussing loss of revenue during the 
construction period 

o The City of Columbus stated that loss of revenue could extend 
beyond the construction period due to reduced use.  They asked 
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if revenue reimbursement could extend beyond the construction 
period.  The CRAA stated that this would have to be discussed 
with CRAA management. 

• It was the desire on both sides to maintain at least nine holes of the 
golf course during construction.  It was determined that the feasibility 
of this would be looked at during the design process. 

• Gahanna had suggested that an existing bike path could be extended 
through the Airport Golf Course.  There are no firm plans or funding 
for this project and as such, no decisions on this issue were made.  
The City of Columbus would consider this option if it did not interfere 
with golf course operations or play.   

 
V.  Next Steps 

 
• The City of Columbus was to send a letter to the FAA outlining the 

points upon which there is agreement and points where additional 
negotiation would occur. 

• The CRAA was going to draft a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 
to begin the negotiation process on the remaining points. 
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Planning Reports 
 

Airport Golf Course Alternative Analysis 
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Airport Golf Course Correspondence 
 

CRAA Letter to FAA, May 30, 2007 
FAA Internal Memorandum, June 15, 2007 

City of Columbus Letter to FAA, October 18, 2007 
CRAA Letter to City of Gahanna, January 16, 2007 
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RECEIVED
OCT2 9 2007

FAA, DETROIT ADO

Michael B. Coleman, Mayor
City of Columbus

October IS, 2007

Ms. Katherine Jones
Federal Aviation Administration
Detroit Airports District Office
11677 South Wayne Road
Suite 107
Romulus, MI 4S174

Re: Department of Transportation Section 4(f) Consultation on Potential Impacts
to the Airport Golf Course

Dear Ms. Jones:

Weare writing this letter in response to your request for consultation regarding
the potential impacts to the Airport Golf Course from the proposed Runway
10R/2SL replacement project currently being evaluated in the Environmental
Impact Statement for the Port Columbus International Airport. The Columbus
Recreation and Parks Department's Golf Division (CRPDGD) has been
coordinating with the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) since 2005
on this issue and participated in the preparation of a study that assessed
alternative golf course layouts. Based on previous meetings, we understand the
purpose of relocating Runway 10R/2SL and the resulting need to relocate the
approach lights, which will cause the golf course to be reconfigured.

We have been presented with a conceptual plan for the reconfiguration of the
Airport Golf Course that when implemented will make the golf course whole and
therefore no ''taking'' under Department of Transportation Section 4(f) would
occur. We also understand that during reconstruction, there will be temporary
impacts, such as reduction in the number of playable holes. There are still a
number of issues remaining to be negotiated, but the following summarizes the
areas of concurrence, as well as the areas where further discussion is needed.

Areas of concurrence between CRPDGD and CRAA
The Airport Golf Course will be returned to an IS-hole facility that
is comparable to the character, distance, and style ofthe current course
and conforms to all relevant FAA guidelines concerning airport design
standards, safety, and maintenance of approach light systems (specifics
of which are in Attachment 1). The course layout shown in Layout
Option "A-I" of the golf course reconfiguration report (Attachment 2)
satisfies all of these requirements.

Our mission is to enrich the lives of our citizens.
www.col..mbusrecparks.com

--
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The Airport Golf Course will remain within the boundaries of the
current course.
The CRAA will fund and manage the reconstruction of the Airport
Golf Course.
There is a desire by both the CRAA and the CRPDGD to compress
the schedule of the reconstruction as much as possible to reduce the
amount oftime the Airport Golf Course is less than an I8-hole facility.
There is a desire by both the CRAA and the CRPDGD to maintain
at least 9 playable holes during the reconstruction. The feasibility
of this will require further analysis during the design phase of the
project.
The CRPDGD will participate in the reconstruction process in the
following areas: selection of design consultants, contractors;
development of construction specifications; sign-off on final design; and
sign-off on delivery of the finished course.
CRPDGD will be compensated for loss and/or revenue attributed
to impacts of reconstruction of the golf course.

Areas needing further discussion between the CRPDGD and CRAA
The determination of how much and by what means compensation
for loss and/or revenue will be made is yet to be determined.
Development of a Memorandum of Understanding between the
CRPDGD and the CRAA outlining the responsibilities of each party
throughout the reconfiguration process.
Evaluating the feasibility of maintaining a right-of-way either on
or near the Airport Golf Course for a future hikelbike path. The CRAA
and FAA will not participate in the funding of a hike/bike path, but
would consider the possibility of a hikelbike path in final design and
grading plans if requested by the City of Columbus provided that it does
not impact the final outcome of the Airport Golf Course reconfiguration
being comparable to the existing course.

We look forward to future discussions regarding these remaining items.

eN:'
Alan D. McKnight
Director, Columbus Recreation and Parks

Cc: Bernie Meleski, CRAA
Terri Leist, Assistant Director, Columbus Recreation and Parks



ATTACHMENT 1

FAA guidelines concerning airport design standards, safety, and maintenance of approach
light systems that impact the layout and operation of the Airport Golf Course:

Golf holes may not be located between the new MALSR (approach lights) nor
will golf shots be allowed between the new light towers.
Golf shots will be played away from or toward the lights but not over them.
Golf tees, greens, and other features must remain a minimum of 20 feet from the
enclosures around the light towers.
In the final design of the new course, it is also assumed that the new elevations of
golf course features (tees, greens, bunkers, etc.) will NOT be any higher than
existing golf course features.
The existing light structures will NOT be removed until such time as the new
runway and lights become operational.

- -- -----
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ENCLOSURE AVAILABLE UPON REQUEST

Contact:
Ms. Katherine S. Jones
Community Planner
FAA, Detroit ADO
11677 South Wayne Road
Suite 107
Romulus, MI 48174
CMHEIS@FAA.gov
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