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March 27, 2006

Subject: Early Notification for Environmental Assessment
Proposed Extension of Runway 9R-27L
Kendall-Tamiami Executive Airport

Dear Mr, Peltier:

Miami-Dade Aviation Department (MDAD] is proposing to implement a runway extension at Kendall-
Tamiami Executive Airport (TMB). The runway extension is being proposed to allow the airport to mest
its role as a reliever airport to Miami International by allowing the current users of the airport to operate
without load penalties. Eliminating the load penalties will increase the range of aircraft and cities that can
be reached directly from TMB. In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and
FAA Orders 5050.4A, dirport Emvironmental Handbook and 1050.1E, Policies and Procedures for
Considering Environmental Impacts, MDAD is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) to analyze
the potential environmental effects of the proposed action.

TMB, located in Township 55, Range 39 in the southwest portion of Miami-Dade County, Florida, is
owned and operated by MDAD. The airport is generally bordered by 5.W. 136™ Street to the south, S.W.
120" Street to the north, S.W. 137" Avenue to the east and S.W. 157" Avere to the west.

TMB, which is classified in the National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems (NPLAS) as a reliever airport
for Miami International Airport, cwrrently has three runways available for use. The runways are
designated 9L-27R. (5,001 feet in length), 9R-27L (5,002 feet) and 13-31 (4,001 feet). Runway 9R-27L is
the most heavily used runway at the airport.

The proposed action involves extending Runway 9R-27L to a total length of 7,350 feet. This would
include a 550-foot extension to the east end of the runway and a 1,798-foot extension to the west end of
the runway (see Attachment A). The proposed runway extension would be on existing airport property
and no property acquisition would be necessary.

The intent of this letter is threefold. First, this is an early notification of the EA that is being prepared
regarding the proposed action. Second, this letter is a request that you provide any background
information that your agency may have regarding the immediate airport vicinity. Third, this letter requests
that you provide any specific issues, concerns, policies, or regulations that your agency may have
regarding the environmental analysis that will be undertaken in the EA. Please submit comments by
April 30, 2006 to the contact provided below.

MiamM-DADE AVIATION DEPARTMENT + P.O. BOX S92075 AMF & Miaml; FLORIDA 323159
PHONE: 205.876.7000

www.miami-airport.com



Mr, Peltier
Page 2

Mr. Norman Hegedus, Aviation Environmental Planner
Miami-Dade Aviation Department

Adreraft Noise & Environmental Planning

P.O. Box 592075

Miami, Florida 33159

Thank you for your interest and participation in this environmental review process. If you have any
questions regarding the attached materials or the proposed EA, please do not hesitate to contact me at
(305) 876-0560,

Mr. Jeffery R. Bunting
Division Director, Aircraft Noise & Environmental Planning
Miami-Dade Aviation Department

JRB/oh

c¢c: Bruce Drum, Deputy Director Miami-Dade Aviation Department.
Mike Alberis, Environmental Science Associates,
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Departmentof RECEIVED

NOISE
Marjory Stoneman Dooglas Building ABATERIT
1900 Commaonweaith Boulevard Caoll ;
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-3000° e

My T4, 2006

Mr. Norman Hegedus, Aviation Environ. Planner
Aircraft Noise & Environmental Planning
Miami-Dade Aviation Department

P.O. Box 592075

Miamn, Flonds 33159

RE:  Federal Aviation Admimistrationr— Scoping Netice — hmﬂanMway
9R-27L, Kendall-Tamiami Executive Airport — Miami- Dadl: Cﬂnntjr, Florida.
SAl # FL200604032124C

Dear Mr, Hegedus:

Gubernatorial Executive Order 35-359, the Coastal. Zmlt hﬁhng&mcmﬁct 16, U.5.C. §§ H451n
1464, as amended, and the National Enwmnmenm_f_ Policy-Act, 42 U.S.C. §§ 4231, 4331-4335,
4341-4347, as amended, has coordinated a mvicwiiz_rf_f__;_thﬁmfcmnccd' scoping notice.

The Florida Department of Enwmm'kcﬁtai Protection (DEP) Southeast District office has
expressed concemns regarding the project’sipatentizt effects on contaminaied areas, wi-ﬂudi.md
threatened or endangered species. Ther:e. mﬂ.}?be m.my sites of confirmed and potential
contamination located in the project a:rua~each site should be identificd; characterrzed-amd-
mapped for later use. All constm(:lmn activities should be planned and executed using appropriate
best management practices at&Hﬁ times, A review of the Florida, Formerly Used Defense Sites-
(FUDS) inventory did not fi nﬂTammmi or Kendall-Tamiami airport on the list. In addition,
according to the map, there appears to be some wetlands north of the 27L portion of the srud}r Ares
along 5:W- }}?thhumua.m'ﬁhewmm mention of possible endangered or threatened species. '

The- Southr F%agﬂ?_%}uhmg&mcﬂt District-(SEWMD) has indicated that an
Environmental R:s:buqce FPermit (ERP) will be required for the proposed runway art:nsmn project.
The ERP application§ “thoutd address ath stormwater facilities; existing and propesed; wA
a.:rpert pmpcmr; A Surface Water Management Permit (Permit No. 13-00938-S) was ;:rn:w.rmush,r

..... ober 10, 1996, for conceptual approval of the master stormwater management-plan.
and fqmr&mnstructmn within areas of the airport. The permit also granted construction and
operation-for the following projects: Taxiway/Apron Improvements Phases I & 1T, U.S. Custom-
facility,.Administration and Maintenance facility, and operational approval for the existing
facilities within the core area including Buildings 226-A, 228, 229, 246, and 247, the Biscayne
Helicopter facility, and Air Rescue/Fire facility. Since issuance of that permit in 1996, no further
permit action has taken place. The ERP application should include an updated master plan for the

“More Protection, Loss Process™

Prnted en recyched poper



Mr. Norman Hegedus
May 15, 2006
Page 2 of 2

overall airport which will supersede the previous plan. If the proposed runway project involves the
existing forested communities located on both the eastern and western end of Runway E‘R‘J’?E,
SFWMD environmental staff will need to determine if any wetlands are present. 'If so, issues .
mvolving wetland preservation, impacts, and mitigation will also need to be addressed dunng tEn ¢
ERP application review process. .

The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) has. mdlui:ithatmgpmmdm
should be included in the local comprehensive plan and airport layout ptan. This pmjmns not yet
included-in-the-FROFE s Five~Year Work Prograsm and-thers is no funding being rega oy the
agency at this time. After the project is accepted by the local agency plan, m Im.pl:lrfant that it be
imcluded in the Floride Aviation Systerr Plew end: thre-Tran . 3

Based on the information contained in the scoping notice and thp s snd state agency
comments, the state has determined that, at this stage, the pmpusadﬂ:um}r is Consistent with the
Florida Coastal Management Fmgram (FCMP). The applicant 1smqti1r1:d' however, to address the
concerns identificd by our reviewing agencies prior 1o projeet 1mp1mmnmmn The state’s
continued concurrence with the praject will be based, in pant;on the adeguate resolution of issues
identified during this and subsequent reviews, The state s-f'mai review of the project’s consistency

i et

with the FCMP will be canducted during the. mmnmmpumnmgmgﬁ,

Thank-yeu: fmﬂmm&tﬂrwhp@eﬁd*mjm H you-have any: quesm
regarding this letter, please contact Mr. Chnstaphnr B-HTII at (850) 245-2169.

Cleevep Ao A0
 Sally B. Mann, Director
Office of Intergovernmental Programs

SBM/cjs

Enclosures

cc: Tim Gra}r @E‘i“ Southeast District
Jim Lmiﬁhl, srwml
Llsa Swns, FDOT
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EOUTH FL RPC - BOUTH FLORIDA REGIONAL PLANNING COUNGIL

Smﬁm:unmwmm impacts o natural systems be minimized, UTEIMEB'FS!!'EH\I'E wildiife, madnel{fe B

0 ities in the vicinity of the project be determined, and mitigatan of disturbed hatitat be requirad. This will agsist in
reduding cumuiative impacts to native plants, animats, wetiands, fisheries, and deep-water habitat as stipulated in the
Strateghc Reglonal Pollcy Plan for South Florlda,
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Ms. Leuren Millgan

Florida State Clearinghouse

Florida Department of Environmental Profection-,
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard, Mail Station 47
Talahassee, FL 373993000

EE: SPFREPC #06-(403, SATHFL200604032124C, Federal Avistion Adfinistration scoping notice for =,
propesed runway extension (9R-27L) at Kendall-Tamiami Executive Airport, Federal Aviation '
Admiristration, Miamt-Tade County:

Dear M5, NMilligen-

We have reviewed the above-referenced proposed regional general permit and have the following

comments:

= The project must be commistent with the poaly and polictes of  the Miammi-Dede Couney,
comprehensive development master plan and their corresponding land development regulations. It
is important for the perout grantor to- courdirmte- its- permit with- the locat governement-graming,
permits for develapment at the subject site. :

s Staff recommends that 1) impacts to the natural systems be-minirnized to the graatest extent feastble
and. 2) the permit grantor determine the extent of sersitive wildlife, marine life, and vepetative
communities in the vicinity of the project and require protecton and- or mitigation of disturbed
habitat This will assist in reducing the cumulative impacts to native plants and animals, wetlands
and deep-water habitat and ficherjes that the goals and policies of the Strategic Regional Policy Plan -
for South Elorida (SRPP) seek to protect.

* The project is located over the Biscayne Agquifer, natural resource of regional significance
designated in-the SRPP. The goate arit policies of the SRPE. b perticoler theserlreted- bebove:
should be observed when making decisions regarding this project :

Goal
7  Protect, conserve, and enhance the Region’s water resources.
Polictes

7.5 Implement stormwater quantity and quality level of service standards consistent with those
recommended by the South Florida Water Management District.

7.4 Ensure that the recharge potential of the property is not reduced as a result of a proposed
ﬂmdﬁxﬁmmﬂt&—mﬁﬂmg—umhym:pminpmspu&pawmm and,
impervious areas in ratios which are based upon analysis of an-site recharge needs. 5

3440 Hollywood Boulgvard, Sulle 140, Halwond Florida 33021
Broward (954} 985-4418, State (800) 985-4416
SunCom 473-4416, FAX (354) 985-4417, Sun Com FAX 473-4417
email: Efadrnm@shpc com, website: www.sirpe com



Ms. Lauren Milligan

May T, 2006
Page2 -

7.7 Require all inappropriate nputs into Natural Resources of Regiomal Sigrificance to be
eliminated through such means as redirection of offending outfalls, ireatment improvements, or

retrofitting options.

7.9 Restore and improve water quality throughout the system by,
a. requiring stororwater treatmemt and management; ad—
b. protecting wetlands, native uplands, and identified aquifer recharge areas.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please do not hesitate to call should you have any
questions or comments.

Sincarely,
Senior Planner i
CAG/ kal

ce: Drane O Quinn Williams, MDPZ
Susan Markley, DERM"
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FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Sue M. Cobb MAY 09 2006
Secretary of State NOISE
DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES ABATEMENT
Mr. Norman Hegedus May 3, 2006

Miami-Dade Aviation Department
Aircraft Noise & Environmental Planning
P.O. Box 592075

Miami, FL 33159

RE: DHR Project File No.: 2006-2886 / Received by DHR.: March 31, 2006
Federal Aviation Administration
Early Notification for Environmental Assessment
Proposed Extension and Paving of Runway 9R-27L
Kendall-Tamiami Executive Airport
Miami-Dade County

Dear Mr. Hegedus:

Qur office received and reviewed the above referenced project in accordance with Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended and 36 CFR Part §00: Protection of
Historic Properties and the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended. The State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPQ) is to advise Federal agencies as they identify histonic
properties (listed or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places), assess effects
upon them, and consider alternatives to avold or minimize adverse effects.

This office appreciates the advance notice your department gave us, as well as the spirit of
cooperation with our personnel. We searched our Florida Master Site File (FMSF) state inventory
and cultural resource survey records and found no cultural resources recorded in the Areas of
Potential Effect (Project Study Areas) identified on your enclosed map. According to our FMSF
records, the Kendall-Tamiami Executive Airport property has not been the subject of such a
survey,

We have two primary areas of concern/question related to potential affects to cultural resources.
One: the date the airport was established and constructed, and if 50 or more years ago, the history
of the airport. Two: the potential for unidentified archacological sites in the APE.

Commonly, the project consultant should be responsible for identifying any cultural resources
with the project APE, which would include both an historical and archeological resources for this
project. Historic aerial photographs and Sanbom insurance maps are a good source to identify
establishment of the airport and associated historic buildings or structures. Historic aerial
photographs, vegetation and soils data also assist in the identification of remnant tree islands or
other areas of prehistoric habitation or activities.

500 5. Bronough Street « Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250¢ « htip:/www.flheritage.com

O Director's Office O Archaeological Research M Historic Preservation O Historical Museums
[B50) 245-6300 » FANX: M5-6426 (B30} 2456444 » FAX: 245-6452 {850) 245-0333 « FAX: 243-6437 [B30) 243-6400 = FAX: 2453-6433
O Southeast Regional Office O Northeast Regional Office O Central Florida Reglonal Office

[954) 467-4950 = FAN: 4674951 (904) B25-5045 « FAX: 825-3044 [B13) 272-3843 » FAX: 272-1340



Mr. Hegedus
May 3, 2006
Page 2

We look forward to working with your agency regarding this project. If you have any questions,
please contact James Toner, Historic Sites Specialist, by telephone at 850-245-6333, or by
electronic mail jetoner@dos.state.fl.us. Thank you for your cooperation in helping preserve
Florida’s historic resources.

Sincerely,

letpca

Fredenck P. Gaske, Director, and
State Historic Preservation Officer



From: John_Wrublik@fws.gov [mailto:John_Wrublik@fws.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, April 12, 2006 9:35 AM

To: Jeffrey R. Bunting

Subject: Kendall-Tamiami Executive Airport Runway Expansion

April 12, 2006

Mr. Jeffrey Bunting

Miami-Dade Aviation Department
Post Office Box 592075

Miami, Florida 33159

Service Federal Activity No.: 41420-2006-FA-0542

Date Received: March 31, 2006

Project: Kendall-Tamiami Executive Airport Runway Expansion
County: Miami-Dade

Dear Mr.Bunting:

Thank you for your letter dated March 27, 2006, in which you requested the Fish and
Wildlife Service’s (Service) technical assistance on the project referenced above. We
offer the following comments.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project consists of extending Runway 9R-27L at the Kendall-Tamiami
Executive Airport. The existing 5,002-foot runway would be enlarged to 7,350 feet by
extending the eastern end of the runway by 550 feet and the western end of the runway
by 1,798 feet. The purpose of the project is to allow the airport to meet its role as a
reliever airport to Miami International Airport by allowing current users to operate
without load penalities. The project site is located in Miaim-Dade County, Florida.

THREATENED AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

The Service has also reviewed our Geographic Information System (GIS) database for
recorded locations of federally listed threatened and endangered species on or adjacent to
your project. The GIS database is a compilation of data received from several sources.

The project occurs within the geographic range of the endangered wood stork (Mycteria
americana), and is located in the core foraging area (CFA) (within 18.6 miles) of two
active wood stork nesting colonies. The Service believes the loss of wetlands within a
CFA due to an action could result in the loss of foraging habitat for the wood stork. To
minimize adverse effects to the wood stork, we recommend any lost foraging habitat



resulting from the project be replaced within the CFA of the affected nesting colony.
Moreover, wetlands provided as mitigation should adequately replace the wetland
functions lost as a result of the action. The Service does not consider the preservation of
wetlands, by itself, as adequate compensation for impacts to wood stork foraging habitat,
because the habitat lost is not replaced. Accordingly, any wetland mitigation plan that
includes the preservation of wetlands should include a restoration, enhancement, or
creation component. In some cases, the Service accepts wetlands compensation located
outside the CFA of the affected wood stork nesting colony. Specifically, wetland credits
purchased from a “Service Approved” mitigation bank located outside the CFA would be
acceptable to the Service, provided the impacted wetlands occur within the permitted
service area of the bank.

No other federally listed species were identified on your project site. The Service has not
conducted a site inspection to verify species occurrence or validate the GIS results.
However, we assume that listed species occur in suitable ecological communities and
recommend site surveys to determine the presence or absence of listed species.
Ecological communities suitable for listed species can be found in the species accounts
in the South Florida Multi-Species Recovery Plan. This document is available on the
internet at http://verobeach.fws.gov/ Programs/Recovery/ esvb-recovery.html.

We have also provided for your consideration two computer links: (1)
http://verobeach.fws.gov/ Programs/Permits/Section7.html and (2)
http://migratorybirds.fws.gov/. The first link is a table of species by county in south
Florida that are protected as either threatened or endangered under the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended (87 Stat. 884; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). The table does
not include State-listed species. Please contact the Florida Fish and Wildlife
Conservation Commission at 772-778-5094 to identify potential State-listed species
occurring in the vicinity of your project. The second link provides information on
species that the Service is required to protect and conserve under other authorities, such
as the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958, as amended (48 Stat. 401; 16 U.S.C.
661 et seq.), and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (40 Stat. 755; 16 U.S.C., 701 et seq.). A
variety of habitats in south Florida occasionally provide resting, feeding, and nesting sites
for a variety of migratory bird species. As a public trust resource, migratory birds must
be taken into consideration during project planning and design.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please contact
me at 772-562-3909, extension 282.

Sincerely yours,

John M. Wrublik

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Vero Beach Ecological Services Office
1339 20th Street

Vero Beach, Florida 32960

Phone: 772-562-3909, x-282

Fax: 772-562-4288

E-mails are automatically scanned for viruses using McAfee.
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United States Department of the Interior NATIGNAL ]
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE e
Evcrglades and Dry Tortupar National Parks
401 Seate Road 9336
Homastead, Florida 33034
WAY 02 7005

L7615-FY006-020

Mr. Morman Hegedus

Aviation Environmental Planner
Miami-Dade Aviation Departmem.
Aircraft Noise & Environmental Planning
P.0. Box 592075

Miami. Florida 33159

Refersnce:  Seoping comuments for the proposed Extension of Runway 9R-27E
Environmental Assessment, Kendall-Tamiani Excoutive Adrport

By Facsimileand t1.%: Mail
Dear Mr. Hegedus:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide scoping commeats for the propused extension of
mnway 9R-27L Environmental Assessment (EA). Everglades National Park (ENP) has
reviewed the project description and map and offers the following comments for your
consideration.

Miami-Dade Aviation Department (MDAD) is proposing to tmplement a runway extension at
Kendall-Tamiami Executive Airport (TMB). The propossd action involves extending
Runway 9R-27L to a totat length of 7,350 feet. This would include a 550-foot extension to
the east end of the runway and a 1.798-foat exiension to the west end of the muaway. The,
proposed runway would be on existing airport property and no property acquisition would be
neccssary.  MDAD is prepering-am EA- 1o analyze the potertial envirommrenral effects of fe-,

proposed action.

ENP has identiffed the following topics of concern that the proposed runway extension and its
associated consequences could have on the park and its resources: increase in noise; decrease
in natural soundscapes; decresse in nahial lightscapes; decrease in the natural viewshed:
adverse impacts 10 bird populations; adverse impacts to threatened and endangered species:
adverse impacts to public health and safety: conflicts with park operations; and an increase in
nearby development attributable to the propased runway extension. Our concemns are
highlighted bclow, along with references, where applicable, to National Park Service (NPS)
management policies regarding protection of pazk resources.

{‘u"a:‘ﬂ ~ ENP is concerned. that an increased. number of flights and more flights with- larger
Jets/planes approaching and departing the airport would potentially increase noise levels gver
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the park, including existing and potential wilderness areas. NPS management policy 84
slates: "The service will take all necessary steps to avoid or to mitigate adverse effects from
aircraft overflights.”

Naturatl Soundscapes— ENF is concermed that an-increased number of fhights and more fiTghts-
with larger jets/planes approaching and departing the airport would potentially diminish
natural soundscapes in the park, including existing and potential wilderness arcas. NPS.
management policy 4.9 states; "The NFS will preserve to the greatest extent possible, natural -
soundacapes. in the parks..The Service will restore degraded soundscapes to the patural
condition...and will protect natural soundscapes from degradation due to noise.In and
adjacent to parks, the Service will monitor human activities that generate noise that adversely
affects park soundscapes...The Service will take action 1o prevent or minimize all noise that,
through frequency. magnitude or duration adversely affects the natural soundscapes...”

Natural Lightscapes — ENP is concerncd that during the nighttime, an increased number of
flights and more flights witl Jarger jets/planes approaching and departing the airport would’
potentially diminish natural lightscapes in the park, including existing and potential
wilderness areas. NPS management policy 4.10 states: "The Service will preserve to the
greatest extent possible the natural lightscapes of parks, which are natural resources and
values that exist in the absence of human-caused light. the Service will protect natural
darkness.. the Service wilt scck the cooperation of .. neighbors and other government agencies
lo prevent or minimize the intrusion of artificial light into the night scene of the ecosystems of
parks.”

Viewshed — ENP is concerned that an increased number of Hights and more flights with, larger
jetsfplanes approaching and departing the airport would potentially increase visual Impacts am,
the sky and viewshod inr the park to visitors, iucluding existing apd potential wilderness areas. -

Impacrs to Birds — ENP is concerned that low-flying aircraft during approach and takeoff
would potentially adversely impact Bird behavior and health. This could be exacerbated by an.
increased volume of air traffic.

Fhreatened and Endangered Species ~ ENP is concermed that threatened and endangered
species would potentially be affected by increased ais taffic. I partieular, nesting - habitat fop
the Cape Sable Seasidc Sparrow, Everglades Snail Kite, Woodstork, and other species of
migratery birds may be-affected. An aireraf-disaster conkd forever _ .
habitats and the flora and fauna that occupy them. The EA should specifically address now
jet fuel and other carpofhrzardows marerkle would be contained and imparcts miligated as &
result of an aircraft disaster in surreunding critical habitats in the park? '
Public Health and Safety - Health and safety of the public is also a concern with increased

afrplane traffic and increased airplane size. The proposed runway extension would potentially

increase ympacts on human life and damages to the surrounding environments.

Conflicts with Park Operations — ENP is concerned that an increased number of flights and
more flights with' larger jets/plancs approaching and departing the airport would putemially
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mterfere with the scheduling aud conducting of park overflights for & wide range of
administrative and management purposes, such as wildlife surveys, fire operations, exotic
operations, and other resource management needs that affect unique ecological resources,
including several endangersd and threatened species. With patential conflicts between park
needs and private jet needs, the park is concerned with who would get the priority for air

space amd flight soheduting.

Increase in Nearby Development [Duestion: Row does this FERWIy extension result in an.
Increase in nearby development? Asscciated commerical development?[— ENP ia concemed
that the proposcd runway extension would potentially iead to secondary impacis from
increased development west of 157™ Street, over to Krome Avenue and points westward,
This could include adverse impacts to water recharge zones, loss of natural habitats and open
space. and other associated adverse impacts to air, water, and wildlife ssources associated
with incrcased development which, in turn, would have potential adverse impacts on park
resonyces.

In' surmmary; thts proposat would” potentially have a number of adverse impacts on ENP-
specifically to the East Everglades Expansion Area (see enclosed map). The fact that the
runWay proposed extension runs on an east to west alignment and is approximately 5 miles
from the park boundary indicates that 2 substantial number of landings and take-offs would
likely occur over the park st a low altitude The EA should address sach of the issues
described above and also provide detailed information regarding flight frequency, size of
planes that will use the airport, and the anticipated flight patterns and the frequency that they
would be used.  The EA should also include maps of the-existing-and propesed- taiceoff and.,
landing patterns over the park. '

Thank you for e opportunity to participate in the EA scoping process. Please contact Brien
Culhane, Chief of Planning and Compliance, at 305-242-7717 or Brien_Culhane@nps.gov if
you have any questions regarding these comments.

Sinegrely,

Dan B. Kimball

Superintendent

cc: Regiomal Director; Southieast Region
Enclosure
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of Florida .
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Betiosss Clonall Menshoon
Blily Clypress, Chairman

- Fawper Mo Avs Y CRETIAT Andrew Hert 51, Secretiy-
Mux Billie, Troddurer William M. Oseeala, | swmaker

April 77:251}&

Ms. Virginia Lane

Federal Aviation Adminjstration

Airports Distnict Office '

3930 HazeNtine Natiomal Drive, Suite 400
Orlando, FL 32822 '

RE- EA for Propowed Extension of Rimway IR-Z7L; Kendali- Tamizmi £xceutive Afrpon
Dear Ms. Lane:

The Miccosnkee Tribe of Indians of Florida received your letter concerning the above. The -
Tribe’s only concern would be il any cultural resoutces are affecied by the proposed action. We
would request that & Cultural Resources Assessment Survey be donc if one hae not been done-
alecady. Lno culiusal resauwess ave found, them we wilk have: no- obisctionte

aclion.

Thank you for consutting with the Miccosukes Tribe. Plesse comtact me ar tis Balaw number;-
Ext. 2243, 1f you require additional iformation.

PO B 49002T. Temiami Swatlon, Miami. Flosida 33144, (305] ZZ-RI80, fax (J05) 5556653
TOTAL P.B1
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Department of
Environmental Protection

Marjory Stoneman Douglas Building

1900 Commaonwealth Boulevard Calleen M. Castille
Tallahassee, Florida 323993000 Secretary
Ma}' 18, 2006

Mr. Norman Hegedus, Aviation Environ. Planner
Aircraft Noise & Environmental Planning
Miami-Dade Aviation Department

P. 0. Box 592075

Miami, Florida 33159

RE:  Federal Aviation Adminisiration —Scoping Notice — Proposed Extension of Runway.
YR-271., Kendall-Tamiami Executive Airport — Miami-Dade Cﬂunty, Florida.
SAL# FLZﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁ-ﬁ:!Zl 24C

Dear Mr. Hegedus:

The enclosed comments provided by the F iunda.Dﬁ-pa.linwm uf State (DOSY were received.
after our previous letter, dated May 15, 2006, was mailed: PI::Bsc be advised that these comments
do net change our finding rhaL,aLlhls,smga_the_pmp&sadeEy is-consisient with the Floride,
Coastal Management Program. Please continue to:coordinate with the DOS Division of Historical
Resources-to-ensure protection of any historie: pm'pgmwrrrth&pmpmcdprw:ct arem-

[f you have any questions or need hJ.rther assistance, please don't hesitate to contact me al
{B50) 245-2170. e

Sincergly,

P

Laurerr P Mitligan
Environmental Consultant
Offiee of Imergovernmental Programs

LPMivh
Enclosure

cc: :Laura Kammerer, DOS _
RECEIVED
MAY 2 3 20pg

“More Protecuon, Less Process”

Prnted on recycied poper
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HECEIVED
MAY 17 2006
Sue M. Cobb
Secretary of State OIP/ OLGA
DIVISION OF HISTORICAL RESOURCES
Ms. Laurerr Miltigan- May 16, 2606

Florida State Clearinghouse
3900 Commonwealth Boulevard MS 47
Tallahassee, FL 32399-3000

RE: DHR Project File No.: 2006-2902 / Received by DHR: April 6, 2006
Federal Aviation Administration
Early Notification for Environmental Assessment
Proposed Extension and Paving of Runway 9R-271.
Kendall-Tamiami Executive Airport
Miami-Dade County

Dear Ms. Milligan:

Our office recetved-and reviewed the-above referenced project inaccordance with Sectiom 106 of—
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended and 36 CFR Part 800: Protection of
Historic Properties-and the Netional Emvirommental-Policy Act of 1969 as smended. The State—
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) is to advise Federal agencies as they identify historic
propesties (histed or ehigible for listing inthe Nutionak Register of Historic Placesy, assess-effects
upon them, and consider alternatives lo avoid or minimize adverse effects.

We searched our Florida Master Site File (FMSF) state inventory and cultural resource survey
records and found no cuitural resonrces recorded i the Areas-of Potential Effect (APE)-
identificd on the Miami-Dade Aviation Department’s enclosed map. According to our FMSF
records, the Kendall-Famiami Executive Airpert property has not beemr the subject of suchr e
Survey.

We have two primary areas of concern/question related to potential affects fo cultural resources.
One: the date the airport was established and constructed, and if 50 or more years ago, the history

of the-airport. Two: the-potentiat for unidentified archaeological sites i the AFE.
The appiicant er preject consultant is respensible for identifying amy-caltural resources with the -
project APE, which would include both an historical and archeological resources for this project,
Histotic aerial photegraphs-and Sanbosm insuranee maps are-a pood sonrce to identify
establishment of the airport and associated historic buildings or structurcs. Historic aerial

: ton and seils-date atso-assist m-the idemtification of remnant tree-islands o,
other areas of prehistoric habitation or activities. '

500 S. Brooough Street » Tallahassee, FL 32399-0250 « http:/fwww.flheritage.com

[ Director's Office [T Archaeological Research ¥ Historic Preservation Y Historical Museums
[B50) 245-5300 « FAN: 245-6436 {B50) 245-6444 *FAX: 245-5452 [R50 245-773 *FAX: 245-6437 {830) 2455400 »FAX: 245.6433

0 Spoutheast Regienzl Office O Mortheast Regional Office O Central Florida Regional Office
(954) 4674990 «FAX: 4674991 (D) B25-F045 «FAX: B25-5044 {813) 72-3843 ~FAX: 3722340
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Ms. Milligan
May 10, 2006
Page 2

We look forward to-working with your agency regarding this project. If you have any questions;
please contact James Toner, Historic Sites Specialist, by telephone at 850-245-6333, or by
eleetronre mrait jetomeri@dos. stere.fies: Thank you for your cooperatiorr i helping preserve
Florida's histeric resources. '

Sincerely,

R TI

Frederick P. Gaske, Director, and-
State Historic Preservation Officer
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12200 SW 110th Avenue

Miami, FL. 33176

May 29, 2806
Aviation Environmental Planner HECE -
Miami-Dade Aviation Department JUN ¢ 2 2006,
P.O. Box 592075 NOISE.
Miami, Florida 33159 ABATEMENT

Dear Mr. Hegedus:

Please provide answers to the Sierra Club, Miami Group for the following
questions. These questions pertain to the runway expansion project at the Kendall-
Tamiami Executive Adcpart.

Aviation Fuel

1. Considering the previous attempt to have the rinway expansion project
approved, with regard to fuel handling and storage, how do the two projects
diﬁ‘er'?

7. W'Eat mmprovements to the fuel bandling and fuel storage facihities are under
mmdﬂanun?

3. What add':tmnai fire prevention and firefighting improvements amundcr
mnsrtim:tmn?

4. What adeJal fuel spillage momtormg unprmmmts are under
consideratromn’?

5. What additional fuel spillage prevention improvements are under consideration?
&. What addrtronal fuet spiltage cleanup improvements are under consideration?
7. How many additional fuel shipments, per month, are forecast?

8. What wells, municipal and private, are down-gradient from the airport?
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Roads-

9. Considering the previous attempt to have the runway expansion project
approved, with regard to road improvements in the vicinity of the airport, how do
the twe projects-differ?

10. Is the construction of SW 157th Avenue necessary for the expansion project?
If so, why?

I1. Is the construction of SW 136th Street connecting with Krome Avenue
necessary for the expansion project? If so; wiry?

12, In the vicimty of the airport, will any other roads be constructed and is their
constructior necessary for the runway expansion project? H so; why?

13: hrthe viemity of the airport; with any other roads be widened and is the-
widening necessary for the runway expausion project? If so, why?

14. How will traffic be affected, after construction or widening of the roads is
completed?

5. How much farnttard wilt be lost due to the expansion project?

16. How mueh-farmland wall be-lost due-to the- lmoffﬂmk&tb&
vicmty of Mmm?

17. How wilt thtchm&thefmmmgmmmmt}rchmge dueto the expamsion
project?

18. How will the character of the farming community change due to the
improvement of roads in the vicinity of the airport?

Economics

19. Considering the previous attempt to have the runway expansion project
approved, with regard to economics, how do the two projects differ?

20. Specify which arrcraft makes and modets wilt benefit fronr runway expansion.
2]. What companies-currently have these-aircraft-at the-airport?
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22. What is the cost of the expansion project?
23. What are the components of this cost?

24. How much additional revenue per month will be received as a direct result of
the ranway expansion?

25. How much additionat revenue; per monthr; will be received as an indirect,
result of the nomway expansion?

26. What improvements i the expansiomr project are being considered that arenot
necessary for runway expansion?

27. What additional economic developments are forecast, due to the ranway
expansion project?

28. What is the estimated playback time torecoup the costs-of the projeet?

29. Would you please provide a map and a description of the changes that will.
1

Sincerely,

4

Mark Oncavage, Conservation Chair ._
Sierra Club, Miami Grayp

s+, 17 B 1A ) LELEY



FEDERAL AGENCY COMMENTS

Kendall-Tamiami Airport Runway Extension EA

Name Agency Letter No.
J. Wrublik U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service F-1

Vero Beach Office

D. Kimball National Park Service, Everglades F-2
and Dry Tortugas National Parks

FEDERAL AGENCY COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

J. Wrublik U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service F-1
Vero Beach Office

Comment F-1A — The project site is within 18.6 miles of two active wood stork (Mycteria
Americana) nesting colonies. The loss of wetlands associated with the Project could impact the
foraging habitat endangered wood stork

Response F-1A - A field survey for wetlands has been conducted and the results are included in
the Draft EA. The field survey has determined that no wetlands occur in the area where the
runway extension would occur. Therefore, no wetlands would be affected by the Proposed Action
and, thus, no impact to the wood stork foraging habitat would occur.

Comment F-1B — No other federally listed species were identified on your Project site but
recommend site surveys be conducted to determine the presence or absence of listed species.

Response F-1B — A site survey was conducted for listed species and the results are included in
the Draft EA. No Federally listed threatened or endangered species were observed. One species of
special concern, as identified by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC),
was observed - the burrowing owl. Since the burrowing owl has occurred on the Airport property
in the past, the Draft EA indicates that a site survey would be required immediately before
construction begins to identify if any burrowing owls are present in the construction area, and, if
S0, obtain the required permits.



D. Kimball National Park Service, Everglades  F-2
and Dry Tortugas National Parks

Comment F-2A - Everglades National Park (ENP) is concerned that the increased number of
flights and more flights with larger planes would potentially increase noise levels over park
including existing and potential wilderness areas.

Response F-2A - As stated in Chapter 5 of the Draft EA, the Proposed Action would not
increase the number of aircraft arriving or departing TMB. In addition, Chapter 2 also states that
the Proposed Action would allow aircraft to fly non-stop to more distant locations. Therefore, the
planes arriving and departing TMB would be general aviation aircraft and not air carrier or cargo
aircraft. The general aviation departures to the west off the extended Runway 9R-27L would be
higher as a result of aircraft beginning their takeoff roll further east from ENP. For the general
aviation aircraft arriving from the west to Runway 9R-27L, aircraft have the potential of being
less than 100 feet lower over the closest point of ENP along the approach to the extended runway.
The aircraft will continue to remain at altitudes above 1,500 feet at this location. The Draft EA
identifies that at this point the DNL value are be as follows:

2005 -42.6 DNL

2009 No Action - 43.0 DNL

2009 With Proposed Action - 43.6 DNL

2015 No Action - 43.3

2015 With Proposed Action - 43.8 DNL

Comment F-2B - The ENP is concerned that an increase in the number of flights and more
flights with larger jet planes approaching and departing the airport would potentially diminish
natural soundscapes in the park.

Response F-2B — As indicated in the response to Comment F-2A, there would be no increase in
the number of aircraft arriving or departing TMB. In addition, Chapter 5 of the Draft EA
acknowledges that it is possible that the Proposed Action would result in a change in the fleet mix
at TMB. However, the change in fleet mix would not result in any perceptible changes to the
noise levels at locations off the Airport. Therefore, the natural soundscapes of ENP should not be
affected because the potential change in noise level as a result of the Proposed Action would be
imperceptible.

Comment F-2C - The ENP is concerned that an increase in the number of flights and more
flights with larger jet planes approaching and departing the airport would potentially diminish
natural lightscapes in the park.

Response F-2C - As indicated in the response to Comment F-2A, there would be no increase in
the number of aircraft arriving or departing TMB. In addition, Chapter 5 of the Draft EA
acknowledges that it is possible that the Proposed Action would result in a change in the fleet mix
at TMB. However, no change in the flight corridors would occur as a result of the Proposed
Action. Thus, there should be no change in the lightscape in ENP due to the Proposed Action.

Comment F-2D - The ENP is concerned that an increase in the number of flights and more
flights with larger jet planes approaching and departing the airport would potentially increase
visual impacts in the sky and viewshed in the park to visitors.

Response F-2D - As indicated in the response to Comment F-2A, there would be no increase in
the number of aircraft arriving or departing TMB. In addition, Chapter 5 of the Draft EA



acknowledges that it is possible that the Proposed Action would result in a change in the fleet mix
at TMB. However, no change in the flight corridors would occur as a result of the Proposed
Action. Thus, there should be no change in the viewshed in ENP due to the Proposed Action.

Comment F-2E - The ENP is concerned that an increase in the number of flights and more
flights with larger jet planes approaching and departing the airport would potentially adversely
impact bird behavior and health. This could be exacerbated by an increase in volume of air traffic.

Response F-2E - As indicated in the response to Comment F-2A, there would be no increase in
the number of aircraft arriving or departing TMB. In addition, Chapter 5 of the Draft EA
acknowledges that it is possible that the Proposed Action would result in a change in the fleet mix
at TMB. However, no change in the flight corridors would occur as a result of the Proposed
Action. Thus, with the same number of aircraft operating at TMB and the same flight corridors
being used, the Proposed Action should not affect bird behavior or health.

Comment F-2F - The ENP is concerned that threatened or endangered species would potentially
be affected by increased air traffic.

Response F-2F - As indicated in the response to Comment F-2A, there would be no increase in
the number of aircraft arriving or departing TMB. In addition, Chapter 5 of the Draft EA
acknowledges that it is possible that the Proposed Action would result in a change in the fleet mix
at TMB. However, the survey conducted at TMB indicated that no threatened or endangered
species exist at the Airport. Therefore, threatened or endangered species would not be affected by
the Proposed Action.

Comment F-2G - The health and safety of the public is also a concern with increased airplane
traffic and increased plane size. The proposed runway extension would potentially increase
impacts on human life and damages to the surrounding environments.

Response F-2G - As indicated in the response to Comment F-2A, there would be no increase in
the number of aircraft arriving or departing TMB. In addition, Chapter 5 of the Draft EA
acknowledges that it is possible that the Proposed Action would result in a change in the fleet mix
at TMB. The Chapter 5 Draft EA discusses the potential impacts to human life and damages to
the environment at TMB and in the TMB vicinity.

Comment F-2H - The ENP is concerned that an increase in the number of flights and more
flights with larger jet planes approaching and departing the airport would potentially interfere
with the scheduling and conducting of park overflights for a wide range of administrative and
management purposes. With potential conflicts between park needs and private jet needs, the park
is concerned with who would get the priority for air space and flight scheduling.

Response F-2H - As indicated in the response to Comment F-2A, there would be no increase in
the number of aircraft arriving or departing TMB. In addition, Chapter 5 of the Draft EA
acknowledges that it is possible that the Proposed Action would result in a change in the fleet mix
at TMB. However, the aircraft operating at TMB would continue to be aircraft in the general
aviation fleet and no air carrier or air cargo aircraft are expected as a result of the Proposed
Action. Thus, the scheduling and conducting of park overflights would not be affected by the
Proposed Action.

Comment F-21 — The ENP is concerned that the proposed runway extension would potentially
lead to secondary impacts from increased development west of Southwest 157" Avenue to Krome



Avenue and points westward. This increased development could potentially have adverse effects
on park resources.

Response F-21 — Section 4 of the Draft EA acknowledges that the western Urban Development
Boundary (UDB) is adjacent to the western boundary of the Airport. It is true that development
has been spreading westward through Miami-Dade County up to the UDB. In addition, the
decision to extend the UDB is that of the elected officials of Miami-Dade County. If the UDB is
extended westward, it would be expected that development similar to that which has already
occurred to the north, east and south of the Airport would occur to the west. Factors other than the
Proposed Action would be the catalyst for the movement of the UDB to the west and for any
development that would occur west of Southwest 157" Avenue.



STATE OF FLORIDA AGENCY COMMENTS

Kendall-Tamiami Airport Runway Extension EA

Name Adgency Letter No.

S. Mann Department of Environmental S-1
Protection

No Name South Florida Water S-2
Management District

No Name Florida Department of S-3
Transportation

F. Gaske Division of Historic Resources S-4
State Historic Preservation
Officer

STATE AGENCY CLEARINGHOUSE COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

S. Mann Department of Environmental S-1
Protection Clearinghouse Letter

Comment S-1A — The Elorida Department of Environmental Protection Southeast District
office expressed concerns regarding the potential effects of the Proposed Action on contaminated
areas, wetlands, and threatened and endangered species. There may be many sites of confirmed or
potential contamination located in the project area — each site should be identified, characterized
and mapped for later use. All construction activities should be planned and executed using
appropriate best management practices at all times. A review of the Florida, Formerly Used
Defense Sites (FUDS) inventory did not find Tamiami or Kendall-Tamiami Airport on the list.

Response S-1A — A review of potential contamination sites at the Airport was conducted and
noted that none occur in the project area. All construction activities will be executed using
appropriate best management practices.

A field survey for wetlands has been conducted and the results are included in the Draft EA. The
field survey has determined that no wetlands occur in the area where the runway extension would
occur. Therefore, no wetlands would be affected by the Proposed Action.

A site survey was conducted for listed species and the results are included in the Draft EA. No
Federally listed threatened or endangered species were observed. One species of special concern,
as identified by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC), was observed -
the burrowing owl. Since the burrowing owl has occurred on the Airport property in the past, the
Draft EA indicates that a site survey would be required immediately before construction begins to



identify if any burrowing owls are present in the construction area, and, if so, obtain the required
permits.

Comment S-1B — The South Florida Water Management District has indicated that an
Environmental Resource Permit (ERP) will be required for the proposed runway extension
project. The ERP application should address all stormwater facilities, existing and proposed,
within the Airport property. A Surface Water Management Permit (Permit Number 13-00938-S)
was previously issued on October 10, 1996 for conceptual approval of the master stormwater
management plan and future construction within areas of the Airport. The permit was also
granted for construction and operation of a series of projects noted in the letter. The ERP
application should include an updated master plan for the overall airport which will supercede the
previous plan.

If the proposed runway project involves the existing forested communities located on both the
eastern and western end of Runway 9R-27L, SWFMD environmental staff will need to determine
if any wetlands are present. If so, issues involving wetland preservation, impacts and mitigation
will also need to be addressed during the ERP application review process.

Response S-1B — An updated Stormwater Master Plan for the Airport that includes the Proposed
Action is being prepared. The updated ERP will include the Proposed Action.

A field survey for wetlands has been conducted and the results are included in the Draft EA. The
field survey has determined that no wetlands occur in the area where the runway extension would
occur. Therefore, no wetlands would be affected by the Proposed Action.

A site survey was conducted for listed species and the results are included in the Draft EA. No
Federally listed threatened or endangered species were observed. One species of special concern,
as identified by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC), was observed -
the burrowing owl. Since the burrowing owl has occurred on the Airport property in the past, the
Draft EA indicates that a site survey would be required immediately before construction begins to
identify if any burrowing owls are present in the construction area, and, if so, obtain the required
permits.

Comment S-1C — The Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT) indicated that the
proposed project should be included in the local comprehensive plan and airport layout plan. The
FDOT indicated that the project is not yet in the FDOT’s Five-Year Work Program and there is
no funding being requested by the agency at this time. After the project is accepted by the local
agency plan, it is important it be included in the Florida Aviation System Plan and Transportation
Improvement Program.

Response S-1C — The Miami-Dade County Comprehensive Development Master Plan (CDMP)
has identified TMB as a reliever to Miami International Airport and has indicated the need to
prepare a study for a future runway extension at TMB. In addition TMB’s Airport Layout Plan,
that includes the runway extension being analyzed in this EA, has been conceptually approved by
the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) pending the outcome of the EA.



F. Gaske Division of Historic Resources S-2
State Historic Preservation
Officer

Comment S-2A — The Division of Historic Resources State Historic Preservation Officer
indicated that a search of the Florida Master Site File (FMSF) state inventory and cultural
resource survey records and found no cultural resources recorded in the Areas of potential Effect
(Project Study Areas) identified on the map provided. According to our FMSF records, the
Kendall-Tamiami Executive Airport property has not been the subject of such a survey. The
project consultant should be responsible for identifying any cultural resources. One: the history of
the airport if developed more than 50 years ago and two: the potential for unidentified
archaeological sites in the Area of Potential Effect.

Response S-2A — A Cultural Resource Assessment Survey was completed and determined that
no cultural resources would be affected by the Proposed Action. The survey has been included in
the Draft EA.



LOCAL AGENCY COMMENTS

Kendall-Tamiami Airport Runway Extension EA

Name Agency Letter No.

C. Gonzalez South Florida Regional L-1

del Campo Planning Council

S. Terry Miccosukee Tribe of Indians L-2
Of Florida

Mark Oncavage Sierra Club, Miami Group L-3

Comment L-1A - The South Florida Regional Planning Council indicated that the project
must be consistent with the goals and policies of the Miami-Dade County Comprehensive
Development Master Plan (CDMP) and their corresponding land development regulations and to
coordinate with local governments regarding permitting.

Response L-1A — As stated in Chapter 4 of the Draft EA, the Proposed Action is consistent with
the goals and objectives of the CDMP. All permits required would be coordinated through the
appropriate Federal, state and local agencies.

Comment L-1B - The South Florida Regional Planning Council staff recommends impacts to
the natural systems be minimized to the greatest extent feasible and the sponsor determine the
extent that sensitive wildlife, marine life, and vegetative communities in the vicinity of the project
that require protection and or mitigation of disturbed habitat.

Response L-1B - A site survey was conducted for listed species and the results are included in
the Draft EA. No Federally listed threatened or endangered species were observed. One species of
special concern, as identified by the Florida Fish and Wildlife Conservation Commission (FWC),
was observed - the burrowing owl. Since the burrowing owl has occurred on the Airport property
in the past, the Draft EA indicates that a site survey would be required immediately before
construction begins to identify if any burrowing owls are present in the construction area, and, if
S0, obtain the required permits.

Comment L-1C - The South Florida Regional Planning Council indicates that the project is
located over the Biscayne Aquifer — a natural resource of regional significance in the Strategic
Regional Policy Plan (SRPP) for South Florida. The goals and policies of the SRPP should be
observed in making decisions regarding the project.

Response L-1C — A permit process with the South Florida Water Management District has been
initiated. During that permit process the measures to be taken to protect, conserve or enhance
water resources would be established. As described in the Draft EA, preliminary measures
include the construction of swales and stormwater detention to allow for groundwater recharge,
water quality improvement and surface water flow control.



S. Terry Miccosukee Tribe of Indians L-2
Of Florida

Comment L-2A- The Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida indicated that the Tribe’s only
concern would be if any cultural resources are affected by the Proposed Action. As such, the
Tribe requests that a Cultural Resources Assessment Survey be done. If no cultural resources are
found they indicated that they have no objection to proceed.

Response L-2 — A Cultural Resource Assessment Survey was completed and determined that no
cultural resources would be affected by the Proposed Action. The survey has been included in
the Draft EA.

Mark Oncavage Sierra Club, Miami Group L-3

Comment L-3A thru 3D- Mr. Mark Oncavage, Conservation Chair of the Sierra Club,
Miami Group addressed four major areas in his comment: Aviation Fuel (comments 1 through
8), Surface Transportation (comments 9 through 14), Farmlands (comments 15 through 18) and
Economics (comments 19 through 29). Please see Mr. Oncavage’s letter.

Response L-3A - With respect to fuel handling and storage, the Proposed Action does not
include any changes to the existing fuel facilities. There are no aboveground or underground fuel
lines or tanks that would be disturbed as a result of the construction of the Proposed Action. The
Draft EA acknowledges that the Proposed Action has the potential to accommodate aircraft that
can fly longer distances; therefore, some additional fuel is likely to be pumped at the Airport for
those aircraft that will be able to travel a longer distance. However, the amount of additional fuel
is expected to be small and no additional fuel storage or fuel distribution facilities are needed as a
result of the Proposed Action.

Response L-3B —The purpose of the runway extension is to allow longer non-stop trips for
general aviation jet aircraft departing the Airport. Thus, no off-Airport surface transportation
improvements are needed as a result of the Proposed Action.

Response L-3C — The runway extension would be constructed on existing Airport property and
would not involve the acquisition of any property. Therefore, no non-Airport owned properties
would be converted from agricultural uses to Airport uses. In addition, the Airport is with the
Urban Development Boundary (UDB) of Miami-Dade County. Pursuant to Paragraph
47(e)(16) of FAA Order 5050.4A, lands that are committed to urban development are by
definition not included as “prime” farmlands. Therefore, although this land currently is in
agricultural production, it is not classified as farmland.

The character of the farming community in western Miami-Dade County has changed over recent
years primarily as a result of extensive private development and the roadway infrastructure
necessary to support the commercial, industrial and residential development that has occurred in
the recent past.

Response L-3D — With respect to economics, the estimated cost of the runway extension is
approximately 10 million dollars. The components included in this estimate cost include the
following: the runway pavement, marking and lighting; taxiway pavement, marking and lighting;



relocation of approach lighting and navigation aids; and, associated stormwater management
facilities necessary to protect surface and ground water quality and flow. As stated in the Draft
EA, the runway extension is a project that has independent utility. This means that the
components of the runway extension (as described above) can be constructed without any other
on-Airport or off-Airport development occurring. The Proposed Action would be constructed
using aviation-related tax dollars. Any aircraft that have a range greater than the existing runway
length would allow could potentially benefit from the extension (if their destination was at a
greater distance than the current runway length would allow).
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