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8. ENVIRONMENTAL OVERVIEW

This section provides a general overview of the potential environmental consequences and environmental review
requirements associated with the Airport Development Plan projects recommended in this Master Plan. Prior to
implementation, each project must be reviewed by FAA in accordance with Section 743 of the 2024 FAA
Reauthorization Act (Section 743), which replaces Section 163 of the 2018 FAA Reauthorization Act (Section 163).
These reviews will determine whether FAA has a federal action and an environmental review is required in
accordance with NEPA.

Pursuant to Section 743, FAA reviews projects to determine whether the project is subject to FAA approval for airport
planning and environmental review purposes. Section 743 limits the FAA review and approval authority for ALPs to
those portions of the ALP or ALP revisions that:

®  Materially impact the safe and efficient operation of aircraft;
= Adversely affect the safety of people or property adjacent to the airport; and/or

= Adversely affect the value of prior federal investments to a significant extent.

Therefore, as part of FAA review of the DAL ALP, FAA will confirm which projects are subject to future NEPA review
associated with ALP approval. Projects may also be subject to NEPA review if a federal action other than ALP approval
is required, such as a federal funding decision or USDOT action related to review and approval of a land lease at the
Airport.

Projects subject to NEPA must be reviewed for potential environmental effects in accordance with NEPA
requirements and implementing guidance in FAA Orders 1050.1G, FAA National Environmental Policy Act
Implementing Procedures, and 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for
Airport Actions, or the latest versions of those Orders at the time of environmental review. A project is considered
ready for environmental review under NEPA when construction is expected to be initiated within a few years.
Construction should generally begin within 3 to 5 years after FAA issues a NEPA finding. A project’s required level
of environmental documentation depends on the project type, potential environmental effects of the project, and
types of environmental resources that the project has the potential to impact. The following are the three levels of
environmental documents prepared for NEPA compliance:

= Categorical Exclusion (CATEX): FAA Order 1050.1G specifies projects that typically do not result in a significant
adverse impact on the environment are eligible for a CATEX if no extraordinary circumstances1 are involved.
Documentation to support exclusion is prepared by the airport sponsor.

= Environmental Assessment (EA): An EA involves a concise evaluation of the potential environmental effects
of a project, including the proposed action and reasonable alternatives, and documents whether the project has
the potential to result in significant adverse impacts on the environment. The airport sponsor prepares an EA
for projects that are not eligible for a CATEX. If no significant adverse impacts were expected to occur, or if it
can be demonstrated that any potential adverse impacts could be mitigated to a level below significance, then
FAA may issue a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). If the adverse impacts cannot be mitigated below a

T FAA Order 1050.1G defines extraordinary circumstances as “factors or circumstances that indicate a normally categorically excluded action
may have a significant impact.”
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level of significance, then further analysis in the form of an environmental impact statement (EIS) may be
required.

= EIS: Historically, an EIS is prepared by the FAA and provides detailed analyses of the environmental effects of a
project. Guidance in FAA Order 1050.1G states that an EIS may be prepared by an airport sponsor or their
contractor under FAA's supervision. The EIS process provides full public disclosure of significant environmental
effects, identifies practicable alternatives that would avoid or minimize these adverse effects, and describes
mitigation for those effects that cannot be avoided.

8.1 PROJECTS POTENTIALLY ELIGIBLE FOR CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION

Table 8-1 lists the Airport Development Plan projects and cites relevant paragraphs in FAA Order 1050.1G that
define the potential eligibility for a NEPA CATEX. Some projects were determined to not likely be CATEX-eligible
because of the project’s scale or the presence of extraordinary circumstances. Furthermore, multiple projects may
be assessed together as a single “action” under NEPA if they are related (referred to as connected actions), and
these connected actions may or may not collectively meet the criteria for CATEX eligibility.? Therefore, Table 8-1 is
merely provided as a reference to support future consideration of NEPA review needs.

Exhibit 8-1 depicts the Airport Development Plan projects, along with the existing environmental resources,
including historic resources, wetlands, surface waters, floodplains, and USDOT Act, Section 4(f) resources? that are
located on or in proximity to the Airport, as defined in Chapter 2. The Airport Development Plan projects identified
in this section are subject to refinement in scope, as well as name and alphanumeric designation, based on
subsequent tasks in the master planning process, including the development of the CIP, financial plan, and ALP.

8.2 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

Known environmental issues relevant to development at DAL are summarized in Chapter 2. Based on these known
environmental issues and the anticipated potential effects of the Airport Development Plan projects, the following
environmental issues were identified as relevant to the future review of projects pursuant to NEPA:

= Aviation Emissions and Air Quality

= Biological Resources

= USDOT Act, Section 4(f) Resources

= Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention

= Historical, Architectural, Archeological, and Cultural Resources

= Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use

FAA Order 1050.1G defines a connected action as a separate federal action within the authority of FAA that is closely related to the
proposed agency action and should be addressed in a single environmental document because of the proposed agency action. Connected
actions are those that: (1) automatically trigger the separate federal action, which independently would require the preparation of additional
environmental documents; (2) cannot proceed unless the separate federal action is taken previously or simultaneously; or (3) are an
interdependent part of a larger federal action that includes a separate federal action, which mutually depend on the larger federal action for
their justification.

US Department of Transportation Act Section 4(f) Resources refer to significant publicly owned parks and recreation areas that are open to
the general public, publicly owned, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and public or privately owned historic sites.
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TABLE 8-1 POTENTIAL CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION ELIGIBILITY OF AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT PLAN
PROJECTS
PROJECT PRELIMINARY EVALUATION OF POTENTIALLY RELEVANT
D PROJECT NAME? CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION ELIGIBILITY? 1050.1G PARAGRAPH(S)*
T1 Terminal Headhouse Potentially Eligible B-2.4.h
T2 Terminal Concourse Potentially Eligible B-2.4.h
T3 Central Utility Plant (CUP) Expansion Potentially Eligible B-2.4.h
Al Terminal Apron Potentially Eligible B-24.e
A2 Remain Overnight (RON) / Deicing Potentially Eligible B-2.4.e
Apron
L1 Entrance Roadway Intersection Assumed Not Eligible N/A
L2 Curbside and Terminal Area Roadways | Potentially Eligible B.24.a
L3 Garage D Potentially Eligible B-2.4.f
B-2.4.h
B-2.3.
L4 Landside Facility Development Potentially Eligible; however, extraordinary B-2.4.h
circumstances and project scale may preclude | g- 3
eligibility
L5 Landside Facility Development Potentially Eligible; however, extraordinary B-2.4.n
circumstances and project scale may preclude |B-2.4.n
eligibility
S1 General Use Building (GUB) Potentially Eligible B-2.4.h
(Provisioning, Cargo, and GSE
Maintenance)
S2 Triturator Potentially Eligible B-2.4.f
S3 Centralized Receiving and Distribution | Potentially Eligible B-2.4.h
Center (CRDQC)
S4 Airport Maintenance Facilities Potentially Eligible B-2.4.f
B-2.4.h
NOTES:

GSE - Ground Service Equipment
N/A — Not Applicable (project does not align with a categorical exclusion—eligible project, as defined in Federal Aviation Administration [FAA] Order 1050.1G)
1 T-Terminal; A - Airside; S —Support Facility; L — Landside
2 Certain projects listed separately in this table may be combined for National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review if they are connected. This may affect
categorical exclusion (CATEX) eligibility.
3 CATEX eligibility was determined based on each project being evaluated as an independent project. Projects are eligible for a CATEX if they meet the requirements
set forth in the cited paragraphs of FAA Order 1050.1G, and no extraordinary circumstances exist (as listed in Appendix B of FAA Order 1050.1G). CATEX eligibility
should be reassessed when individual projects or groups of projects are ready for environmental review and should include coordination with FAA to confirm

eligibility.

4 Cited paragraphs in FAA Order 1050.1G.
SOURCES: US Department of Transportation, Federal Aviation Administration, Order 1050.1G, FAA National Environmental Policy Act Implementing Procedures, June
30, 2025; US Department of Transportation, Federal Aviation Administration, Order 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions
for Airport Actions, April 28, 2006; Ricondo & Associates, Inc., July 2025.
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EXHIBIT 8-1 AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT PLAN AND EXISTING ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS

NOTE:

RCRA — Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

SOURCES: Nearmap, 2025 aerial photography — for visual reference only, may not be to scale); City of Dallas, Department of Aviation, Dallas Love Field Airport Layout Plan, June 2019 (Airport property boundary); City of Dallas, Department of Aviation, August 2023 (floodplain); US Census Bureau, 2023 (roadways, water); Esri, November 2024 (parks); Nearmap, 2023
(aerial photography — for visual reference only, may not be to scale); US Environmental Protection Agency, August 2023 (hazardous materials sites); US Fish and Wildlife Service, August 2023 (wetlands); Ricondo & Associates, Inc., 2025 (Airport development plan).
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Table 8-2 identifies the environmental resource categories for which Airport Development Plan project
implementation may affect and require further analysis during future environmental review. Table 8-2 and the text
following the table also identify/discuss the evaluation of relevant environmental resource categories for each
Airport Development Plan project. The environmental resource effects identified are preliminary and are provided
solely as an initial indication of issues that may warrant more detailed analysis, or, at minimum, qualitative discussion
during a future NEPA review. Unless explicitly stated, the identification of a resource in this context does not confirm
its presence and is not intended to suggest adverse impacts will occur; rather, this section highlights environmental
resource categories that should be evaluated as part of the NEPA process. Additional environmental resources may
also be identified during the project scoping process that would require further NEPA analysis.

8.2.1 AVIATION EMISSIONS AND AIR QUALITY

USEPA classifies Dallas County as Severe-15 nonattainment for the 8-hour ozone 2008 standard and Serious
nonattainment for the 8-hour ozone 2015 standard.* Dallas County is designated as attainment for all other criteria
pollutants. In accordance with criteria established by USEPA, the FAA has identified actions that are presumed to
conform to a SIP for the NAAQS. Actions that meet the presumed-to-conform definitions would be exempt from
the General Conformity requirements under the Clean Air Act. If an Airport Development Plan project is not exempt,
then consideration of construction and operational emissions would be necessary to determine whether emissions
from these activities would cause pollutant concentrations to exceed thresholds established for one or more of the
NAAQS.

Projects listed as “likely” in the air quality column in Table 8-2 may result in temporary emissions from construction
activities or long-term changes in operational emissions (e.g., operation of new buildings or other changes affecting
aircraft and vehicle emissions). For example, the Airport Development Plan projects that include the construction of
RON positions may change aircraft taxiing distances on the airfield. Thus, it is anticipated that analysis would be
required to determine whether operations with implementation of the project(s) would cause pollutant
concentrations to exceed de minimis thresholds and potentially be regionally significant. If a project would exceed
de minimis thresholds, then a conformity determination would be required. If project emissions would not exceed
de minimis thresholds or be regionally significant, then FAA can determine that the General Conformity Rule does
not apply, and no further analysis or documentation would be required.

8.2.2 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

As discussed in Chapter 2, several undeveloped areas on-Airport and adjacent to Airport property, including
Bachman Lake, Bachman Lake Park, and Bachman Creek Greenbelt, may provide habitat for federally and/or state-
listed endangered and threatened species; however, these areas are isolated by surrounding development, including
the DAL airfield, state and local highways and roadways. These undeveloped areas were not surveyed as part of the
Master Plan process to determine the presence of listed species. Therefore, potential effects on endangered and
threatened species should be considered in future NEPA reviews for all projects that have the potential to disturb
undeveloped areas, including maintained, unpaved areas on the airfield and landside. Projects disturbing small,
landscaped strips adjacent to pavement may only require a qualitative discussion and not a detailed analysis during
future NEPA reviews. As part of future environmental reviews (i.e, NEPA processing, environmental permitting),
current lists of federally and state-listed species should be obtained, and coordination should be conducted with
USFWS and TPWD, as appropriate.

4 US Environmental Protection Agency, Green Book, Texas Nonattainment/Maintenance Status for Each County by Year for All Criteria
Pollutants, https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/anayo_tx.html (accessed May 25, 2025).
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TABLE 8-2 POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES ASSOCIATED WITH THE AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT PLAN PROJECTS

CATEGORIES FOR WHICH CONSTRUCTION/ACTIVITY

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES/ISSUES POTENTIALLY PRESENT' CHANGES MAY REQUIRE ASSESSMENT
PROJECT USDOT ACT, SECTION 4(F) AVIATION EMISSIONS AND
ID? PROJECT NAME BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES RESOURCES? HAZARDOUS MATERIALS HISTORICAL RESOURCES? SOCIOECONOMICS WATER RESOURCES* AIR QUALITY
T1 Terminal Headhouse No Yes® Yes Yes® No No Likely Not Likely
T2 Terminal Concourse No Yes® Yes Yes® No No Likely Likely
T3 Central Utility Plant (CUP) Expansion No No Yes No No No Likely Not Likely
A1l Terminal Apron No No No No No No Potentially Presumed to Likely
Conform®
A2 Remain Overnight (RON) / Deicing Yes Yes® No Yes® No Yes Potentially Presumed to Likely
Apron Conform®
L1 Entrance Roadway Intersection No No Yes No Yes No Likely Not Likely
L2 Curbside and Terminal Area No No Yes No No No Likely Not Likely
Roadways
L3 Garage D No No No No No No Likely Not Likely
L4 Landside Facility Development® Yes No Yes No No No Likely Not Likely
L5 Landside Facility Development® No Yes’ Yes Yes’ Yes Yes Likely Likely
S1 General Use Building (GUB) No No No No No No Potentially Presumed to Not Likely
(Provisioning, Cargo, and GSE Conform?
Maintenance)
S2 Triturator No No No No No No Not Likely Not Likely
S3 Centralized Receiving and No No No No No No Likely Not Likely
Distribution Center (CRDC)
S4 Airport Maintenance Facilities Yes Yes No No No Yes Likely Not Likely

NOTES:

GSE - Ground Service Equipment

USDOT — US Department of Transportation

"Yes" indicates the project may affect the environmental resource based on the proposed project footprint and known existing environmental conditions.

“No” indicates the project is not anticipated to affect the environmental resource based on the proposed project footprint and known existing environmental conditions.

“Likely” indicates an assessment of potential impacts is likely to be needed based on the project definition.

“Not Likely” indicates an assessment of potential impacts is not likely to be needed based on the project definition.

1 The identification of potential environmental issues reflects a qualitative, planning-level review of available environmental conditions; additional review and analysis may be needed for National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) processing.

2 T-Terminal; A - Airside; S —Support Facility; L — Landside

3 Airport Development Plan projects with the potential to affect historical resources would likely require review of potential effects to US Department of Transportation (USDOT) Act, Section 4(f) resources, and visual effects. For the purposes of simplifying Table 8-2, a "Yes" to historic resources in this table assumes a "Yes" to USDOT Act, Section 4(f) resources,
and visual effects.

4 Potential effects to surface waters include all indirect effects to waters (e.g., runoff); potential wetland effects equate to direct impacts to wetlands. Refer to Table 8-3 for further information regarding specific water resources that may be affected by individual Airport Development Plan projects.

These projects are in areas identified by the Texas Historical Commission as containing three historical markers: Love Field Historical Marker, Texas' First Airmail and Passenger Service Historical Marker, and Oath of Office of President Johnson Historical Marker. Given the presence of these markers in the Texas Historical Commission database, coordination and

consultation with the commission would likely be required to determine whether these markers qualify as historic resources.

The project may meet the definition of a “presumed to conform action,” as described in 72 Federal Register 41565 (July 30, 2007), under Section lI1.3, “Non-Runway Pavement Work,” page 41571. Combined non-runway pavement projects may exceed size limitations as stipulated in 72 Federal Register 41565 (July 30, 2007).

The project has the potential to disturb undeveloped areas, which could potentially affect archeological resources.

The project may meet the definition of a “presumed to conform action,” as described in 72 Federal Register 41565 (July 30, 2007), under Section 1I1.10, “Airport Maintenance Facilities,” page 41577.

As indicated in Table 8-1, the locations L4 and L5, remote parking facility and Consolidated Rent-a-Car (ConRAC) facility may be interchanged based on further refinements during the planning and/or implementation phases. The environmental resource categories identified are specific to each project location; therefore, if the locations are switched, the

associated resource categories would be exchanged accordingly and would require re-evaluation.

SOURCE: Ricondo & Associates, Inc., July 2025.

1%
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There are no critical habitats for federally listed species on the Airport; however, there are several federally listed
endangered, threatened, proposed endangered/threatened, and/or candidate species that have the potential to
occur on or adjacent to Airport property and would need to be reviewed on a project-by-project basis. Airport
Development Plan projects with the potential to clear vegetation on undeveloped areas would require coordination
with FAA, USFWS, and TPWD as part of the NEPA process, prior to any vegetation clearing during nesting months
or work near water resources. USFWS and/or TPWD may require species surveys as part of this process. Species that
have the potential to occur on or adjacent to Airport property include the following:

= Tricolored Bat (Perimyotis subflavus) — Proposed Endangered

®m  Golden Cheeked Warbler (Setophaga chrysoparia) — Endangered

m  Piping Plover (Charadrius melodus) — Threatened

= Red Knot (Calidris canutus rufa) — Threatened

= Whooping Crane (Grus americana) — Endangered

= Alligator Snapping Turtle (Macrochelys temminckii) — Proposed Threatened
= Texas Fawnsfoot (Truncilla macrodon) — Proposed Threatened

= Texas Heelsplitter (Potamilus amphichaenus) — Proposed Endangered

®=  Monarch Butterfly (Danaus Plexippus) — Candidate

8.2.3 US DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ACT, SECTION 4(f) RESOURCES

No publicly owned parks, recreational areas, wildlife and waterfowl| refuges of national, state, or local significance
or historic resources that are eligible for listing or are currently listed on the NRHP are located within the Airport
boundary. However, Bachman Lake, Bachman Lake Park, and Bachman Creek Greenbelt are located in close
proximity to Airport Development Plan Project S4. Four Texas Historical Commission state documented historic sites
are located on Airport property: Love Field Historical Marker, Texas’ First Airmail and Passenger Service Historical
Marker, Oath of Office of President Johnson Historical Marker, and Frontiers of Flight Museum (see Section 8.2.5 for
more details). There are no Airport Development Plan projects in the vicinity of the Frontiers of Flight Museum site.
Two projects would occur in the vicinity of the historical markers, as identified in Table 8-2, both under the “USDOT
Act, Section 4(f) Resources” and "Historical Resources” columns. Additionally, two projects have the potential to
disturb undeveloped areas, which could potentially affect archeological resources. These areas and associated
Airport Development Plan projects are identified in Table 8-2 as potentially having a Section 4(f) resource impact.

A Section 4(f) analysis would focus on the potential for Airport Development Plan projects to have a physical or
constructive use of Section 4(f) resources. A physical use of a resource involves the physical taking through purchase
or easement of the property, physical occupation of a portion or all of the property, or alteration of structures or
facilities on the property. A constructive use of a resource may occur when a proposed action affects the resource
by means of noise, air pollution, water pollution, or other impacts; dissipates the aesthetic value; harms wildlife; or
restricts access, thereby taking the resource in a practical sense.

FAA may approve a project requiring the use of a Section 4(f) resource only if (1) there is no prudent and feasible
alternative to using that land, and (2) the project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the land or
historic site resulting from the use. FAA may make a de minimis impact determination with respect to a physical use
of a Section 4(f) resource if, after considering any measures to minimize harm, a determination that the project
would not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes qualifying a park, recreation area, or wildlife or

Master Plan | 8-7 | Environmental Overview



DALLAS LOVE FIELD DECEMBER 2025
FINAL

waterfowl refuge for protection under Section 4(f) is made, or a Section 106 finding of no adverse effect for historic
resources has been concurred upon by FAA and SHPO. A Section 106 finding of an adverse effect on historic
resources precludes FAA from making a de minimis finding. If neither of these occur, FAA must prepare a Section 4(f)
evaluation of the affected resource. For Airport Development Plan projects, the Section 106 evaluation and SHPO
coordination will determine whether a project would have an adverse effect.

If a Section 4(f) evaluation is required, the evaluation must sufficiently explain the purpose of and need for the
project and evaluate whether there is a feasible and prudent alternative that would avoid the use of the Section 4(f)
property. If the Section 4(f) evaluation concludes there are no feasible and prudent alternatives to the use of Section
4(f) property, then the evaluation must also document that the project includes all possible planning to minimize
harm to Section 4(f) property. The FAA finding of the Section 4(f) evaluation is incorporated into the NEPA
evaluation.

8.2.4 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS, SOLID WASTE, AND POLLUTION PREVENTION

The primary types of hazardous materials at the Airport include fuels and lubricants that are stored at utility,
equipment, and maintenance facilities at the Airport. No CERCLA sites are located at the Airport; however, there are
multiple active RCRA sites that are regulated by USEPA. A potential hazardous materials effect was identified for
projects that have the potential to disturb known hazardous materials sites and/or if operations with project
implementation would involve the use, transport, or storage of hazardous materials, such as fueling operations.

As Airport Development Plan projects are implemented, the NEPA documentation should identify and evaluate the
proximity of any projects to known contamination sites, including those tracked by TCEQ. NEPA documentation for
Airport Development Plan projects located on or within proximity to a contamination site should include a discussion
of the site (including its location, owner/operator, and type and extent of the contamination, as applicable), distance
and orientation of the contamination relative to the project location, and regulatory status of the contamination
(including a description of any cleanup activities). Further environmental documentation should identify all
applicable federal, state, and local laws and regulations governing the procedures for addressing unexpected,
contaminated soils encountered during construction.

8.2.5 HISTORICAL, ARCHITECTURAL, ARCHEOLOGICAL, AND CULTURAL
RESOURCES

There are no historic sites or properties listed on the NRHP within or surrounding Airport property. However, as
noted in Chapter 2 and Section 8.2.3, four state-designed historic sites do occur on Airport property:

= Love Field Historical Marker (Atlas No. 5113012983) — historical marker noting the City of Dallas’s early
aviation efforts

= Texas’ First Airmail and Passenger Service Historical Marker (Atlas No. 513006894) — historical marker
highlighting the first airmail and passenger service flights in Texas history

=  Oath of Office of President Johnson Historical Marker (Atlas No. 5113006805) — historical marker
identifying the general location of Vice President Lyndon Baines Johnson as he took the oath of office to become
the 36th President of the United States

= Frontiers of Flight Museum (Atlas No. 4200000532) — educational facility that presents aviation and space
history

There are no Airport Development Plan projects in the vicinity of the Frontiers of Flight Museum. While two projects
occur in the vicinity of the location of the historical markers, it is assumed that coordination with the Texas Historical
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Commission would result in the replacement of these markers in the proposed new facilities; those projects are
identified in Table 8-2.

In addition to the state-designated historic sites, the Braniff Centre, a multi-use facility redeveloped in 2019 and
formerly the Braniff International Airways Headquarters, was previously determined eligible for listing in the NRHP,
although it is not formally listed. No Airport Development Plan projects are located in the vicinity of the Braniff
Centre.

Additionally, potential effects to archeological resources may need to be considered for projects that have the
potential to disturb undeveloped areas, including unpaved areas on the airfield and landside, as noted in
Table 8-2. All projects that would disturb soil would require coordination with SHPO and Native American Tribes to
evaluate the potential for archeological effects. Projects disturbing small, landscaped strips adjacent to pavement
may only require a qualitative discussion and not a detailed analysis during future SHPO consultation and NEPA
review.

8.2.6 NOISE AND NOISE-COMPATIBLE LAND USE

Noise and noise-compatible land use analyses would be anticipated for projects that have the potential to change
runway use or the number or routing of aircraft flight paths or change the fleet mix operating at the Airport.
Although no projects were identified that would directly affect aircraft operations, such as a new runway, Airport
Development Plan projects that change the taxiway configuration or involve terminal gates, hangars, or aircraft
maintenance facilities have the potential to change aircraft taxiing patterns and affect aircraft runway use. As such,
these Airport Development Plan projects are identified in Table 8-2 as likely in need of qualitatively addressing noise
but not likely to require a full aircraft noise analysis. Future environmental reviews of these projects may need to
include evaluation of whether changes to aircraft runway use or flight paths or the number of aircraft operations
may occur, and whether those changes significantly change the noise environment in the Airport vicinity. Projects
that may change the noise environment would require an evaluation of aircraft noise as part of the NEPA process.
Additionally, impacts of construction activities and roadway traffic noise on the surrounding community would need
to be considered.

8.2.7 SOCIOECONOMICS AND CHILDREN'S HEALTH AND SAFETY RISKS

Under the category of socioeconomics and children’s health and safety risks, the potential for effects was identified
for Airport Development Plan projects in Table 8-2 if the project has the potential to change surface traffic patterns
that could disrupt local traffic patterns and substantially reduce the LOS on area roadways. In general, a project was
identified in Table 8-2 as “yes” under socioeconomic effects if it met one or more of the following conditions:

® The project is a new or relocated roadway that introduces new connections to or changes connections with the
off-Airport surface roadway network.

= The project is a facility in a new on-Airport location that has the potential to change traffic patterns on area
roadways, based on the location of the new facility and connection to the off-Airport surface roadway network.

An evaluation under NEPA may require surface traffic analyses to evaluate LOS along roadway segments and at
roadway intersections to identify the changes associated with the Airport Development Plan projects. Furthermore,
given the proximity of existing residential communities to the Airport, the DoA should consider, and may need to

> As shown on Exhibit 8-1, historical markers are located at the Danny L. Bruce Flag Plaza, the official Texas Historical Commission designated
site.
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evaluate, any anticipated changes to traffic patterns resulting from Airport Development Plan projects. These
changes could lead to traffic being diverted to streets not accustomed to or designed for such volumes, potentially
increasing congestion and adversely affecting nearby residents and their daily activities.

8.2.8 WATER RESOURCES

Table 8-3 indicates projects that have the potential to affect wetland, surface water, and floodplain resources, as
described in the following subsections.

8.2.8.1 WETLANDS

As shown on Exhibit 8-1, the footprint of one Airport Development Plan project, Airport Maintenance Facilities (S4),
is located in proximity to an area identified as wetlands. Wetland delineations and direct wetland impacts must be
evaluated by USACE and TPWD, and NEPA documentation must describe efforts to avoid and minimize wetland
impacts. Furthermore, indirect effects to wetlands must be addressed by demonstrating appropriate stormwater
management controls to minimize any effects on wetland water quality.

Table 8-3 identifies projects with the potential to impact water resources, including wetlands. For wetland impacts
associated with water quality, the DoA would be required to obtain permits associated with Section 401 of the CWA
and applicable local permits. Additionally, a public notice, comment period, and mitigation plan are needed to meet
the requirements of Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands, and USDOT Order 5660.1A, Preservation of the
Nation's Wetlands. The development of Airport Development Plan projects may require both state and federal
permits. Based on the locations of the Airport Development Plan projects, direct impacts to wetlands are not
anticipated, and it is not expected that a permit associated with Section 404 of the CWA would be required.

Field visits to determine the absence or presence of wetlands for Airport Development Plan projects in previously
undeveloped areas are recommended to determine potential impacts, survey requirements, and the necessary
permits that would be required. Those projects occurring in undeveloped areas are identified in Table 8-3.

8.2.8.2 SURFACE WATERS

Several Airport Development Plan projects, including apron developments, roadway improvements, and facility
developments, would be in proximity to surface water resources and/or increase impervious surface area on Airport
property. Potential impacts to existing stormwater drainage infrastructure should be reviewed during Airport
Development Plan project development.

Table 8-3 identifies Airport Development Plan projects that would be adjacent to surface water resources and/or
include new development in previously undeveloped areas, resulting in new impervious surfaces on the Airport.
NEPA documentation will need to identify and describe future stormwater management strategies to demonstrate
the minimization of effects on water quality and quantity. Airport stormwater infrastructure improvements will need
to be considered both as part of individual projects and holistically for the Airport property to accommodate the
overall impervious surface increases as a result of the Airport Development Plan projects.
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TABLE 8-3 AIRPORT DEVELOPMENT PLAN PROJECTS WITH POTENTIAL WATER RESOURCES EFFECTS
POTENTIAL WATER RESOURCES EFFECTS'

PROJECT
ID? PROJECT NAME WETLANDS SURFACE WATERS FLOODPLAINS
T1 Terminal Headhouse No No No
T2 Terminal Concourse No No No
T3 Central Utility Plant (CUP) Expansion No No No
Al Terminal Apron No No No
A2 Remain Overnight (RON) / Deicing Apron No Yes? No
L1 Entrance Roadway Intersection No No No
L2 Curbside and Terminal Area Roadways No No No
L3 Garage D No No No
L4 Landside Facility Development* No No No
L5 Landside Facility Development* No Yes® Yes
S1 General Use Building (GUB) (Provisioning, No No No
Cargo, and GSE Maintenance)
S2 Triturator No No No
S3 Centralized Receiving and Distribution No No No
Center (CRDQ)
S4 Airport Maintenance Facilities Yes Yes Yes
NOTES:

GSE - Ground Service Equipment

1 Potential effects to surface waters include all indirect effects to waters (e.g., runoff); potential wetland effects equate to direct impacts to wetlands.

2 T-Terminal; A - Airside; S —Support Facility; L — Landside

3 Project includes a potential increase of impervious surfaces.

4 As indicated in Table 8-1, the locations L4 and L5, remote parking facility and Consolidated Rent-a-Car (ConRAC) facility may be interchanged based on further
refinements during the planning and/or implementation phases. The environmental resource categories identified are specific to each project location; therefore,
if the locations are switched, the associated resource categories would be exchanged accordingly and would require re-evaluation.

SOURCE: Ricondo & Associates, Inc., June 2025.

8.2.8.3 FLOODPLAINS

Although no projects occur in the 100-year floodplain, two Airport Development Plan projects, identified in Table
8-3 and shown on Exhibit 8-1, would be in proximity to and would have the potential to affect areas designated as
100-year floodplains. Advanced planning and design of projects that have the potential to affect floodplains should
explore the ability to avoid or minimize floodplain impacts, if possible. If a project would occur within an area
designated as a 100-year floodplain, and no practicable alternative siting for the project exists, then a floodplain
encroachment would occur. A floodplain encroachment would require public notification as part of the NEPA
process. FAA defines a significant floodplain encroachment as an encroachment that results in one or more of the
following:

= A considerable probability of loss of human life;

m  Future, extensive damage that would interrupt airport service or use of the proposed runway or other proposed
airport facility; and/or

= A notable, adverse effect on the affected floodplain’s natural and beneficial values.s

6 US Department of Transportation, Federal Aviation Administration, Order 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing
Instructions for Airport Actions, April 28, 2006.
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A floodplain encroachment is not necessarily considered a significant environmental impact under NEPA. FAA may
approve a project involving a floodplain encroachment upon finding that no practicable alternatives are available,
and that the project will include measures to minimize harm. The NEPA documentation should explain any
alternatives that were analyzed, provide justification for locating the project in a floodplain as the only practicable
alternative, and identify applicable mitigation measures, as appropriate, to minimize potential adverse effects to the
natural and beneficial floodplain values. Development within the 100-year floodplain must satisfy the public notice
and comment requirements of Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management, and USDOT Order 5650.2, Floodplain
Management and Protection. Areas outside the 100-year floodplain are considered areas of minimal flood hazard
and public notification is not required.

8.3 OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

Other environmental resource categories identified in FAA Order 1050.1G are not addressed in this section.
Specifically, farmlands, coastal resources, groundwater, and wild and scenic rivers are not present on or within the
vicinity of Airport property. Other resource categories are not discussed in detail, including land use, natural
resources and energy supply, and visual effects. This is because Airport Development Plan projects are not expected
to involve extraordinary circumstances associated with these categories or affect these resources, given the practices
the DoA would undertake to comply with local, state, and federal regulations and guidance on these matters.

8.4 ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESSING STRATEGY

The ALP depicts Airport Development Plan projects, identified during the master planning process, which are
reasonably foreseeable over the 20-year planning horizon. FAA environmental approval of planned facilities
depicted on an ALP can be either conditional or unconditional. Conditional approval applies to projects that require
further environmental review before being undertaken. Unconditional approval is granted when NEPA compliance
has been achieved for all projects depicted on the ALP. The ALP submitted to FAA containing Master Plan Airport
Development Plan projects is subject to conditional approval. Individual implementation projects, or groups of
projects, will then be subject to NEPA analysis to obtain unconditional approval of the portion(s) of the ALP depicting
those projects.

When determining the environmental review needs associated with Airport Development Plan projects, the
dependencies among projects must be considered. Connected projects must be considered in the same
environmental review document (e.g., EA). Per FAA Order 1050.1G:

= Connected actions are closely related actions that:

— (a) Automatically trigger the separate federal action, which independently would require the preparation of
additional environmental documents;

— (b) Cannot proceed unless the separate federal action is taken previously or simultaneously; or

— (c) Are an interdependent part of a larger federal action that includes a separate federal action, which
mutually depend on the larger federal action for their justification.

When proceeding with environmental review and approval of projects that have the potential to be connected to
other projects, independent utility must be demonstrated if those potentially connected projects are not considered.

Coordination with FAA and other stakeholders (e.g., agencies with jurisdiction over affected resources) should occur
well in advance of the need for environmental approval to determine how NEPA compliance can be achieved,
including identifying any protocols and analyses required to support a compliance determination. Environmental
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processing is limited to 2 years for an EIS and 1 year for an EA;” however, complex projects may require longer
timeframes, which can be accommodated via FAA written approval. Projects eligible for a CATEX can be processed
more quickly (typically 3 to 6 months). Projects requiring permits from other agencies often require additional time
after NEPA processing to obtain the necessary permits. If applicable, the environmental processing timeline should
include this permit processing time.

As the anticipated timing for the Airport Development Plan projects is further evaluated and refined, the
environmental factors identified in this section, as well as other emerging environmental issues, should be reflected
in the NEPA processing strategy. Ongoing collaboration with FAA regarding updates and refinements to future
project assumptions, such as timing and anticipated impacts, will be critical to maintaining and refining a NEPA
processing strategy and associated timeline.

7 National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 4336a, as amended through P.L. 118-5 (June 3, 2023).
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