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APPENDIX J 
HISTORIC RESOURCES 

 
This appendix provides documentation of consultation with the Ohio State Historic 
Preservation Office.  Attachments 1 - 7 are surveys and consultation in support of 
the impact assessment for Historic, Architectural, Archaeological, and Cultural 
Resources.   
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Federal Aviation Administration 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
FOR 

REPLACEMENT RUNWAY AND TERMINAL PROJECT 
AT 

PORT COLUMBUS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
 

AGENCY MEETING – OHIO HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 
 

MEETING MINUTES 

NOVEMBER 21, 2006 
 

 
I. Introductions 
The following attended the meeting: 
 
Dave Snyder, SHPO 
Lisa Adkins, SHPO 
Doug Terpstra, ASC Group 
Al Tonetti, ASC Group 
Rob Adams, Landrum & Brown 
Sarah Potter, Landrum & Brown 
Katherine Jones, FAA (via phone) 
 

 
II. Project Background 

 
Rob Adams provided the group with a history and background of the need for the 
Sponsor’s Proposed Project. 

 
III. Project Description 

 
Rob Adams provided a description of the Sponsor’s Proposed Project. 

- Question:  What is the timing of the construction? 
- Answer:  The new runway would be constructed by the end of 2012 and the 

terminal would be constructed by 2018.  The timing of the terminal is dependent 
upon passenger levels at the airport.  Therefore, if demand comes faster or 
slower than currently projected, the year may change. 

- Question:  Would the new tower remain in the same location? 
- Answer:  The current tower was incorporated into the design of the new terminal, 

so yes it would remain in the same location. 
 

IV. Review of Known Historic Resources 
 



Federal Aviation Administration 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
FOR 

REPLACEMENT RUNWAY AND TERMINAL PROJECT 
AT 

PORT COLUMBUS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
 

AGENCY MEETING – OHIO HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 
 

MEETING MINUTES 

NOVEMBER 21, 2006 
 

 
Doug Terpstra provided an overview of the known and potential resources within the 
Study Area.  Two Areas of Potential Effects (APE) were agreed upon.  The first is based 
on the 65 DNL noise contours associated with the project.  The second is the area where 
physical disturbance is likely to occur. 
 
Rob Adams listed the Known Potential Impacts 

- Plant 85 Control Tower 
- Remnants of structures located on the south side of the existing runway  – SHPO 

guidance on how to proceed with these structures was requested. 
- Hangars on Hamilton Road 
- Stelzer Road Cemetery Site 
- Homes on 13th Avenue located in the RPZ 
- Golf Course 

 
V. Next Steps/Project Schedule 

 
Action Items/Requests: 
 

- SHPO will review the Cultural Resources report and confirm all of the 
resources the SHPO is aware of are covered. 

- An additional report will be prepared by ASC Group with the definition of 2 
APEs along with the rationale on the definition.  In addition, 
recommendations on the areas were additional surveys will be included. 

- Lisa recommended using CLE as an example when looking at the homes.  
CLE looked at subdivisions rather than individual homes. 

- When sending reports to the SHPO, Lisa asked to give her a call and let 
her know the reports are being sent.  Also, any requests should be sent 
on FAA letterhead and in section 106 format. 

- Lisa advised to limit the field work for archaeology to areas of disturbance. 
- Lisa advised to include the Columbus Landmark Foundation on mailing list 

for the project. 



 

 
 
 

Detroit Airports District Office 
Metro Airport Center 
11677 South Wayne Road, Ste. 107 
Romulus, MI  48174 

 
February 16, 2007 
 
Ms. Lisa Adkins 
Ohio Historic Preservation Office 
Ohio Historical Society 
567 E. Hudson Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43211 
 
 
Re:  Section 106 Consultation for  
 Port Columbus International Airport 
 Environmental Impact Statement 
 
Dear Ms. Adkins: 
 
This letter is notification that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is 
initiating section 106 consultation through the NEPA process as stipulated in 
36 CFR 800.8.  The FAA is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) to review the potential impacts from proposed capital improvements at 
the Port Columbus International Airport (CMH). 
 
At our meeting on November 21, 2006, we discussed the preparation of a 
report that would identify the known historic resources in the project area, a 
definition of the Area of Potential Effect (APE), and a recommended approach 
for additional surveying in the APE.  This information has been prepared and 
is included in the enclosed report.   
 
As part of the proposed project, there may be impacts to a control tower 
located on top of Building 7 of the Air Force Plant 85 site (now known as the 
International Air Center).  Air Force Plant 85 has been identified as an Eligible 
property for the National Register of Historic Places.  On June 27, 1996 the 
Ohio Historic Preservation Office (OHPO), the US Air Force, and the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation executed a Memorandum of Agreement 
(MOA) concerning Air Force Plant 85.  As part of the MOA, deed covenants 
were transferred that allowed OHPO to review and comment on any proposed 
alterations to the significant character-defining features of Buildings 2, 3, and 
60.  The provisions of the covenant were in effect for a period of 10 years.  
Based on this, it is the FAA's understanding that the stipulations in the MOA 
have since expired.  If the SHPO is aware of any other covenants or 
agreements on this property please let us know in your correspondence back 
to us. 



 
You recommended that in addition to the OHPO, we also include the 
Columbus Preservation Office, Columbus Landmark Foundation, and the 
Northeast Area Commission in our consultation.  To that end, we have added 
those groups to our mailing lists and will invite them to participate in the 
process. 
 
 
The FAA is asking for written concurrence on the APE boundaries and 
approach to surveying the historic resources within the APE.  Please provide 
comments in writing on the enclosed report by March 15, 2007.  The FAA 
appreciates your assistance in this process.  If you have any questions 
regarding the EIS or this request, please contact me at (734) 229-2958 or by 
email at CMH-EIS@FAA.gov: 

 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Katherine S. Jones 
Community Planner 
 
 
 
ENCLOSURE 
 
 
 
 
Cc: Rob Adams, Landrum & Brown 
      CMH EIS Project File 



 

 
 
 

Detroit Airports District Office 
Metro Airport Center 
11677 South Wayne Road, Ste. 107 
Romulus, MI  48174 

 
December 12, 2007 
 
Mr. Dan Kalima 
Director of Federal Agency Programs 
Advisory Council on Historic Properties  
1100 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Room 803 
Washington, DC 20004 
 
 

Section 106 Consultation for the Port Columbus International Airport 
Environmental Impact Statement and 36 CFR 800.8 Consultation 

 
Dear Mr. Kalima: 
 
This letter is notification that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is initiating 
Section 106 consultation through the NEPA process as stipulated in 36 CFR 800.8. The 
FAA is preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) to review the potential 
impacts from proposed capital improvements at the Port Columbus International Airport.  
We sent a similar letter to the Ohio State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) 
announcing this on February 16, 2007. 
 
The FAA and Ohio SHPO had a meeting on November 21, 2006 to discuss the 
preparation of a report that would identify the known historic resources in the project 
area, a definition of the Area of Potential Effects (APE), and recommend an approach for 
additional surveying and analysis in the APE.  This information was prepared and 
submitted to the Ohio SHPO with the February 16, 2007 letter.  The FAA worked with 
the Ohio SHPO to resolve comments and concurrence on the methodology was received 
via e-mail on June 27, 2007. 
 
As a part of the proposed project, there may be impacts to a control tower located on top 
of Building 7 of the Air Force Plant 85 site (now known as the Columbus International 
Air Center). Air Force Plant 85 has been identified as an eligible property for the 
National Register of Historic Places. On June 27, 1996 the Ohio Historic Preservation 
Office (OHPO), the U.S. Air Force, and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
executed a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) concerning Air Force Plant 85.  As a part 
of the MOA, deed covenants were transferred that allowed the Ohio SHPO to review and 
comment on any proposed alterations to the significant character-defining features of 
Buildings 2, 3, and 60.  The provisions of this covenant were in effect for a period of 10 
years.  Based on this, it is the FAA’s understanding that the stipulations in the MOA have 



since expired. The Ohio SHPO was not aware of any other covenants or agreements on 
this property.  If the ACHP is aware of any other covenants or agreements on this 
property please let us know in your correspondence back to us. 
 
The Ohio SHPO recommended to the FAA that we also include the Columbus 
Preservation Office, Columbus Landmark Foundation, and the Northeast Area 
Commission in our consultation.  We have included them in our consultation and invited 
them to participate in the process. 
 
If you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me at (734) 229-
2958. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Katherine S. Jones 
Community Planner 
 
Cc: Rob Adams, Landrum & Brown 
 Lisa Adkins, Ohio SHPO 
 Dave Wall, CMH 
 CMH EIS Project File 
 



 

 
 
 

Detroit Airports District Office 
Metro Airport Center 
11677 South Wayne Road, Ste. 107 
Romulus, MI  48174 

January 29, 2008 
 
Mr. Mark Epstein, Department Head 
Ohio Historic Preservation Office 
567 East Hudson St. 
Columbus, OH  43211-1030 
 
Dear Mr. Epstein: 
 

Update for the 
Environmental Impact Statement/Section 106 Coordination at 

Port Columbus International Airport, Columbus, Ohio 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is currently preparing an Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS) for the Port Columbus International Airport, Columbus, Ohio.  
The FAA informed the Ohio Historic Preservation Office (OHPO) on February 16, 2007 
of our intention to use the streamlining initiative for the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) and the Section 106 process.  This letter also included a copy of the report, 
Cultural Resources Existing Conditions and Survey Methodology Report for the Port 
Columbus International Airport Environmental Impact Statement, Cities of Columbus, 
Gahanna, Franklin County, Ohio. 
 
We received comments on our proposed methodology in the report for both architectural 
and archaeological surveys on May 9, 2007.  All comments were resolved and 
concurrence on the methodology was received via e-mail on June 27, 2007.  We 
incorporated the comments and commenced the additional studies in June 2007.  
 
The FAA and its contractors have completed the additional fieldwork and studies for the 
proposed project.  We are currently in the process of assembling the Draft EIS.  As a part 
of the streamlining initiative as identified in FAA Order 1050.1E, Appendix A, paragraph 
11.2p, the FAA is required to provide the OHPO a copy of the Draft EIS, prior to it being 
available to the public.   
 
The FAA is providing a copy of the Administrative Draft EIS for the OHPO’s review.  It 
is the FAA’s understanding under previous conversations with your staff that the OHPO 
will not submit formal comments on this document, but will review it in accordance with 
36 CFR Part 800.8 at the Draft EIS stage, when the document is made available to the 
public.  Publication of the Draft EIS is anticipated in spring 2008. 
 



Below is a summary of the five reports that the FAA completed as a part of our Section 
106 and NEPA documentation.  The reports will be submitted along with the DEIS for 
your review and comment.  They are also located on the CD in Appendix J.  
 

Historic Property Survey of the Direct Effects APE for the Port Columbus 
International Airport Environmental Impact Statement, City of Columbus, 
Franklin County, Ohio 
 
This report surveyed the direct effects APE and provides a summary of its 
findings.  The survey area included properties owned by Port Columbus 
International Airport as well as privately owned properties that are adjacent to the 
eastern, southern, and western boundaries of the Airport.   
 
Two hangars, the Nationwide Hangar and the Transcontinental Air Transport 
(TAT) Hangar were surveyed at the eastern end of the Airport.  At the southern 
end of the Airport bordering Fifth Avenue, buildings and structures associated 
with and in the vicinity of the historic Air Force Plant 85 were surveyed.  At the 
western end of the Airport, two deteriorated structures, likely associated with an 
old water supply or sewage facility, were surveyed.  Farther west, the 3000 block 
of the East 13th Ave, comprising of 35 single dwellings, was surveyed. 
 
The TAT Hangar is located on the eastern edge of the project area and was 
constructed in 1929.  The building retains good integrity of design, construction, 
and workmanship and it appears that it has not been altered in significant ways in 
form, design, and detail.  AL001 (TAT Hangar) is recommended as eligible for 
listing in the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion A for its 
significance to the development of commercial aviation in Columbus.  It is also 
eligible under Criterion C for design characteristics typical of hangars constructed 
during the late 1920s and 1930s.  Although the TAT Hangar is located in the 
direct APE, it will not be removed or altered as a part of the replacement runway 
project.  The FAA makes a determination of no adverse effect.   
 
AL007/FRA-8378-12 (Building 30), AL013/FRA-8369-12 (Building 60, 
employee entrance Building 3), AL014/FRA-8389-12 (Building 29, Fire and 
Police Stations), and AL015/FRA-8366-12 (Building 3, Manufacturing Building) 
have been determined eligible for the National Register of Historic Place listing 
by the Ohio SHPO as part of Air Force Plant 85.  The remaining buildings and 
structures were found to be ineligible due to lack of significance when considered 
under the National Register of Historic Places Criteria for Evaluation. 
 
AL004/FRA-8368-12, International Air Center Ramp Tower, Building 7 has a 
tower that was added to the northeast corner of the structure in 1953 (the building 
was originally constructed in 1943).  The tower was not originally part of Air 
Force Plant 85, and was constructed during the Cold War when North American 
Aircraft was using Building 7 to manufacture combat aircraft.  The Air Control 
Tower was used in conjunction with the aircraft and missile manufacturing 
activity during the Cold War from the 1950s through the 1980s. 



 
The Air Control Tower on Building 7 is not associated with any of the areas of 
significance previously identified by Ohio SHPO and does not appear to have 
obtained significance through the post-World War II period of Air Force Plant 
85’s history.  The FAA’s finding is that the Air Control Tower on Building 7 is 
not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.  The FAA makes a 
determination of no adverse effect. 
 
History/Architecture Survey of the Area of Potential Effects for Indirect Effects 
for the Proposed Improvements to Port Columbus International Airport, Cities of 
Columbus, Gahanna, Franklin County, Ohio 
 
There are four resources recommended as eligible for the NRHP; however, none 
of the four resources are located in the area of potentially significant noise 
increase.  The FAA makes a finding of no historic properties affected in the 
indirect effects APE. 
 
Assessment of Effects Report for Effects to Air Force Plant 85 due to 
Improvements to Port Columbus International Airport, Columbus, Franklin 
County, Ohio 
 
The FAA makes a finding of no adverse effect to Air Force Plant 85.  Alternative 
C2 (relocating the runway 800 feet to the south) will impact the Air Force Plant 
85 more than Alternative C3.  The adverse effects to Air Force Plant 85 can be 
avoided and minimized with Alternative C3, which is the preferred alternative.  
Alternative C3 affects Building 30 which is not individually eligible, but is NRHP 
eligible as part of the Air Force Plan 85 complex.  Alternative C3 minimizes the 
impacts to the Air Force Plant 85 complex and maintains the integrity of the south 
side of the complex which demonstrates the important architectural character and 
features on the main, south-facing front façade and associated interior spaces.  
The FAA makes a determination of no adverse effect. 
 
The FAA recommends that the following mitigation be completed for the Air 
Force Plant 85: 
 

• Historic American Building Survey (HABS) documentation of the 
structures and features of the Air Force Plant 85 complex that will 
be affected by the project.  The FAA will coordinate with the 
OHPO on the documentation level and scope. 

• Mitigative landscape design, particularly for areas of the runway 
construction bordering the remaining Air Force Plant 85 complex, 
should be considered in consultation with the OHPO. 

• As detailed plans are drawn for the construction of the runway and 
associated landscape, structures, and site features, consideration 
should be made of any potential impact on the remaining Air Force 
Plant 85 complex, including to the south side of the complex.  
Consultation with the OHPO during development of these plans 



can help to forestall further impacts to the remaining resources of 
Air Force Plant 85. 

 
Phase I Archeological Survey of Three Areas for the Port Columbus International 
Airport Environmental Impact Statement, City of Columbus, Mifflin Township, 
Franklin County, Ohio 
 
The FAA makes a finding of no historic properties affected in the archaeological 
survey area.  The one site that was identified is not recommended for eligibility 
on the NRHP due to lack of significance, and in some cases lack of integrity. 
 
Report of the Stelzer Cemetery Relocation and Delineation, Pursuant to the Port 
Columbus International Airport Expansion Environmental Impact Statement, City 
of Columbus, Mifflin Township, Franklin County, Ohio 
 
This report is not a National Register of Historic Places assessment of the 
cemetery.  It is a historical and archeological document that is aimed at locating 
the Stelzer Cemetery (because the gravestones have been removed), and 
confirming or denying the presence of human remains, since the remains were 
supposedly removed from the cemetery in the 1930s.  No determination is 
required by the Federal agency for this report.  It is for informational purposes 
only. 

 
In summary, the FAA will submit the Draft EIS to the OHPO, when made available to 
the public with the Section 106 consultation as outlined in 36 CFR Part 800.8.  It is the 
FAA’s understanding that the OHPO will review and provide comments on the DEIS at 
that time under the timeframes established in the regulations. 
 
If you have any additional questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (734) 229-
2958. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Katherine S. Jones 
Community Planner 
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Attachment 1 
 

Historic Property Survey of the Direct Effects APE for the Section 
106 Evaluation and the Environmental Impact Statement for 

Improvements to Port Columbus International Airport, 
City of Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio 
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Attachment 2 
 

History/Architecture Survey of the Area of Potential Effects 
for Indirect Effects for the Section 106 Evaluation and the 

Environmental Impact Statement for Proposed Improvements to 
Port Columbus International Airport, Cities of Columbus and 

Gahanna, Franklin County, Ohio 
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Attachment 3 
 

Assessment of Effects Report for Effects to Air Force Plant 
85 for the Section 106 Evaluation and the Environmental Impact 

Statement for Improvements to Port Columbus International 
Airport, Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio 
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Attachment 4 
 

Phase I Archaeological Survey of Three Areas for the Section 106 
Evaluation and the Environmental Impact Statement for 

Improvements to Port Columbus International Airport, City of 
Columbus, Mifflin Township, Franklin County, Ohio 
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Attachment 5 
 

Report of the Stelzer Cemetery Relocation and Delineation, 
Pursuant to the Section 106 Evaluation and the Environmental 

Impact Statement for Improvements to Port Columbus 
International Airport, City of Columbus, Mifflin Township, 

Franklin County, Ohio 
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Feature 3, the infant grave, was not excavated.  No human remains were recovered from 

any of the graves.  Although Trench 1 was expanded to encompass Anomalies 7–13, no other 

graves were found.  Trench 2 was excavated where Mr. Delbert removed the Anna Mary Stelzer 

gravestone and a gravestone base was found nearby.  No graves were found in Trench 2 and the 

remains of a demolished barn and utility trench suggest this was an unlikely place for a 

cemetery. 

 

As a result of the archaeological work, 33FR2711 (the Stelzer Cemetery site) was 

documented.  It includes twentieth century historic artifacts (stratum II), three nineteenth century 

graves (stratum IV and stratum V), and what is believed to be a prehistoric chert flake (stratum 

IV).  The archaeological site is 23 ft (7 m) x 23 ft (7 m) in size (including a 6.6 ft (2-m) buffer 

around the graves). The boundaries of the graves were marked with survey nails and flagging 

tape in the field and were located with a global positioning system. 

 

The CRAA originally concluded that the expansion project would impact the Stelzer 

Cemetery and therefore relocation of the cemetery would be necessary.  However, further 

engineering design work has determined that the Stelzer Cemetery site can be avoided and 

remain in its present location.  In consultation with the  descendants of the Stelzer family, the 

CRAA have proposed the following mitigation plan.  The remaining headstone will be moved to 

the Mifflin Cemetery.  The artifacts found during the current survey will be reinterred back 

within the boundaries of the original Stelzer Cemetery.  In addition, a ground plaque identifying 

the locations of the Stelzer Cemetery will be erected.  The Stelzer family is in concurrence with 

this plan. 
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It is not known where Andrew Stelzer’s gravestone is located.  Kevin Schwarz and 

Brandie Stork searched the Mifflin Township Cemetery on September 13, 2007, after discussing 

this action with CRAA employee, Bernard Meleski.  Although gravestones indicated six 

Stelzers’ were buried together in one part of the cemetery, Andrew Stelzer (1797–1868) and 

Anna Mary Stelzer were not listed, although one of their sons was, also named Andrew Stelzer. 

A human rib bone fragment was documented in Feature 1 and wooden and metal coffin 

fragments were documented in Feature 2.  We currently cannot state with certainty whether 

human remains still exist in Feature 2, and without sieving of sediments from the whole grave 

such a determination is impossible to make.  Although exhumations of graves have been 

common occurrences throughout history, previous cemetery removals conducted by modern 

archaeologists have noted that often, particularly with older exhumations, undertakers did not, 

and in some cases were not able to remove all the human remains because of burial 

disintegration and/or lack of a detailed methodology (Hartgen Archaeological Associates, Inc. 

2007; McQuinn 2004; University of Vermont Consulting Archaeological Program 2003).  This 

means that any exhumation that might have occurred to one or more of the Stelzer graves was 

not complete. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

 In the course of this investigation, three grave shafts were located.  The location and size 

of the grave shafts, along with the remains found at the site make it reasonably certain that the 

remains are of the Stelzer family. The cemetery has been delineated and mapped in this report, 

GPS points have been recorded, and the site has been marked with survey nails and flagging 

tape.  It has also been inventoried as an archaeological site (33FR2711) in the Ohio 

Archaeological Inventory, so now its location is well known. 

 The CRAA originally concluded that the expansion project would impact the Stelzer 

Cemetery and therefore relocation of the cemetery would be necessary.  However, further 

engineering design work has determined that the Stelzer Cemetery site can be avoided and 

remain in its present location.  In consultation with the  descendants of the Stelzer family, the 

CRAA have proposed the following mitigation plan.  The remaining headstone will be moved to 

the Mifflin Cemetery.  The artifacts found during the current survey will be reinterred back 

within the boundaries of the original Stelzer Cemetery.  In addition, a ground plaque identifying 
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the locations of the Stelzer Cemetery will be erected.  The Stelzer family is in concurrence with 

this plan. 
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Attachment 6 
 

Correspondence between the Columbus Regional Airport Authority 
and William E. Stelzer regarding the items found at the former 

location of the Stelzer Cemetery on airport property. 
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Attachment 7 
 

Correspondence between the FAA and the Ohio Historic 
Preservation Office Regarding the Draft EIS and the FAA’s 

Determination of Adverse Effects on Historic Resources 
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JUL-11-2008 15:10 6666 6142982037 P.02/03

OHIO
IUS TORY"

July 11, 2008

Ms. Katherine S. Jones
FM Detroit Airports District Office
11677 South Wayne Road, Suite 107
Romulus, MI 48174

Re: Review of an Archae,ological Report and the Stelzer Cemetery Documentation
Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Port Columbus International Airport
Columbus, Franklin County, Ohio

Dear Ms. Jones,

This is in response to correspondence from your office dated May 2,2008 (received May 5)
transmitting draft EIS documentation including the archaeologice11report titled "Phase I
Archaeological Survey of Three Areas for the Section 106 Evaluation and the Environmental
Impact Statement for Improvements to Port Columbus International Airport, City of Columbus,
Mifflin Township, Franklin County, Ohio" by Kevin Schwarz, April 4, 2008 (Attachment 4 to your
correspondence), and information documentation titled "Report of the Stelzer Cemetery
Relocation and Delineation, Pursuant to the Section 106 Evaluation and the Environmental
Impact Statement for Improvements to Port Columbus International Airport, City of Columbus,
Mifflin Township, Franklin County, Ohio" by Kevin Schwarz, April 4, 2008 (Attachment 5 to your
correspondence). The comments ofthe Ohio Historic Preservation Office (OHPO) are
submitted in accordance with provisions of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. as
amended (16 U.S.C. 470 [36 CFR 800]), the Federal Aviation Administration serves as the
federal agency.

The correspondence provides original copies of the documentation. The archaeological report
documents an intensive archaeological survey of selected areas within the project area. These
areas were selected through previous consultation. The scope of the archaeological worK and
the research design were previously approved by the OHPO. The survey included background
review, pedestrian walk-over, and shovel testing. The results of the archaeological survey
include the identification of four sites: 33-FR-2702, 33-FR-2703, 33~FR-2704,and 33-FR-2705.
All four sites produced limited assemblages.

When we approved the scope of the archaeological work (in May 2007) we specifically noted
that we were agreeing to limited testing in the golf course area. We agreed to limited testing
because the golf course is an active recreational facility and because at this time it seems likely
that airport improvements will involve limited construction work in this area. The archaeological
testing in the golf course demonstrated the presence of prehistoric archaeological deposits in
this area, especially in locations where the construction of the golf course involved more filling
than cutting. We agree that no additional archaeological investigations are necessary in the

OHIO IIISTOJUCAL SOCIETY

OhIo Hi$tf1ric Preservation Office

56/ East Hl,ldsClnStreet, Columbu~. Ohio 13211-1030 p~; 611,.298.2000 f~: 614,298.2037
w ohiDhistory.org
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Ms. Katherine S. Jones
July 11, 2008 (Port Columbus Archaeology)
Page 2

two places where limited archaeological testing was conducted (archaeological sites 33-FR-
2704 and 33-FR-2705). Depending on the extent and location of construction, if substantial
construction is required for the airport improvement project in the golf course where contours
indicate the presence of fill, then further consultation with this office is recommended.

The Stelzer Cemetery Documentation integrates archival research, interviews, geophysical
testing, and archaeological investigations. The research documents the presence of a
cemetery and provides a good deal of information on the cemetery (archaeological site 33.FR-
2711). The location of this cemetery is of peculiar interest and adds a poignant footnote to the
history of this area. We note that the Federal Aviation Administration is not presenting findings
for this property at this time. The documentation recommends further consultation. We agree.

Any questions concerning this matter should be addressed to David Snyder at (614) 298-2000,
between the hours of 8 am. to 5 pm. Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

D~~
David Snyder, Ph.D., RPA, Archaeology Reviews Manager
Resource Protection and Review

DMS/ds (OHPOSerial Number 1019442. Project Number 2006-FRA-279)

TOTAL P.03
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July 14, 2008

Katharine Jones
FAA Detroit ADO

11677 South Wayne Rd., Suite 107
Romulus, MI

Dear Ms. Jones;

RE: Reviewof HistoricSurveysfor Inlprovementsto PortColumbusInternationalAirport,
Columbus,FranklinCounty,OR

This letter offers comments regarding the reports titled "Historic Property Survey of the Direct
Effects APE for the Section 106Evaluation and the EIS for Improvements to Port Columbus
International Airport" and "Historic Property Survey of the Indirect Effects APE for the Section
106Evaluation and the EIS for Improvements to Port Colwnbus International Airport", received
May 5, 2008. We also offer limited comments regarding the "Assessment of Effects Report to Air
Force Plant 85 for the Section 106 Evaluation and the EIS for Improvements to Port Columbus
International Airport".

The historic context infonnation provided in these reports was sufficient to support the eligibility
evaluations for the aboveground properties studied in the project's APE. At this point, no
additional information is requested in support of the majority of the properties surveyed.

The exception to that statement is the buildings included within the campus of Ohio Dominican
University. We concur with the recommendations that Erskine Ran (FRA-2069-14) and Wehrle
Hall (FRA-2068-14) are individually eligible for the National Register of Historic Places under
Criterion C. However, the report shows that the project's APE bisects the campus. Unfortunately,
no photographs or analysis was provided to support the assertion that there is no historic district
associated with this campus. We request additional infonnation that better documents the
buildings located within the project APE and adjacent to it, so that we can better evaluate this
broad dctcnnination. An Ohio Historic Inventory form for Sansbury Hall should be included
with this additional information.

For properties surveyed within the "Indirect APE" survey, we concur with the positive cligibHity
determinations for 1891 Sunbury (FRA-2052-14) and Shepard School (FRA-2054-14). We
request that Ohio Historic Inventory fonus and more detailed eligibility evaluations should be
prepared for the properties shown i1:1photo 4, photo 5 and photo 6. We agree that no additional
informa.tionneed be submitted for the properties shown in photos 1-3 and photos 7-136; we agree
that they do not appear to be eligible for the National Register.

For properties surveyed within the "Direct APE" survey area, we concur with the positive
eligibility determination for the TAT Hangar (FRA-9675-12). We request additional photos and
analysis in support of the negative eligibility determination for the Nationwide Hangar, since it

OHIO HISTOll.lCAL SOCJETY

Ohio HistDric Preservation Office

567 EastHudsonStreet.Columbus,Ohio43211-1030 ph: 614.2911.2000fx: 614.2911.2037
www.ohiohistory.org
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Katharine Jones
July 14,2008

appears to date to the same early airport development period as the TAT Hangar. The supporting
materials do not provide sufficient information to clearly show the diminished integrity described
in the survey's analysis.

We also agree that properties associated with the former Plant 85 that date to the post Worid War
n period may be considered as non-contributing resources to the eligible historic district
identified as Plant 85, unless they have exceptional individual significance. Therefore, we agree
that the properties identified in the "Direct APE" survey as AL003, AL006, AL009, ALOIO,
ALOII, ALOI2, AL016 and AL017 are not eligible in association ,vith the previously identified
historic district. The properties identified in the survey as AL004, AL005, AL007, AL008,
AL013, AL014 and ALOI5 are still considered to be contributing resources to the eligible historic
district.

At this time, multiple alternatives exist for the proposed project, as described in the "Assessment
of Effects" report. We generally agree that the demolition of contributing properties within the
eligible historic district at Plant 85 would likely be considered an adverse effect. However, the
project is not sufficiently advanced for us to be able to coneur with any specific effects
detennination for the project at this time, either direct effects at Plant 85 or indirect effects
elsewhere.

We appreciate your consideration of historic properties as part oftbis project's development. We
request that any comments provided by consulting parties or members of the public regarding
historic properties or potential effects be provided to our office. We also ask that a table bc
prepared and submitted to OHPO that lists the previously surveyed properties found to be
demolished dUlingfield surveys. This information wm be added to the Ohio Historic Inventory
in order to support future pJanning efforts in this area.

If you have any questions about this letter or the Section 106process relative to this project,
please contact me at (614)-298-2000 or ladkins@ohiohistoJ"'{.oJ'g.

Sincerely,

O\~
Lisa Adkins, Architecture Reviews Mgr.
Resource Protection and Review

Serno: 1019442

TOTAL P.02



From: Katherine.S.Jones@faa.gov [mailto:Katherine.S.Jones@faa.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, August 19, 2008 4:09 PM 
To: Rob Adams 
Subject: CMH EIS/SHPO Comments 
 
 
Rob: 
 
Following are some additional comments I got from Lisa last week when we 
spoke about the SHPO's letter. 
 
AL004 Building 7 is a contributing building for the Air Force Plant 85 
historic district.  We need to determine if the Ramp Tower that was added 
to Building 7 is a contributing factor to the Building and its integrity. 
We cannot separate out the Ramp Tower from Building 7 as we have written in 
the reports.  The building and ramp tower are all one and the same, what we 
need to look at is if removing the Ramp Tower is an adverse effect to 
Building 7. 
 
Another thing to look at in this evaluation is, if the Ramp Tower was not a 
part of the original building and Air Force Plant 85 and we are only 
removing the Ramp Tower, we could be potentially restoring the building to 
its original state.  Something to look into 
 
Lastly, she clarified comments on the effects reports.  SHPO's concern is 
that there is no discussion on the indirect effects, we should show all the 
effects of the project, not just Air Force Plant 85.  I believe that we 
have all the information in the various reports done for the project, we 
just need to summarize it all into a table and reference the correct 
report.  If you have another suggestion, I'm open. 
 
Let me know if you have any other questions. 
 
Thanks, 
Katy 
 
 







































 

 

 

 

































































 

 

 

 





















o
us. Department
of Transportation
Federal Aviation
Administration

Detroit Airports District Office
Metro Airport Center
11677 South Wayne Road, Ste. 107
Romulus, MI 48174

January 21,2009

Mr. Mark 1. Epstein, Department Head
Resource Protection and Review
Ohio Historic Preservation Office
567 East Hudson St.
Columbus, OH 43211-1030

Dear Mr. Epstein:

Environmental Impact Statement/Section 106 Coordination at
Port Columbus International Airport, Columbus, Ohio

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is responding to your letter dated December
19,2008. The letter was from the Ohio Historic Preservation Office (OHPO) in response
to additional information requested for the proposed development at the Port Columbus
International Airport. This letter is continuing coordination for the Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) and Section 106.

Sansbury Hall. The consultant has provided additional documentation on Sansbury Hall.
It is provided as an attachment to this letter. The FAA makes a determination of no
historic properties affected based on the evaluation of the property.

Nationwide Hangar. Comment noted. The consultant will work with the OHPO to ensure
that all the forms are completed in the proper format with all the additional information.

Stelzer Cemetery. The Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA), after completing
additional project planning and consulting with the Stelzer family, has determined that
the Stelzer Cemetery site will not have ground disturbing impacts as a result of the
replacement runway project. At most, a small amount of fill will be placed on top of the
site to provide proper grading. As a result of this decision, the CRAA has worked with
the Stelzer family to develop the following plan for the site.

The original headstone for Anna Mary Stelzer will be relocated to the Mifflin Township
Cemetery. The CRAA will be responsible for coordinating the relocation with the
Mifflin Township Cemetery and be responsible for all the associated expenses.

The archaeological investigation recovered various items in the vicinity of the adult grave
shaft. These items included fragments of a glass bottle, a fragment of a ceramic dish, an
animal bone, a historic artifact, a flake, and broken window glass. The archaeological
investigation also found one hwnan rib bone fragment. The hwnan rib bone fragment



was not removed from the grave shaft. The CRAA provided the Stelzer family with two
options: return the items to the Stelzer family or place the items back in the grave shafts.
The Stelzer family decided that they would like to see the items uncovered and then have
them placed back in the grave shafts.

The CRAA is proposing to place a bronze historical marker on the site of the Stelzer
Cemetery at the Airport. The marker will be a surface marker and the CRAA will
coordinate with the Stelzer family on the size and wording prior to the creation and
installationof the marker. CRAAwill be responsiblefor the fabricationof the marker .

and all the expenses associated with it.

As it is now, the Stelzer Cemetery will be located within a secure area of the Airport.
Therefore public access to the cemetery is not allowed. However, the CRAA has offered
to provide limited access to the Stelzer family on an as needed basis.

The FAA concurs with the resolution of the Stelzer Cemetery that the CRAA and the
Stelzer family have agreed upon. A copy of the correspondence between the CRAA and
the Stelzer family is attached to this letter.

Air Force Plant 85/Building:7 Ramp Tower. The FAA and CRAA have prepared a Draft
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) to cover the terms of removing the Ramp Tower.
The Draft MOA is attached for your review and comment.

The FAA is working diligently to publish the Final EIS by March 1,2009, therefore, it is
very important that we continue to work together to fmalize the Section 106 coordination.

If you have any additional questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at (734) 229-
2958 or Katherine.S.Delaney@faa.gov.

Sincerely,

~ eci1v'\.M~1 ~'-O-V
KatherineS. Delaney <:s-

. Community Planner

Cc: Rob Adams, Landrum & Brown
David Wall, CRAA
Katry Harris, ACHP

Enclosures:
Sansbury Hall Letter
Stelzer Family Correspondence
Air Force Plant 85/Building 7 Draft Memorandum of Agreement



 

 

 

 



Sansbury Hall
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CULTURAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS

January 20, 2009

Rob Adams
Landrum & Brown
11279 Cornell Park Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242

Re: Evaluation of Sansbury Hall, Ohio Dominican University

Dear Mr. Adams:

Sansbury Hall is a three-story, Y-shaped dormitory with brick (stretcher bond) walls and
a stone veneer foundation. Most of the roof is flat, although the center portion of the building
has a pitched roof covered with slate shingles. The building is designed in the Second
Renaissance Revival style of architecture, although most ofthe building has relatively little
stylistic embellishment. The center portion of the building, in the center of the arms of the Y, is
the major focus of ornament on the building. The center five bays of this section, including the
main entrance, project slightly forward of the rest of the section, and the roofis hipped. The first
floor is clad in limestone veneer. The windows are set in arched and recessed niches. Banded

and fluted columns flank the main entrance, which is topped with a broken pediment with a
cartouche. The double doors are replacements. The second floor windows have triangular
pediments. The third floor windows have more elaborate keystones, but otherwise are the same
as the other windows of the building. Most of the building's other windows are topped with flat
arches with keystones. The first floor windows of the chapel wing (north ell) have round arched
tops. With the exception of the stained glass chapel windows, all of the windows are vinyl
replacements. French doors with transoms occupy the center four ground floor bays of the east
wing; these bays have been converted to windows in the west wing. The outer ends of the east
and west wings originally were two story porches, although the openings have been sealed off
and the doorways converted to windows.

Construction of Sansbury Hall was completed in October 1929. The dormitory when
completed had 125 dormitory rooms, reception rooms, a social hall, and a chapel. A Dominican
convent and academy was established at the present site of Ohio Dominican University in the
mid-nineteenth century. The collegiate program began in 1924 with the establishment of St.
Mary's of the Springs College, a four year liberal arts college for women. Sansbury Hall was
part of an early building program to provide the facilities to operate the college.

Under Criterion A, Sansbury Hall individually has no significant associations with
historic events or trends. Sansbury Hall was not the first building constructed for the college, nor
the oldest surviving building at the university, nor was it a classroom building that served the
educational function of the school. Under Criterion B, Sansbury Hall individually has no

N ATIO NAL H EA DQ UARTERS 800 FreewayDriveN,Suite 101 . Columbus,OH43229.614.268.2514 phone. 614.268.7881fax

REG ION A L 0 FF ICE S: Cleveland, OH . Florence. KY. Harrisburg, PA . Pittsburgh. PA . Indianapolis. IN . Huntington. WV
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significant associations with a historically important person. Under Criterion C, Sansbury Hall is
not a significant example of a type, period, or method of construction. Renaissance Revival-
style buildings generally were intended to mimic Italian Renaissance palazzo, which were
usually square or rectangular in plan. Although the building's design uses Renaissance Revival
ornament, its Y-shaped plan is inconsistent with the style. In addition, the ornament is used
minimally and often is expressed in brick, rather than stone or terra cotta, as was common in
high style examples of Renaissance Revival. The building retains a fair level of integrity,
including its integrity of location, design, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. Its
integrity of setting has been diminished through the large number of buildings that have been
added to the university campus in the decades subsequent to Sansbury Hall's construction.
Sansbury Hall is recommended as not eligible for the National Register of Historic Places due to
a lack of significance. In addition, Ohio Dominican University as a whole lacks integrity as a
historic district due to the loss of older buildings and the expansion of its campus since the
I970s, both in area and in the number and size of its facilities. Therefore, Sansbury Hall also is
not a contributing building to a historic district.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at 614.268.2514 x3556 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

~~.~~
Douglas Terpstra
History/architectureprincipal investigator
ASC Group, Inc.



 

 

 

 



Stelzer Cemetery Coordination



February 15, 2008

Mr. Dave Wall
c/o Columbus Regional Airport Authority
4600 International Gateway
Columbus, Ohio 43219

Dear Mr. Wall:

Pursuant to our recent telephone conversation concerning the grave marker
currently in possession of the Airport Authority, I have enclosed a copy of a
newspaper article which will give you some background information that you
requested. The article contains some discrepancies, however, it is essentially
correct and explains what hapened to my Great-Great-Grandparents and their
daughter.

While I am somewhat disappointed that my Great-Great-Grandfather's grave
marker is missing, I am pleased that you have the marker of his wife. As we
discussed in our telephone conversation, you indicated that you would arrange to
have the grave marker delivered to the Mifflin Township Cemetery. This action
by you and the Airport Authority is very much appreciated.

Inasmuch as I am only one of numerous decendents, I cannot accept sole
responsibility for the disposition of any remains currently in your possession or
any additional remains that may be uncovered during the construction of the new
runway over the grave site. Therefore, do not send any remains to the cemetery
with the grave marker.

In the event that you desire additional information, do not hesitate to contact me.
I will be most pleased to cooperate in any way appropriate.

Z'ncer , ...
"') ( I 0/
A~~.,"" G.

iIIiam E Stelzer

encl. 1
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Anyone traveling along

Stelzer Fld. at the Rock-
well International Corp., a
lIeld fenced In, at tlmea
would never know Ii.smali
9rave yard of 3 burials
was thore. The"grave yard
Is surrounded by 4 white
poste and a heavy chain
from post to post. '

the .location Is Just
north of 950 Stelzer Rd.
The old number to the
location where the tomb-
stones are was 1000 Stel-
zer Rd. This cemetery Is
approxlmafely,.200 feet
from the roadlNeYfence
on Stelzer Rd.

This picture was take'n
July 21, 1974.

The 'mar\(era are of
AndrewStelzer, born t797-died 1868, and Ilia wife
Anna Mary, born 1840 -
died 1871. Their foater
Infant daughter was 2\'.1
years old when she died.

The' pioneer Stelzers
originally received the

land from the..f'e1~
~~~~~~Ia~"~~ t.¥~
Itaryservice In the Amer-
lcan, Revolunlonary War.
They owned several hun-
dred acres of land at One
time. The Andrew"Stelzer
family lived In a log
cabin at 100'Stelzer Rd.
The rosd passes over the
land they once owned and
which now bears their
name. The road has been
extended and is located
between E. Broad St.,
north to Morse Rd.

Their son Daniel, and
his wife Julia Stelzer,
(both deceased) had one
son, Charles Andrew. He
had a I'IeWhouse built on
the Stelzer property, dir-
ectly In fro'}t of the log
cabin. His parents lived
there lIiltllthelr death.

Another son Charles,
married Hattie Webster
and lived at the homesite
until they died.

The IIlIIe grave yard

I>y Walter Balcer

stood in the middle of the
orchard. 11 was alweys
well kept, with flowers,
and shrubbery. It was
always highly respected
by the other membera of
the Stelzer family, and by
all the neighbors.
. In the year 1930,
Charles Andrew Stelzer
(grandson) was assisted
by his cousin, Carl F.
Stelzer, who now resides
at 4560 Johnstown Road,
Gahanna, also a dairy.
farmer, and neighbor, Ed-
ward Lull, who lived on
James Road, (he Is de-
ceased). Thethree dug UP"
the graves, and did find
remains of the buried
ones. They did not reo
moveIhe tombstones be-
cause there were already
Stelzer mar\(ers in Ihe
family plol In Mifflin
Township cemetery,
where the remains were
burled. In thls'otlles the

"burlal'of D"nlel'and Joll"
.Stelzer, HIIWe and "

,.~,~ A ..' "t
"

1 .
it.nOt \ n_;:pw _ ~ z-e~.-

and daughtel, also An-
drew, and Charles Andrew
Stelzer. ,

The reason for moving
the dM .graves from the
Stelzer farm, fifty acres of
the land was sold to the
Columbus Gun Club, then
lat... years the U.S. Navy
acquired the land.

When the grass is mow-
ed In Ihe Rockwell In-
ternsUonal field and the
tombstones appear, It Is a
mystery to many people.
The grass rises, and they
dissppear, until the grass
Is mowed again.

Carl F. and family, also
their daughter Dorothy E.
Stelzer have lived the
greater pari of their lif~ on
Sieizer Road. When the
Airport In the year 1957
purcha~!!;!I the Stelzer
land, they moved to their
present.. home at 4560
Johnstown Road, Gahan-
na.
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Board of Directors
Kathleen H. Ransier
Chair

Dwight E. Smith
VIceChair

November 5, 2008 Don M. Casto, III

Frank J. Cipriano
John W. Kessler
Wm. J. Lhota

George A. Skestos

Susan Tomasky
Dennis L. White

Mr. William Stelzer
6400 DarlingRoad
Blacklick,Ohio 43004

Elaine Roberts. A.A.E.

President & CEO

Dear Mr. Stelzer:

Thank you for taking the time to speak with Connie Tracy regarding the disposition of the various items
unearthed in the archaeological investigation of the Stelzer family cemetery at Port Columbus International
Airport. The Airport Authority wants to assure you that we will continue to be sensitive to the nature of this
activity and respectful of the memory of your relatives.

Iwould liketo summarize for you our plans and determine if they meet with your approval.

First, we will coordinate with Mr. Calvin McKnight at Mifflin Township Cemetery regarding the relocation of
Anna Mary Stelzer's original headstone to the cemetery. We will make all necessary arrangements and be
responsible for any expense associated with the process. Wewill advise you of Mr. McKnight'srequirements
and contact you before any final plans are made.

Second, with your concurrence, we propose to place a bronze historic marker on the site of the Stelzer
cemetery at the Airport. Because of the proximityto the new runway, the marker willneed to be a surface
marker. The suggested marker includingdimensions and wording will be presented to you for approval
beforeanyactionistaken.Wewill take responsibilityforfabricationofthe markerand allexpenses.

Finally,the archaeological investigation recovered various items in the vicinityof an adult grave shaft. These
items includedfragments of a glass bottle, a fragment of a ceramic dish, an animal bone, a historic artifact, a
flake and broken window glass. No human remains were recovered. We lookto you for a final decision on
the dispositionof these items. Our options includeturning the recovered items over to you for disposition or
placingthe items in the vicinityof the historic marker. Giventhe nature of the items, reburial at the Mifflin
Cemetery would not appear \0 be appropriate. However,we willcomplywith whatever direction you provide
on this matter.

I would appreciate a letter from you indicatingyour approval of the first two items and identifyingyour
wishes on the last item. Please contact me at (614)239-4063, if you have any questions or would liketo
discussthis matter further.

David E. Wall, A.A.E.

Capital Program Manager

Cc: BernieMeleski
Connie Tracy

Port Columbus international Airport

4600 International Gateway
Columbus. Ohio 43219
Phone: 614-239-4000
Fax: 614-239-4066

Rlckenbacker International Airport
7161 Second Street

Columbus. Ohio 43217

Phone: 614-491-1401

Fax: 614-491-0662

Bolton Field Airport
2000 Norton Road
Columbus. Ohio 43228
Phone: 614-851-9900
FSK:614-851-8959



November 12, 2008

Columbus Regional Airport Authority
Port Columbus
4600 International Gateway
Columbus, Ohio 43219
Attn: Mr. David E. Wall, AAE

Dear Mr. Wall:

Thank you for your letter of November 5, 2008, regarding the
disposition of the items found at the Stelzer family cemetery at Port
Columbus.

I concur with your proposals regarding the disposition of the items in
your possession. The headstone to be sent to Mifflin Township
Cemetery for installation by Mr. McKnight, and the remaining items
placed in the vicinity of the historic marker to be placed at the airport.
If possible, at your convenience, I would like to see the items
recovered at the cemetery site.

Please accept my sincere appreciation and that of the Stelzer family
for the exceptional consideration that you and the Airport Authority
have afforded in proposing a bronze historic marker, and for all your
efforts in this matter.

-------
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Air Force Plant 85/Building 7
Draft Memorandum of Agreement
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FAA,DETROIT ADO
February 19,2009

Katherine Delaney
FAA- Detroit ADO
11677 South Wayne Rd., Suite 107
Romulus, MI

Dear Ms. Delaney:

RE: Port Columbus International Airport Runway Expansion, Franklin County, OH

This letter is in response to additional information that was received on January 22, 2009. We also discussed a draft
Memorandum of Agreement for this project on February 19 and provided you with a modified draft MOA by email.
This project is being reviewed pursuant to 36 CFR 800.8, in full coordination with the National Environmental
Policy Act.

We have reviewed the additional information provided to clarify the status of Sansbury Hall. At this time, we have
no additional concerns regarding effects to buildings located at Ohio Dominican University resulting from this
project.

The information provided regarding consultation about the Stelzer Cemetery between a family representative and the
Columbus Regional Airport Authority is appreciated. It is our understanding that the remaining historic grave
marker will be relocated to the family plot at Mifflin Township Cemetery, a bronze marker will be placed at the
original site, and artifacts recovered during surveys will be returned to the vicinity of the new marker. We also
recommend that CRAA establish procedures to provide access to family members, when so requested. These
additional considerations should be added to the Memorandum of Agreement so that they can be part of the Record
of Decision for the project. We also suggest that you add language to the MOA so that the family may concur in
signing the MOA, if they wish to do so.

With the modifications that we provided by email and the additional stipulations regarding Stelzer Cemetery, we
agree in principle that the MOA may be finalized. FAA should provide formal notification to the Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation regarding this final draft MOA pursuant to 36 CFR 800.6(a)(1). OHPO does not believe
that the Criteria for Involvement found in Appendix A to 36 CFR Part 800 have been met for this project. We also
recommend that FAA should contact Blythe Semmer at ACHP directly to confirm that they have received sufficient
documentation to meet the requirements found at 36 CFR 800.

If you have any questions about this letter or our continuing review of this project, please call me at (614) 298-2000.
Thank you for your cooperation.

Lisa Adkins, Architecture Review Mgr.
Resource Protection and Review

Serial No. 1023454

OHIO HISTORICAL SOCIETY

Ohio Historic Preservation Office

567 East Hudson Street, Columbus,Ohio 43211-1030 ph: 614.298.2000 fx: 614.298.2037
www.ohiohistory.org

---



 

 

 

 











  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Preserving America’s Heritage 
 
March 3, 2009 
 
Katherine Delaney 
Community Planner 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Detroit Airports District Office 
11677 South Wayne Road, Suite 107 
Romulus, MI  48174 
 
Ref: Improvements to the Port Columbus International Airport   
 Columbus, Ohio 
  
Dear Mrs. Delaney: 
 
The Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) has received your notification regarding the 
adverse effects of the referenced undertaking.  Based upon the information you provided, we have 
concluded that Appendix A, Criteria for Council Involvement in Reviewing Individual Section 106 Cases, 
of our regulations, “Protection of Historic Properties” (36 CFR Part 800), does not apply to this 
undertaking.  Accordingly, we do not believe that our participation in the consultation to resolve adverse 
effects is needed.  However, if we receive a request for participation from the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO), Tribal Historic Preservation Officer, affected Indian tribe, a consulting party, or other 
party, we may reconsider this decision.  Additionally, should circumstances change, and you determine 
that our participation is needed to conclude the consultation process, please notify us. 
 
Pursuant to 36 CFR §800.6(b)(1)(iv), you will need to file the final Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), 
developed in consultation with the Ohio SHPO and other consulting parties, and related documentation at 
the conclusion of the consultation process.  The filing of the MOA with the ACHP and fulfillment of its 
stipulations are required to complete your compliance responsibilities under Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act. 
 
Thank you for providing us with your notification of adverse effect.  If you have any questions or require 
further assistance, please contact Blythe Semmer at 202-606-8552 or bsemmer@achp.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
LaShavio Johnson 
Historic Preservation Technician 
Federal Permitting, Licensing and Assistance Section 
Office of Federal Agency Programs 
 

 
ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

 

1100 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 803 • Washington, DC  20004 
Phone:202-606-8503 • Fax: 202-606-8647 • achp@achp.gov • www.achp.gov 

http://www.achp.gov/
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

BETWEEN THE COLUMBUS REGlON~L AIRPORT AUTHORITY,

THE FEDERAL A VIA TION ADMINISTRATION,
AND THE OHIO HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

REGARDING THE CONSTRUCTION OF A REPLACEMENT RUNWAY

COLUMBUS, OHIO

WHEREAS,the Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) proposes construction of a
replacement runway 10,113 feet long, located approximately 702 feet south of the
existing Runway 10R/28L at Port Columbus International Airport; and

WHEREAS,the undertaking involves the demolition of the ramp tower on the top of
Building 7 of the former Air Force Plant (AFP) 85 ; and

WHEREAS, the undertaking will affect access to the Stelzer Cemetery; and the CRAA
has consulted with the Stelzer Family on the findings and recommendations of the Stelzer
Cemetery; and

WHEREAS,CRAA and the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) have consulted with
the Ohio Historic Preservation Office (OHPO) pursuant to the provisions of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C. § 470(t)) and implementing
regulations at 36 C.F.R. Part 800; and

WHEREAS, FAA, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) and OHPO
agreed to a combined review of this project pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.8, and copies of
all environmental documents and findings were made available for public review; and

WHEREAS,the FAA, in consultation with the OHPO has defined the Undertakings' Area
of Potential Effect (APE) as described in Attachment 1 that show maps of the respective
facilities; and

WHEREAS,the FAA and the OHPO have determined that the former AFP 85 is eligible
for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) for its association with the
local involvement in the military industrial expansion associated with World War II; the
association with the Lustron Corporation, manufacturers of post-war prefabricated
housing; and as an excellent example of the work of Albert Kahn; and

WHEREAS,Building 7 of the AFP 85 has undergone a number of improvements and
additions since its original construction, one of which was the ramp tower that will be
demolished as part of the undertaking, and the FAA, in consultation with the OHPO, has
determined that this could constitute an adverse effect on historic properties pursuant to
36 C.F.R. § 800.9; and

- - -- - --- - -



MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

BETWEEN THE COLUMBUS REGIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY,

THE FEDERAL A VIATION ADMINISTRATION,
AND THE OHIO HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

REGARDING THE CONSTRUCTION OF A REPLACEMENT RUNWAY

COLUMBUS, OHIO

WHEREA:~e Columbus Regional Airport Authority (CRAA) proposes construction of
a replacem t runway 10,113 feet long, located approximately 702 feet south of the
existing Run 10R/28L; and

WHEREAS,the firX undertaking consists of the demolition of the ramp tower on the top
of Building 7 of the }QrmerAir Force Plant (AFP) 85 (First Undertaking); and

WHEREAS,the second dertaking is disposition of the Stelzer Cemetery (Second
Undertaking); in which th CRAA has consulted with the Stelzer Family on the findings
and recommendations of the telzer Cemetery; (collectively herein the first and second
undertakings are referred to as e Undertakings); and

WHEREAS,CRAA and the Federa viation Administration (FAA) have consulted with
the Ohio Historic Preservation Office OHPO) pursuant to the provisions of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as ended (16 U.S.C. § 470(f) and implementing
regulations at 36 C.F.R. Part 800; and

WHEREAS,FAA, the Advisory Council on
agreed to a combined review of this project p
all environmental documents and findings were

istoric Preservation (ACHP) and OHPO
uant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.8, and copies of

de available for public review; and

WHEREAS,the FAA, in consultation with the OHPO~as defined the Undertakings' Area
of Potential Effect (APE) as described in Attachment Nhat show maps of the respective
facilities; and

WHEREAS,the FAA and the OHPO have determined that th ormer AFP 85 is eligible
for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) fi its association with the
local involvement in the military industrial expansion associated 'th World War II; the
association with the Lustron Corporation, manufacturers of po -war prefabricated
housing; and as an excellent example of the work of Albert Kahn; and

WHEREAS,Building 7 of the AFP 85 has undergone a number of impr vements and
additions since its original construction, one of which was the ramp tower at will be
demolished as part of the First Undertaking, and the FAA, in consultation with the
OHPO, has determined that this could constitute an adverse effect on historic pr erties
pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.9; and
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Now THEREFORE,CRAA, FAA and the OHPO agree that the Undertakings shall be
implemented in accordance with the following stipulations in order to take into account
the effect of the Undertakings on historic properties.

STIPULATIONS

FAA shall ensure that the following stipulations are implemented:

I. CRAA RESPONSIBILITIES:_/
/~ . ,11\11f\

A. . . . , CRAA shall ensure that the impacts to Building
7 will be limited to the ramp tower. If any unanticipated effects to the remaining
structure result from the demolition, CRAA will consult with the OHPO to ensure
that the impacts would be properly mitigated by CRAA.

B. CRAA will enclose any exposed areas that would result from the First
Undertaking. These enclosures will be designed in a manner so that the finished
product would resemble the building in design, materials and appearance.

C. CRAA will provide the OHPO with draft plans for the proposed work at Building
7 for review and comment before any such work is authorized to proceed.

i. OHPO's comments regarding the proposed work will be based on
the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and shall
be provided within 30 days of receipt of the draft plans for the
proposed work.

11. CRAA will take any comments from OHPO into account and may
elect to resubmit revised plans to OHPO for additional review in the
event of disagreement regarding the proposed treatment.

//. '1 ~p~
D. . , CRAA shall be responsible for the

coordination, relocation, and associated expenses of the original headstone for
Anna Mary Stelzer to the Mifflin Township Cemetery; the placement of the
artifacts uncovered to be placed back in the grave shafts; the placement of a
bronze historical marker on the site of the Stelzer Cemetery which the CRAA will
coordinate with the Stelzer family on size and wording prior to creation and
installation; and the CRAA will provide limited access to the Stelzer family on an
as needed basis to the Stelzer cemetery.

II. AMENDMENTS:This Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) may be amended when
such an amendment is agreed to in writing by all signatories (36 C.F.R. §
800.6(c)(7)). The amendment will be effective on the date a copy signed by all the
signatories is signed.

III. DURATION:This MOA will be null and void if its terms are not carried out within
five (5) years from the date of its execution. Prior to such time, the CRAA may

Port Columbus International Airport
Columbus, Ohio

Memorandum of Agreement

Page 2



consult with the other signatories to reconsider the terms of the MOA and amend or
extend it if the Undertakings have not been implemented. In such event, the CRAA
will notify the signatories to this MOA and if the CRAA chooses to continue with the
proposed demolitions, the CRAA shall resume consultation about the demolition, in
accordance with 36 C.F.R. Part 800.

IV. PosT-REvIEW DISCOVERIES:If items which may contain historical significance,
including documents, which are being stored within the ramp tower are discovered, or
if additional historic properties or unanticipated effects on the historic property are
discovered (36 C.F.R. § 800.6(c)(6)), the CRAA shall notify the OHPO of the
discovery and consult with the OHPO pursuant to 36 C.F.R. Part 800.

V. TERMINATION:If, any signatory to this MOA determines that its terms will not or
cannot be carried out, that signatory shall immediately consult with the other
signatories to attempt to develop an amendment as defined above. If within thirty
(30) days (or another time period agreed to in writing by all signatories) an
amendment cannot be reached, any signatory may terminate the MOA upon written
notification to the other signatories.

Once this MOA is terminated, and prior to work continuing on either of the
Undertakings, the CRAA must execute an MOA pursuant to 36 C.F.R. § 800.6.

Execution of this MOA by the CRAA, the FAA, and the OHPO and completion of the
above stipulations by the CRAA, evidences that the CRAA has taken into account the
effects of the Undertakings on historic properties and satisfied any and all Federal or
State mitigation requirements of any nature for the proposed project in the ROD.

Columbus Regional Airport Authority

By: -tt~4~/ ~
Elai~e Roberts, AAE '3(sp1~:~':"'~PresIdent & CEO L.. .

Columbus Regional Airport Authority

Ion

3\4\()q

Port Columbus International Airport
Columbus, Ohio
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The Ohio Historic Preservation Office

By:~1~
Mark J. Epstein; Department Head
Resource Protection and Review
Ohio Historic Preservation Office

Port Columbus International Airport
Columbus, Ohio
Memorandum of Agreement
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