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. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this Finding of No Significant Impact and Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) is to briefly
present the reasons why the approval of Federal actions supporting the proposed Taxiway E extension at
Drake Field Airport (FYV), which serves the city of Fayetteville, Arkansas, will not have a significant effect on
the human environment. The City of Fayetteville, the owner of the airport, requested the following Federal
actions:

e Unconditional approval of portions of the Airport Layout Plan (ALP) that depict the Proposed Project
subject to Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) review and approval pursuant to 49 USC §
47107(a)(16).

e Determinations under 49 U.S.C. §§ 47106 and 47107 relating to the eligibility of the Proposed Action
for federal funding.

The FAA is the Federal agency responsible for the approval of the proposed federal actions outlined above
and analyzed in the Environmental Assessment (EA). The FAA has determined that the Proposed Action
will have no significant impact on the human environment.

Attached to this FONSI/ROD is the EA on which the finding is made.
. SUMMARY

The EA was prepared pursuant to the provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969
and the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 C.F.R. Parts 1500-1508). Additionally, the
EA meets the guidelines identified in FAA Orders 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures
and 5050.4B, NEPA Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions.

No thresholds of significance were found to be exceeded in the EA. After review of the EA and other
supporting documentation, the FAA determined that a FONSI/ROD was justified for the proposed airport
improvements.

The EA was released for public and agency review with local citizens encouraged to provide comments.
Notice of availability of the EA and an opportunity to request a public hearing was advertised in the local
paper and on a website specifically designed for this purpose.



lll. BACKGROUND

Drake Field Airport is a public use airport located southeast of the city of Fayetteville, Arkansas just east of
US Highway 71. The airport is owned and operated by the city of Fayetteville and is approximately 631
acres in size. Aircraft utilizing the east side of the airport currently have to back-taxi or cross the runway
creating safety issues.

IV. PURPOSE AND NEED

The Airport’s 2015 Airport Layout Drawing (ALD) and 2023 Draft Airport Master Plan Update (MPU) shows
the extension of Taxiway E from the Taxiway D connector to Taxiway B3 connector opposite Runway 16/34.
Aircraft utilizing the east side of the airport currently have to back-taxi or cross the runway creating safety
issues. Alignment alternatives were examined when considering runway crossing and back taxiing from the
east side of the airport.

A. Need for the Proposed Project

The need for the Proposed Action is described in Chapter 2 in the EA. The need is supported based on Drake
Field Airport’s role as a general aviation airport and is considered important to the city of Fayetteville and
Northwest Arkansas. In order to allow Drake Field Airport to continue to fulfill its assigned role, it needs to be
able to provide a safe operating environment. To help do that, the airport needs to provide a fully functional
and compliant parallel taxiway to provide safety for arriving and departing aircraft utilizing the east side of the
airfield and provide direct access to the Runway 34 end.

B. Purpose of the Proposed Project

The proposed solution to the need is to extend the partial parallel taxiway on the east side of Runway 16/34
as presented in the most recent ALD. All elements associated with the proposed solution are described in
Chapter 3 in the EA.

V. ALTERNATIVES

The FAA explored and objectively evaluated reasonable alternatives that were considered practical and
feasible in meeting the purpose and need. Chapter 3 of the EA describes the alternatives considered to
meet the airport’s purpose and need.

Three alternatives were proposed in the EA. These consisted of the Proposed Action, Alternative 2, and the
No Action Alternative. A detailed explanation of each alternative is provided in the EA and will not be repeated
herein. Note that the No Action Alternative is always required to be analyzed in accordance with the CEQ
regulations 40 CFR § 1502.14.

The FAA has determined in this FONSI/ROD that the Proposed Action is the FAA’s preferred and selected
alternative. In arriving at this decision, the FAA considered all pertinent factors, including the environmental
impacts as well as the FAA statutory charter in the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, to encourage
and foster the development of civil aeronautics (49 U.S.C. § 40101).

VI. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

A. Potential Impact Resource Categories

The EA analyzed relevant environmental categories based on FAA Order 5050.4B, “National Environmental
Policy Act Implementing Instructions for Airport Projects” (NEPA). Those resource categories that the
selected alternative has the potential to impact are discussed below. Any mitigation measures proposed



are discussed in Section VIII.

i.  Air Quality
The Proposed Action slightly alters aircraft taxi times and will not affect future aircraft activity or operations,
and changes in runway use patterns. Temporary increases in emissions resulting from construction activities
may occur for a limited period of time. This temporary increase will not rise to the level of significance.

ii. Biological Resources
The Proposed Action would directly affect approximately 7.9 acres of herbaceous vegetation. The Proposed
Action will have no effect on some federally listed species and may affect, not likely to adversely affect
remaining federally listed species. The Proposed Action would not jeopardize the continued existence of
proposed and candidate federal species. Table 4 in the EA provides an impact summary for federally listed
species habitat.

iiii. Climate
Based on only a temporary influence on greenhouse gases (GHGs) during construction, no significant
environmental impacts are expected concerning climate. The proposed construction activities are expected
to include a temporary increase in GHG emissions; however, this increase will have minimal impacts to
emissions of GHGs and any emissions of GHGs as a result of the proposed construction and development
activities would be considered negligible compared to the annual U.S. emissions of GHGs. GHG emissions
will not rise to the level of significance.

iv. Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention
The Proposed Action would have no direct impacts to known hazardous materials, solid waste, or hazardous
waste sites. Short-term and temporary impacts may occur as a result of construction activities. Construction
best management practices will be implemented during construction. Any waste generated will be handled
according to applicable local, state, and federal guidelines.

V. Historical, Architectural, Archeological, and Cultural Resources
The Proposed Action will have no impacts to historic, architectural, archaeological, or cultural resources sites
listed on or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places. Tribal Historic Preservation Officers
were provided opportunity to comment. No comments were received.

vi. Land Use
All elements of the Proposed Action are located on airport-owned property. The Proposed Action will not
affect land use around the airport. No conflicts in land use planning are anticipated according to the Airport
Layout Drawing (ALD). No direct or indirect land use changes are anticipated.

Vii. Natural Resources and Energy
No adverse effects or exceedances of local or regional natural resources and energy supplies are anticipated.
As the Proposed Action would extend Taxiway E and other proposed improvements do not require extensive
energy demands, no substantial changes in energy requirements would result from the Proposed Action.

viii. Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use
The Proposed Action will not result in any changes in aircraft operations, nighttime operations, runway use,
or aircraft fleet mix during construction or after the project is completed. The airfield configuration will change
to accommodate the extended taxiway but will not substantially alter aircraft use of the taxiway. The Proposed
Action would have no effect on surrounding land uses as it is located entirely on airport-owned property and
is fully compatible with airport operations. No noise or noise-compatible land use impacts will occur as a
result of the Proposed Action.



ix. Socioeconomics
The Proposed Action is in alignment with future growth of the regional Northwest Arkansas economy and is
not anticipated to directly impact airside or landside traffic patterns. No direct effects related to
residential/business acquisitions or relocations, disruptions in established communities or planned
developments, or children’s environmental health and safety are anticipated as a result of the Proposed
Action. Based on the analysis, no disproportionately high or adverse impacts to EJ populations are
anticipated as a result of the Proposed Action.

x.  Visual Effects and Visual Character

The Proposed Action would not produce additional light emissions other than those experienced from the
existing airfield as visible within the direct study area. The Proposed Action will adhere to lighting standards
that would help mitigate potential light pollution. The overall setting of the airfield would not change drastically;
therefore, no visual impacts are anticipated. Temporary and additional safety lighting during construction is
anticipated and will comply with design plans as developed. The Proposed Action would not change the
visual character of the direct study area and is compatible with the existing visual character of the airport.
The extended taxiway would not obstruct views of receptors around the airport and is not anticipated to
provide stark contrast of the visual character surrounding the airport.

Xi. Water Resources
The Proposed Action would impact approximately 2.19 acres of emergent wetlands and approximately 212
linear feet of stream due to cut and fill activities required to establish minimum FAA design grades associated
with the taxiway extension. Impacts to wetlands are summarized in Table 6 of the EA. The city of Fayetteville
is currently pursuing issuance of the appropriate Section 404 permit and mitigation for unavoidable wetland
impacts. Overall impacts will not rise to a level of significance.

The Proposed Action was evaluated using the Federal Flood Risk Management Standard (FFRMS) for
determining floodplain impacts. The Proposed Action would encroach on approximately 7.8 acres of FEMA-
mapped 100-year floodplains, 0.38 acre of FEMA-mapped 500-year floodplains, and less than 0.01 acre of
floodway. The Proposed Action is not anticipated to increase the probability of loss of human life. An updated
Hydraulic Analysis for the existing conditions is currently being developed as of the date of this document.
The Hydraulic Analysis will be updated with the Proposed Action during the detailed design stage of the
project. The City of Fayetteville’s floodplain administrator will review and evaluate floodplain impacts and the
Hydraulic Analysis that will be prepared during design. The final results of the Hydraulic Analysis will
determine if the Proposed Action would cause a rise in the floodplain elevation. If a rise is determined, a
Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR) or Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) will be coordinated with and
obtained from the City of Fayetteville’s floodplain administrator per City Code 168.10.U prior to construction.
Overall, the project will be designed to minimize adverse impacts to the downstream floodplain’s natural and
beneficial values. An opportunity for public review is required by EO 11988 and the Department of
Transportation (DOT) Order 5650.2 and completed during the EA public advertisement.

B. Resource Impact Categories Unaffected by the Proposed Action or Alternatives

The other four environmental resources identified in FAA Orders 1050.1F and 5050.4B were determined not
be impacted by the Proposed Action, Alternative B, and the No Action Alternatives. Examples of these
resources include, but are not limited to, coastal resources, Section 4(f), farmlands and wild and scenic rivers.

ViIl. AGENCY COORDINATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

Consultation for the Proposed Action occurred with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) regarding
the presence of cultural historic and/or archaeological sites located within or near the Proposed Action. The
SHPO responded with a finding of no historic properties affected (Appendix B of the EA). The Arkansas



Natural Heritage Commission (ANHC) reviews included federal and state species and elements of special
concern. Their findings showed no records within the Proposed Action area, but noted that the West Fork of
the White River is known to support species of conservation concern. ANHC correspondence is provided in
Appendix B of the EA and are summarized in Section 4.5 of the EA. Consultation with the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (USFWS) resulted in findings of “no effect” and “may affect, not likely to adversely affect” for
all currently listed federal threatened and endangered species. Coordination with the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers resulted in issuance of a Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination verifying the on-site presence of
13.44 acres of wetlands and 823 linear feet of stream are jurisdictional under Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act.

The Proposed Action is located entirely on the airport property and impacts do not rise to the level of
significance or meet special purpose reporting requirements for all potentially impacted resources, except
wetlands and floodplains. As a result, the EA was released for public and agency review with local citizens
encouraged to provide comments. Notice of availability of the EA and an opportunity to request a public
hearing was advertised in the local paper and on a website specifically designed for this purpose. An
opportunity for public review is required by EO 11988 and the Department of Transportation (DOT) Order
5650.2 and completed during the EA public advertisement.

Vill. CONDITIONS AND MITIGATION

As prescribed by 40 CFR §1505.3, the FAA must take steps as appropriate to the action, such as through
special conditions in grant agreements, property conveyance deeds, releases, airport layout plan approvals,
and contract plans and specifications, and must monitor these as necessary to assure that representations
made in the EA and FONSI will be carried out. With respect to the Proposed Action, the following mitigation
measure is a condition of approval:

e The airport will comply with all applicable federal, state, and local development regulations,
Executive Orders, and permitting requirements.

e The airport will complete and maintain a construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
throughout the duration of disturbance activities. BMPs such as silt fence, rolled fiber barriers, ditch
checks, and other standard practices will be implemented according to the construction SWPPP and
NPDES permit.

¢ Wetland mitigation is required for unavoidable impacts to 2.19 acre of emergent wetlands and 212
linear feet of stream channel. Wetland credits will be coordinated and approved by USACE and will
be purchased by FYV to compensate for these impacts through the Section 404 permit process.

e The final results of the Hydraulic Analysis will determine if the Proposed Action would cause a rise in
the floodplain elevation. The proposed taxiway will be designed to cause as little effect to the Base
Flood Elevations (BFE) as possible, with floodplain mitigation included where applicable. If the
proposed design causes a rise to BFEs, a Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR) application
will be submitted to FEMA prior to construction, followed by a Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) once
construction is completed. FEMA requires that no rises to BFEs can occur at existing structures (i.e.
buildings). Therefore, the proposed design will limit any floodplain rises to locations outside of
existing structures. Local floodplain ordinances and FEMA regulations will be met.

IX. AGENCY FINDINGS

The FAA makes the following determinations for this project based upon a careful review of the attached
FEA, the supporting administrative record, and appropriate supporting information. The FAA weighed both



the potential positive and negative consequences that this Proposed Action may have on the quality of the
human environment. The FAA has determined that the Proposed Action meets the purpose and need of
the proposed project and best implements necessary airfield modifications to meet FAA design standards.

The following determinations are prescribed by the statutory provisions set forth in the Airport and Airway
Improvement Act of 1982, as codified in 49 USC §47106 and 47107.

¢ The FAA has determined the Proposed Action would result in safe and efficient use of U.S. airspace
as prescribed in 49 U.S.C. §40103(a).

e The Proposed Action is reasonably necessary for use in air commerce (49 U.S.C. §44502(b)).

e The Proposed Action is reasonably consistent with existing plans of public agencies responsible for
development of the area surrounding the airport (49 U.S.C. §47106(a)(1)).

e The interests of the community in or near where the Proposed Action is located have been given fair
consideration (49 U.S.C. §47106(b)(2)).

X. DECISION AND ORDER

After careful and thorough consideration of the facts contained herein, the undersigned finds the proposed
Federal action is consistent with existing national environmental policies and objectives as set forth in
Section 101(a) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and other applicable environmental
requirements. The undersigned also finds the proposed Federal action is not a major federal action
significantly affecting the quality of the human environment or including any condition requiring any
consultation pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of NEPA. As a result, the FAA will not prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement for this action.

This decision does not constitute a commitment of funds under the Airport Improvement Program or
Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act of 2021 (IIJA), Public Law 117-58 (also referred to as the Bipartisan
Infrastructure Law (BIL)) however, it does fulfill the environmental prerequisites to approve applications for
grants of AIP or BIL funds for the proposed project in the future. (49 U.S.C § 47101)

Accordingly, under the authority delegated to me by the Administrator of the FAA, | approve and direct that
agency action be taken to implement the proposed extension of Taxiway E presented to the FAA by Drake
Field Airport. The approved action is specifically described in Part IV of this FONSI/ROD and identified in
the EA as the Proposed Action. This approval is to be taken under the authority of 49 U.S.C. 40104, 44701,
46110, 47101, and 47122.

Ignacio Flores
Airports Division Director FAA,
Southwest Region



Right of Appeal

This FONSI/ROD constitutes a final order of the FAA Administrator and is subject to the exclusive judicial
review under 49 USC§ 46110 by the US Circuit Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia or the US
Circuit Court of Appeals for the circuit in which the person contesting the decision resides or has its principal
place of business. Any party having substantial interest in this order may apply for review of the decision
by filing a petition for review in the appropriate US Court of Appeals no later than 60 days after the order is
issued in accordance with the provisions of 49 USC§ 46110. Any party seeking to stay implementation of
the ROD must file an application with the FAA prior to seeking judicial relief as provided in Rule 18(a) of
the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure.
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Preparer’s Certification

| hereby certify that this Environmental Assessment for the Drake Field Airport (FYV) was prepared by
Garver under my direct supervision for the City of Fayetteville.

@WWW

Garver,

Prepared by:

A

Prepared for: ity of Fayetteville

This Environmental Assessment becomes a Federal document when evaluated, signed, and dated by the
responsible FAA official.

Responsible FAA Official Date
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1.0 Introduction and Background

The Drake Field Airport (FYV or Airport) is a public use airport that is owned and operated by the
City of Fayetteville and serves general aviation and charter aircraft. The Airport is located on the
south side of Fayetteville, near Greenland, Arkansas and is situated near US Highway 71. A
general location map of the Airport in relation to the City is shown in Figure 1. The Airport covers
approximately 631 acres (ac), has one runway (Runway 16/34) and a full parallel taxiway (Taxiway
B) on the west side of the runway.

The Airport’s 2015 Airport Layout Drawing (ALD) shows the extension of Taxiway E from the
Taxiway D connector to Taxiway B3 connector opposite Runway 16/34. The Airport Master Plan
Update (MPU) completed in 2006 also identified the extension of Taxiway E. The Proposed Action
and connected actions are described in detail in Section 3 and shown in Appendix A.

This EA has been prepared per the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, Council
on Environmental Quality (CEQ) implementing regulations (40 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) Parts 1500-1508), Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Orders 5050.4B and 1050.1F, and
the FAA Environmental Desk Reference for Airport Actions. A list of EA preparers is located in
Section 8.

2.0 Purpose and Need

21 Purpose

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to extend the partial parallel taxiway on the east side of
Runway 16/34. All design and development associated with the Proposed Action, including
connected actions identified in Section 3, would meet current FAA Airport Design Standards per
Advisory Circular (AC) 150/5300-13B, 14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 77 airspace
regulations, AC 150/5325-4B, and other appropriate FAAACs. The FAA's Federal Action includes
approval of the ALP to reflect the Proposed Action.

2.2 Need

The Proposed Action is needed to provide arriving and departing aircraft utilizing the east side of
the airfield direct access to the Runway 34 end and thus reducing safety issues of back taxiing or
crossing the runway. The Proposed Action is shown on the 2015 Airport Layout Drawing (ALD)
and in the 2023 Draft Airport Master Plan Update (MPU).

The following connected actions are included as part of the Proposed Action, partial extension of
Taxiway E, and needed to comply with the airport development standards set forth by FAA:

¢ Grading and drainage e Trenching of electrical lines
e Signage and lighting e Electrical system upgrades
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3.0 Alternatives

Two build alternatives were considered in achieving the purpose and need. The two build
alternatives were evaluated through a screening process and Alternative 2 was not carried

forward for further review in this document due to greater environmental impacts, permitting
and/or mitigation schedule risks.

The build alternative considered in this EA is identified as Alternative 1 and shown in Figure 2.

The No Action Alternative will not meet the purpose and need for the project; however, it was

retained to satisfy the requirements of NEPA and maintain a baseline to allow for a comparison
of impacts.

3.1 Alternatives Selection Criteria

Two key categories of selection criteria were identified during the alternative screening process.
Selection criteria used to evaluate the Proposed Action (Alternative 1) and other alternatives
included wetland and floodplain impacts and are detailed in Table 1. These elements were

evaluated in meeting the purpose and need for the Proposed Action and alternatives and consider
estimated footprints and conceptual layouts for alternatives.

3.2 Alternatives Evaluation

The sections below briefly describe and compare potential impacts associated with the Taxiway
E extension build alternatives. Figure 2 shows alternatives considered.

| EXISTING TAXIWAYE

Alternative 1 (Proposed Action) - Green
Alternative 2 — Red

TEET

2015 ALP

Figure 2 — Alternatives Considered
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3.2.1 Alternative 1 — Proposed Action (Green Alt)

Alternative 1 is considered the Proposed Action (shown in Figure 3) and includes extending
Taxiway E to the existing Taxiway B3 connector and Runway 16/34 intersection. The following
actions are included as the Proposed Action and needed to comply with the airport development
standards set forth by FAA for the safe and efficient operation of aircraft at the airport:

o Installation of 1,828 linear feet of taxiway.
o Installation of approximately 250 linear feet of reinforced concrete pipe.
¢ Installation of taxiway edge lighting and signage.

The Proposed Action includes the following connected actions, which are consistent through the
build alternatives:

Taxiway E Extension

The proposed extension of Taxiway E will be designed to accommodate FAA separation distance
requirements provided in AC 150/5300-13B for the safe and efficient maneuvering of aircraft. This
1,828-foot taxiway extension would maintain the 50-foot width, provide for an extended but partial
parallel taxiway and tie to the Taxiway B3 connector. Refer to Figure 3 for the taxiway extension
layout. This expansion would require clearing and grubbing of approximately 7.6 ac of existing
airport maintained grassed area.

Drainage Improvements

Drainage improvements will include installation of a reinforced concrete pipe and grate inlet on
the infield side to convey stormwater drainage off the airport to the southeast. The drainage pipe
would be placed in an existing drainage ditch.

Trenching Electric Lines

As a result of extending the taxiway, the buried electric lines would be installed adjacent to the
new taxiway consistent with FAA design standards.

Signage, Lighting, and Striping

Taxiway signage, edge lighting, and striping of the extended taxiway will occur consistent with
FAA design standards.

3.2.2 Alternative 2 — Red Alt

Alternative 2 also includes extending Taxiway E to the existing Taxiway B3 connector and Runway
16/34 intersection and is shifted slightly north in the middle. The same actions are included as the
Proposed Action. This alternative would incur greater wetland and floodplain impacts and was
dismissed from further consideration in this EA.
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3.3 Alternatives Summary

After analysis, the preferred alternative (Alternative 1) is the least environmentally damaging
practicable alternative. It meets the project need and purpose, and there are no practicable
alternatives with less impacts to the natural and built environment. Alternative 2 is considered
impracticable based on greater impacts to wetlands and floodplains. Refer to Table 1 for a
summary of the potential impacts associated with both build alternatives. The No Action
Alternative does not meet the project purpose and need; therefore, is not considered a viable
alternative.

Table 1: Alternatives Impact Screening Matrix

Resource Category Impacted - SERAlINGS -

No Action* Alt. 1 (Proposed Action) Alt. 2
Wetlands (ac) 0 2.19 24
Floodplains/Floodway (ac) 0 8.19 8.37

*Alternative does not meet purpose or need.
3.4 Proposed Action Construction Phasing

The Proposed Action is anticipated to be constructed by 15t Quarter 2026.
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4.0 Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Mitigation
41 Introduction

This section describes the existing environmental conditions within the study area for resources
that could be affected by the Proposed Action. Site visits were conducted on November 30, 2022,
and August 21, 2023, to document the existing conditions and environmental resources within the
study area. Resources were identified and impacts evaluated according to FAA Orders 1050.1F,
1050.1F Desk Reference, and 5050.4B. The No Action Alternative is retained to satisfy the
requirements of NEPA and provide an environmental baseline for the build alternative. Agencies
consulted during preparation of the EA also contributed to the evaluation of the potential effects
on specific resources. The study area consists of approximately 36 acres in size and is described
below in detail.

4.2 Study Area

Figure 4 shows the study area for the Proposed Action developed to adequately assess potential
direct impacts incurred by the Proposed Action. The indirect study area is defined as the area in
which visual effects could be observed and is included in the study area, also shown in Figure 4.

The descriptions, photographs, and figures in this section depict current conditions within the
study area and the resources that will be affected as the project moves forward through design
and into construction. Photographs of the project site are included below. Figure 4 shows the
location where each photograph was taken.

East Elevation
€ 282°W (T) @ 36°0'8"N, 94°10'4"W +13ft A 1238ft
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Figure 4 — Study Area and Affected Environment Overview
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4.3 Impact Assessment

Assessing impacts also includes documenting agency comments and concerns regarding
agency-managed resources that may be affected by the project. In September and October 2023,
letters were sent to applicable local, state, and federal agencies to assess the level of
environmental consequences based on the purpose and need of the project.

This section describes the existing natural and social environmental resources that could be
affected by or could affect the Proposed Action or the No Action Alternative. Only those specific
resources relevant to potential impacts are described in detail. Resources potentially impacted by
the Proposed Action and the No Action Alternatives are evaluated in this section in accordance
with FAA Order 1050.1F. Appendix B contains agency correspondence.

Environmental resources that are not impacted by the Proposed Action are not described in detail
in this EA or discussed further as a result of no impact determinations.

4.4  Air Quality
4.4.1 Affected Environment

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) developed the National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) under the Clean Air Act (CAA) for the six most common air pollutants: carbon
monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NOx), ozone, particulate matter (PM), sulfur dioxide, and lead.
These pollutants are regulated by the EPA through human health-based (primary standards) and
environmental-based (secondary standards) criteria. The NAAQS are applicable to all areas of
the United States. Areas of the United States with poor air quality that have ambient
concentrations of these criteria pollutants above the NAAQS are designated as “nonattainment
areas”. A nonattainment area is required to have an applicable State Implementation Plan (SIP)
that sets mitigation measures and timelines to bring ambient concentrations of the criteria
pollutants below the NAAQS. When ambient concentrations in a nonattainment area meet the
NAAQS, the EPA designated the area as a “maintenance area” and the applicable SIP ensures
that the ambient concentrations of criteria pollutants do not increase above the NAAQS again.
With regard to aviation-related Federal actions planned to occur in a nonattainment or
maintenance area, the proposed impacts to air quality must conform to the conditions of the
applicable SIP. The EPA does not currently list Washington County as an area of nonattainment
or maintenance for NAAQS.

EPA air quality monitoring occurs in the region in Washington County. The Division of
Environmental Quality (DEQ) also has an ambient air quality monitoring station in Springdale,
Arkansas. These locations, criteria air pollutants, and most recent results are included in Table 2.
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Table 2: EPA and DEQ Outdoor Air Quality Statistics Results

Location CO1hr | Os8hr |NOx (f;::) PMio (ug/m?) | PMzs (ug/m?)
Washington Co.* 2022 -- - 0.067 -- -- 15 8.1
Springdale, AR™ | 2021 - N 0.060 | - |1,006| 367 7.7

*Most recent monitoring information provided by EPA (EPA Outdoor air quality statistics report for Washington
County, Arkansas). **From DEQ Ambient Air Monitoring Network, SLAMS report average of 2019-2021 data.
***3-year average.

Meteorological conditions and trends in Washington County indicate that annual rainfall has
increased over 11.4 inches between 1900 and 2023 with an average of 47.3 inches. Average
temperatures in the same span of years indicate an increase of 2.0° Fahrenheit (F) with average
temperature of 57.5°F (USA FACTS, 2023). Topographically, the study area is relatively flat and
slightly sloping to the southeast. The land around the airport has development to the west and
rolling hills, pastures, and floodplains to the south and east. These factors would not significantly
influence the dispersal of emissions in the study area.

4.4.2 Environmental Consequences
No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative would not directly or indirectly impact air quality as there would be no
change in the amount of aircraft activity, runway use patterns, taxi times, or vehicles accessing
the airport. Since the No Action Alternative does not involve construction activities, no additional
impacts to air quality would be expected to occur.

Proposed Action
e Direct Impacts

Exhibit 4-1 of FAA Order 1050.1F provides the FAA's significance threshold for air quality. A
significant impact would occur if the Proposed Action would cause pollutant concentrations to
exceed one or more of the NAAQS or if it were to increase the frequency or severity of any such
existing violations. The Proposed Action slightly alters aircraft taxi times and does not affect future
aircraft activity, changes in runway use patterns, or operational effects from ground access
vehicles; therefore, no aircraft or surface transportation emissions are expected to rise to the level
of significance. Temporary increases in emissions resulting from construction activities may occur
for a limited period of time at the project site and in the immediately adjacent areas. Potential
emissions from commercial and construction vehicles were calculated for the Proposed Action
using proposed construction years, activities, and equipment. Results are provided in Table 3.
The most common air pollutants generated from construction activities are CO, volatile organic
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compounds (VOCs), NOx, and particulate matter with a diameter of less than 10 microns (PM10).
Construction air emissions are well below NAAQS de minimis thresholds.

Table 3: Proposed Action Construction Air Emissions

Yoar Emission Tons per Year

Source co voc NOXx SOx PM1o PM2s
2025 Non-Road 0.62 0.43 1.41 0.01 0.07 0.06
2025 On-Road 0.28 0.01 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.00
2025 Fugitive 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.01
2025 TOTAL 0.90 0.44 1.51 0.01 0.18 0.07

e Indirect Impacts

Indirect effects on air quality on and around the airport are anticipated to be based on projected
growth in the region and are associated with construction. A review of the before overall air quality
data that is continually monitored by the DEQ was conducted and the closest ambient air quality
measurement station for any of the criteria air pollutants is in Washington County, Arkansas for
Ozone, PM 2.5, and PM 10.

¢ Mitigation and Best Management Practices (BMPs)

Air quality effects resulting from the implementation of the Proposed Action or No Action
Alternative are anticipated to be below threshold levels of significance. No mitigation measures
are proposed because air quality thresholds are not anticipated to be exceeded due to
construction. One BMP that will be implemented includes wetting of disturbed areas to control
dust erosion that could contribute to air quality in the immediate vicinity of the project.

4.5 Biological Resources

4.5.1 Affected Environment

The study area contains a routinely mowed and maintained field area with poorly drained soils
containing a mixture of upland and wetland herbaceous grasses and forbs. One intermittent and
channelized ditch is located within the study area. Overall, the ground disturbance study area
provides limited biotic resources.

Fish

One intermittent and channelized ditch was identified in the study area and was observed to
contain mosquito fish (Gambusia affinis) and other aquatic macroinvertebrates.

Wildlife

The presence of wildlife within the security fence is likely diminished by the limited, monocultural
and routinely manicured nature within the Proposed Action area presenting a lack of available,
suitable habitat for many terrestrial species. White-tailed deer (Odocoileus virginiana) have been
observed in the area on the airport. Wildlife which could be expected in the area include small
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mammals, birds, reptiles, amphibians, and terrestrial invertebrates. The approximate 36-acre
study area consists of an estimated 13.44 acres of herbaceous wetland and 823 linear feet (0.09
acre) of a maintained drainage ditch. Refer to Figure 5 for an overview of the aquatic habitats
mapped within the study area.

The indirect study area for assessing the affected environment for wildlife species considers
lighting effects that reach farther out from the airport. Available wildlife habitat around the airport
is fragmented to the west and a combination of forested and grassland habitat to the south and
east, with Ward Slough, a perennial stream, located to the south of the study area.

Plants

The study area contains predominantly herbaceous vegetation. Dominant upland vegetation
consisted of sedges (Carex species), common ragweed (Ambrosia artemisiifolia), plantain
(Plantago lanceolata), Virginia buttonweed (Diodia virginiana), Broomsedge (Andropogon
virginicus), fescue (Schedonorus arundinaceus), Bermudagrass (Cynodon dactylon), and
bristlegrass (Setaria pumila). Dominant wetland vegetation observed included sedges (Carex
species), soft rush (Juncus effusus), panicum species (Dichanthelium acuminatum), and bushy
bluestem (Andropogon hirsutior var. hirsutior).

The Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission (ANHC) was contacted regarding the occurrence of
rare plants, outstanding natural communities, and other elements of special concern. ANHC
indicated no records at the present time within their databases.

Federal and State Listed Species

The United States Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), Arkansas
Ecological Services Field Office was consulted early during the development of this document.
Agency responses are located in Appendix B. The USFWS Information for Planning and
Consultation (IPaC) on-line tool was used to identify potential habitat for eight federally listed
endangered and threatened species, one proposed threatened species, and one candidate
species that may occur in or pass through the study area and are listed in Table 4. No critical
habitats were identified within or near the study area. The study area for Biological Resources is
the study area as shown in Figure 5, which also identifies aquatic habitats.
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Table 4: Federally Listed Species
Species* Habitat Requirements Habitat Present Within Ground Effects
Disturbance Study Area Determination
In winter, Northern Long-eared bats No effect
Northern Long-eared use caves, mine portals, abandoned
Bat™* tunnels, protected sites along cliff [No suitable habitat is present within the
(Myotis septentrionalis) | lines and similar situations that [study area. The project will have a “no
Endangered afford protection from cold. They are |effect” determination on the NLEB.
easily overlooked and often wedge
themselves back into wall cracks.
The Indiana bat hibernates in cool Not likely to

Indiana Bat**

caves and mines in the winter and
wooded areas in the spring and
summer. During summer, colonies

No suitable habitat is present within the

adversely affect

(Myotis sodalis) are found beneath slabs of exfoliated S:;d);,, 3reia. Thet_ prOJectth WII” d_havebat no
Endangered bark of dead trees, often in efrec etermination on tne Indiana bat.
bottomland or floodplain habitats,
but also in upland situations.
The gray bat occurs in limestone [No caves, mines, tunnels, cliffs, or trees are | Not likely to
karst areas and primarily uses caves |within or adjacent to the study area. adversely affect
Gray Bat** throughout the year, although they
(Myotis grisescens) move from one cave to another
Endangered seasonally. Smaller colonies also
occasionally roost under bridge
structures.

Ozark Big-eared Bat**

(Corynorhinus
townsendii ingens)

Endangered

The Ozark big-eared bat inhabits
caves year-round, typically located
in oak-hickory hardwood forests.

No known caves or forested areas are
located within the study area.

Not likely to
adversely affect

Eastern Black Rail

(Laterallus jamaicensis
ssp. Jamaicensis)

Threatened

Eastern black rail habitat can be
tidally or non-tidally influenced, and
range in salinity from salt to brackish
to fresh. Tidal height and volume
vary greatly between the Atlantic and
Gulf coasts and therefore contribute
to differences in salt marsh cover
plants in the bird’s habitat.

The on-site emergent wetlands are routinely
mowed and therefore do not contain
suitably dense vegetative cover within the
study area. The Eastern black rail is likely a
vagrant in Arkansas. The project will not
likely adversely affect the eastern black rail.

Not likely to
adversely affect

Piping Plover
(Charadrius melodus)
Threatened

Migratory stopover habitat includes
sparsely vegetated sandy or gravelly
shorelines and islands associated
with the major river systems.

No sandbars, salt flats or mudflats are
located within or adjacent to the study area.
The project will not likely adversely affect
the piping plover.

Not likely to
adversely affect

Alligator Snapping Turtle

(Macrochelys
temminckii)

Proposed Threatened

Alligator snapping turtles inhabit
medium to large slow-moving rivers
or associated lakes, sloughs, or
oxbows, and occur in high gradient
clear streams. They will sometimes
in habitat tributaries or ponds with a
nexus to forementioned rivers.

No medium to large slow-moving rivers or
associated aquatic resources are in or
adjacent to the study area. Not likely to
jeopardize the continued existence.

Not likely to
jeopardize the
continued
existence of the
species

Red Knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)

Threatened

Breeds on tundra; Migratory
stopover habitat include mudflats on
reservoirs, tidal flats, shores and
beaches of reservoirs and coastal
areas.

No mudflats or drawn down lakes are
located within or adjacent to the study area.
The project will not likely affect the red knot.

Not likely to
adversely affect
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Species* Habitat Requirements Habitat Present Within Ground Effects
P q Disturbance Study Area Determination
Missouri bladderpods are usually No effect

found in open limestone glades,
barrens, and outcrops within
unglaciated prairie areas. Glades
are naturally dry, treeless areas with
shallow, loose soil and areas of
Missouri Bladderpod exposed rock. They are occasionally . 3
in dolomitic glades and are often |No dry limestone or dolomitic glades or
associated with grazed pastures. |barrens occur within the study area.
Threatened Cedar invasion of glade sites is
common. Sometimes the
bladderpod is found on highway
right-of-way and pastures where
mowing and grazing have kept the
area open. Occasionally it is found in
open rocky woods.

(Physaria filiformis)

Monarch butterflies require the Not likely to
presence of milkweed (Asclepias jeopardize the
sp.), flowering or potentially | Potentially suitable habitat (flowering continued
Monarch Butterfly flowering nectar plants (defined as | nectar plants) is possible within the study | existence of the
(Danaus plexippus) forbs that can provide nectar for [area, but marginal due to routine mowing. | species
Candidate monarchs at some point in the |No milkweed species were observed within
growing season), and additional |the study area.

native habitat such as meadows,
prairies, and grasslands.

*USFWS IPaC Official Species List, October, 2023. **Also identified by ANHC as State Endangered.

The ANHC was contacted to identify the location of any known records for state species of
concern within their Natural Diversity Database. Currently there are no state laws that protect
state-listed species in Arkansas. Only animal species identified as State Endangered are provided
protection under the Arkansas Game and Fish Commission regulations (AGFC) Regulation P1.01
Endangered Species List — Animals, as adopted under Amendment 35 of the Constitution of the
State of Arkansas. State listed plant species currently do not have the same protecting
regulations. ANHC indicated no records at the present time within their databases but did note
that the West Fork of the White River, which the site drains into, is known to support species of
conservation concern. Many state-listed species have a status of “inventory element” that
indicates the ANHC is conducting active inventory work on the species. Detailed habitat was
described in Table 5 for the two state threatened and eleven state endangered species within
Washington County. Detailed habitat was not described for species with inventory element status.
Coordination with ANHC is provided in Appendix B and species lists are provided in Appendix
C.
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Table 5: State Listed Species

Species*

Habitat Requirements

Habitat Present Within Ground
Disturbance Study Area

Benton County Cave
Crayfish

(Cambaras aculabrum)
State Endangered

The Benton County cave crayfish occurs in
clean cave springs, near walls of pools, orin
stream edges in chert/limestone cave streams.

No suitable habitat is present within
the study area.

Neosho Mucket
(Lampsilis
rafinesqueana)
State Endangered

The Neosho Mucket us associated with shallow
riffles and runs composed of gravel substrate
and moderate to swift currents.

No suitable habitat is present within
the study area.

Rabbitsfoot
(Theliderma cylindrica)
State Endangered

Rabbitsfoot generally inhabit small to medium
sized streams and some larger rivers. It occurs
in shallow water areas along the bank and in
shoals with reduced water velocity. Individuals
have also been found in deep water runs (9-12
ft.). Bottom substrates generally include gravel
and sand, but they have been found in riprap as
well.

No suitable habitat is present within
the study area.

Ozark Cavefish
(Troglichthys rosae)
State Endangered

The Ozark cavefish occurs in dark cave waters,
primarily clear upwelling streams with chert or
rubble substrate, and occasionally in pools over
silt and sand. They have also been found in
wells, springs, and sinkholes.

No suitable habitat is present within
the study area.

American Burying Beetle

(Nicrophorus
americanus)

State Endangered

Utilizes undisturbed, mature oak-hickory
forests with substantial litter layers and
deep, loose soils, grasslands or bottomland
forests. Carrion feeder.

The study area contains potentially
suitable habitat; however, the vast
majority of the study area is within a
floodplain and not considered suitable
habitat.

Little Brown Bat
(Myotis lucifigus)
State Endangered

The Little Brown Bat hibernates in caves and
mines in the winter. They can be found in trees,
artificial structures, under rocks, and piles of
wood in the summer. Foraging occurs over
streams and other bodies of water and along
margins of lakes.

No suitable habitat is present within
the study area.

Opaque prairie sedge
(Carex opaca)
State Endangered

Low areas of prairies, roadside ditches, and
poorly drained sites.

Approximately 7.61 acres of
emergent wetland habitat is located
within the study area.

Open-ground Whitlow-
grass

(Draba aprica)
State Threatened

Occurs in dolomite areas within the Ozarks and
on sandstone sites. Preference is for open areas
not too moist with some shade.

No suitable habitat is present within
the study area.

Royal catchfly
(Silene regia)
State Threatened

The Royal Catchfly is found in prairies,
savannas, open woods, and barrens, typically
on well-drained rocky soils.

No suitable habitat is present within
the study area.

*State listed species in Washington County. Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission, November 2023.
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4.5.2 Environmental Consequences
No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative would not directly or indirectly impact fish, wildlife, or plant species
within the study area.

Proposed Action
e Direct Impacts

Direct impacts to approximately 7.9 acres of herbaceous vegetation will decrease available
habitat for bird, reptile, and mammal species.

Informal Section 7 consultation was completed for these species on December 22, 2022. The
Proposed Action would have a no effect determination for the Northern Long-eared bat and
Missouri bladderpod, and a not likely to adversely affect determination for the Gray bat, Indiana
bat, Ozark Big-eared bat, Eastern Black Rail, Piping Plover, and the Red Knot. USFWS concurred
with these determinations, and therefore no further consultation is required. The Proposed Action
would not jeopardize the continued existence of the Alligator Snapping Turtle or Monarch Butterfly.
Refer to Appendix B for USFWS coordination and Appendix C for a list of federally listed
species.

e Indirect Impacts

No indirect impacts are anticipated concerning federally or state listed threatened and
endangered species. The Proposed Action would include new taxiway lighting; however, the new
lighting is low to the ground and would not introduce potential light emissions within suitable
summer roosting bat habitat or foraging areas.

e Mitigation and BMPs

Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be installed prior to construction and maintained in
accordance with the Airport’s Industrial Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) per
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) regulations, and in compliance with
the anticipated Section 404, 401, and 402 permits. A construction SWPPP will be required prior
to construction. No wildlife-specific mitigation is proposed.

4.6 Climate

Climate is addressed in this separate section of the EA per Order 1050.1F and Desk Reference.
According to FAA guidance, the EPA data indicates that the aviation industry contributes 4.1% of
the world’s greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ)
developed guidance on reporting GHG emissions and NEPA guidance. However, FAA has not
identified significance thresholds. The U.S. Aviation Climate Goal (United States Aviation Climate
Action Plan, 2021) has established a goal of achieving net-zero GHG emissions by 2050. These
GHGs include carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons, and
sulfur hexafluoride. Emissions primarily result from anthropogenic sources predominantly from
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the combustion of fossil fuels. Energy consumption also contributes to GHG production. Per
guidance provided in EO 13990, the depth of the GHG analysis is proportional to the project.

4.6.1 Affected Environment

The Proposed Action would consist of adding approximately 1,800 linear feet of taxiway. No
changes in aircraft, or changes in runway use are expected to occur that would be anticipated to
influence climate impacts from ground vehicles or aircraft. The Proposed Action would only slightly
alter taxi times for those aircraft utilizing the new Taxiway E extension.

The study area for evaluating GHG is considered the greater Northwest Arkansas area. In
accordance with the CAA and EO 13514 and EO 13990, construction air quality emissions were
determined for the Proposed Action. However, no specific GHG data is available for the region for
providing a baseline for comparison beyond data provided in Table 2.

4.6.2 Environmental Consequences
No Action Alternative

Since the No Action Alternative does not involve construction activities, no Climate impacts would
be expected to occur.

Proposed Action
e Direct Impacts

According to Exhibit 4-1 of FAA Order 1050.1F, the FAA has not established a significance
threshold for Climate. Based on only a temporary influence on GHGs during construction, no
significant environmental impacts are expected concerning climate. The proposed construction
and development activities are expected to include only a slight temporary increase in GHG
emissions; however, these activities would be considered negligible compared to the annual U.S.
emissions of GHG. For example, the Proposed Action’s equivalent CO, production would be
comparable, in terms of gallons of gasoline consumed, to 101 gallons of gasoline used by
passenger vehicles. As such, emissions of GHGs would not be expected to have a significant
impact on global climate change. Additionally, climate change is not anticipated to have a
significant impact on the Proposed Action as a result of construction being compliant with current
design requirements. The Proposed Action is not expected to increase issues related to flooding,
erosion, or temperature increase.

e Indirect Impacts

As there are no significant direct environmental impacts expected concerning climate, indirect
impacts are not anticipated.
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e Mitigation and BMPs
No mitigation or BMPs are proposed as no direct or indirect climate impacts are anticipated.
4.7 Coastal Resources

The project is not located in or near coastal resources. Therefore, no coastal resources will be
impacted by the Proposed Action or the No Action Alternative.

4.8 Department of Transportation, Section 4(f)

There are no Section 4(f) properties within or near the direct study area. Therefore, no Section
4(f) resources will be impacted by the Proposed Action or the No Action Alternative.

4.9 Farmlands

The study area is located within the City of Fayetteville on lands that are committed to urban
development and therefore, the Farmlands Protection Policy Act does not apply. This
determination is based on a Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) response received
on January 24, 2023, for the Wildlife Fence Rehabilitation project at the airport that was in close
proximity to the Proposed Action, and in which the Categorical Exclusion was approved by FAA
on May 30, 2023. No farmland resources will be impacted by the Proposed Action or the No Action
Alternative.

410 Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention

The study area was assessed for the presence of hazardous materials. The Proposed Action
would not include generation of hazardous waste or the use of fuel storage tanks. Federal, state,
and/or local statutes and regulations may apply.

The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) defines solid waste as any discarded
material that meets specific regulatory requirements and can include items such as refuse, scrap
metal, spent material, chemical-by-products, and sludge from industrial and municipal wastewater
and water treatment plants. Brownfield sites are those that any reuse of may be hindered by the
potential presence of hazardous substances.

4.10.1 Affected Environment
Hazardous Materials and Solid Waste

The Arkansas Division of Environmental Quality’s EnviroView tool and the Environmental
Protection Agency’s NEPAssist tool was used to identify the location of any Superfund sites,
hazardous waste generator facilities, or solid waste sites within or near the study area. No sites
related to hazardous wastes were identified within or adjacent to the study area.

Two RCRA sites and one Brownfields site are located within a one-mile radius of the study area.
The two RCRA sites include the City of Greenland and the airport. The Brownfields site is located
approximately 1.0 mile to the southwest of the study area and does not require further action
according to the Arkansas Division of Environmental Quality.
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Pollution Prevention

The airport accomplishes pollution prevention through the implementation of a site-specific
industrial SWPPP and individual NPDES permit. The airport’s individual NPDES permit and
SWPPP have identified several potential pollution sources, some of which occur near the study
area.

4.10.2 Environmental Consequences
No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, no impacts to hazardous materials, solid waste or hazardous
waste are expected to occur. The Airport would continue to operate its facilities in compliance with
the same regulations associated with transport, storage, and use of existing hazardous materials
as it does today. No increase in stormwater runoff or pollution would be expected by the No Action
Alternative.

Proposed Action
e Direct Impacts

The Proposed Action would have no direct impacts to known hazardous materials, solid waste,
or hazardous waste sites. No outfall modifications would occur as a result of the Proposed Action;
however, improvements will be designed so that the post-development flow is less than or equal
to the pre-development flow.

Short-term and temporary impacts may occur as a result of construction activities for the
Proposed Action and include the temporary increase of petroleum fuels on-site that are utilized
by construction equipment.

During construction grading activities associated with the Proposed Action, the primary potential
pollutant is sediment and silt entering storm water and receiving waters at the airport. This could
affect biotic communities on airport property or downstream of the airport.

e Indirect Impacts

Indirect impacts on the water quality of downstream environments are discussed in subsequent
sections of this document.

e Mitigation and BMPs

Prior to initiating construction activities associated with the Proposed Action, the Airport will obtain
stormwater permit coverage for construction activities from DEQ. General construction BMPs
including silt fences, check dams, herbaceous buffers, and other controls as appropriate will be
incorporated into construction plans to help prevent erosion and protect water quality in
compliance with local erosion and sediment control regulations. Construction BMPs for the
Proposed Action will include designating specific areas for construction equipment staging,
maintenance, and fueling. These areas will be designed to provide appropriate secondary
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containment and other control measures to avoid and/or minimize potential, inadvertent, releases
of fuels, oils, and other contaminants to stormwater, soil, and groundwater within the project area.
Wastes associated with construction and operations at the site will be handled in accordance with
the Solid and Hazardous Waste Rules and Regulations of the state. This includes all materials
that would be classified as solid and/or hazardous wastes. Any temporary fuel tanks or the
temporary storage of other regulated materials will comply with federal, state, and local
regulations.

If any hazardous materials are encountered on the site during excavation, they will be
appropriately identified and properly disposed of in accordance with applicable regulations.

As required by the CWA Section 402 NPDES permitting process, a SWPPP for the Proposed
Action will be developed and implemented. General construction BMPs (including silt fences,
check dams, and other controls as appropriate) will be incorporated into construction plans to help
prevent erosion, protect water quality, and ultimately to minimize potential impacts to surface
water resulting from storm water runoff. In addition, BMPs will require measures to prevent or
minimize the potential release of contaminants into surface waters, provide swift response to
accidental spills, and define acceptable on-site storage of fuel and lubricants.

4.11 Historical, Architectural, Archeological, and Cultural Resources

The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 requires that an initial review be made to determine
if any properties are on, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). In accordance with 40 CFR 1507.2 and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act, and FAA Order 1050.1E the FAA initiated consultation pursuant to Section 106 with the State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and Tribes. SHPO was consulted on October 10, 2023, and
Tribes were consulted through FAA in October 2023. Consultation letters and responses from
commenting Tribes and SHPO are included in Appendix C. The Osage Nation, Cherokee Nation,
and Shawnee Tribe were consulted. Although there is no significance threshold for this category, the
FAA has identified a factor that includes if the Proposed Action would result in a finding of Adverse
Effect through the Section 106 process.

4.11.1 Affected Environment

The Project Area lies within the Lower Boston Mountains subdivision of the Boston Mountains
ecoregion (EPA, 2014). Historically, upland Ultisol soils formed under oak, hickory, and pine
forests. Today, these forests still persist with oaks and hickories in the upland areas, with shortleaf
pines growing on drier slopes.

The study area also serves as the Area of Potential Effect (APE) and contains slightly undulating
level and low areas that contain emergent wetlands.

A review of the Arkansas Historic Preservation Program (AHPP) geographic information system
National Register and Survey Database and the Automated Management of Archeological Site
Data in Arkansas (AMASDA) database managed by the Arkansas Archeological Survey was
conducted to identify the location of any historic properties, as defined by 36 CFR 800.16(1)(1),
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within or proximal to the Project Area. No historic sites were identified in close proximity; however,
25 previously recorded archaeological sites were identified within a one-mile radius of the APE.

4.11.2 Environmental Consequences

On September 18, 2023, AHPP indicated there are numerous archaeological sites located within
the APE and one is proximal to the APE. As a result, the AHPP requested that a Cultural
Resources Survey (CRS) be completed. A Phase | CRS was conducted for the direct APE where
ground disturbance is proposed. No historic or archaeological properties were identified within
the direct APE and indirect APE. The nearest cultural resources site identified, is located
approximately 128 feet from the APE. This site was identified as 3WA1599 and does not meet the
criteria for listing on the NRHP. Based on the results of the CRS, no further archaeological work
was recommended. On October 23, 2023, SHPO concurred with the finding of no historic
properties affected pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4 (d)(1).

No Action Alternative
The No Action Alternative would not impact any historic or archaeological resources.
Proposed Action

e Direct Impacts

The Proposed Action will have no direct impacts to historic or archaeological sites listed on or
eligible for listing on the NRHP. Consultation with the SHPO concurred with the finding of no
historic properties affected due to direct impacts. A response letter was received from SHPO,
dated October 23, 2023 (Appendix B). Correspondence indicated 25 previously recorded
archeological sites located within 1.0 mile the APE, but they will not be affected by this
undertaking. No comments were received from Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPO) and
Tribal contacts associated with the proposed project.

e Indirect Impacts

As there are no direct impacts associated with the Proposed Action, no indirect impacts are
anticipated. The Proposed Action meets the criteria for a finding of No Historic Properties Affected
as per 36 CFR 800.4 (d)(1). No additional cultural resources investigations are recommended for
the proposed Project Area according to SHPO regarding the indirect APE.

e Mitigation and BMPs

If construction work uncovers buried archeological materials, work will be halted in the area of
discovery and SHPO and the FAA Project Manager will be immediately notified.

412 Land Use

The direct study area is approximately 36 acres in size and is located entirely on airport-owned
property that currently functions for aeronautical use. No changes in zoning or land use are
planned within the direct study area.
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4.13 Natural Resources and Energy

This section provides an evaluation of the consumption of natural resources such as fuel, water,
wood, asphalt, aggregate, and other construction material supplies as well as energy supply
effects.

4.13.1 Affected Environment

Natural resources such as water, asphalt, and aggregate that would be utilized are located onsite
and/or would be provided for the project from a clean authorized location. The study area is
adjacent to electric utilities utilized by the taxiway lighting system, which will also be utilized in the
Proposed Action.

4.13.2 Environmental Consequences

FAA Order 1050.1F Exhibit 4-1 shows that FAA has not established a significance threshold for
this impact category. However, a factor to consider is if the action would have the potential to
cause demand to exceed available or future supplies of these resources. The use of natural
resources and energy consumption for the Proposed Action is not anticipated to exceed future
supplies.

No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative would not change the future supply of natural resources or energy
demands at the airport.

Proposed Action
e Direct Impacts

No adverse effects or exceedances of local or regional natural resources and energy supplies are
anticipated. As the Proposed Action would include minor extension of a taxiway and other
proposed improvements do not require extensive energy demands, no substantial changes in
energy requirements would result from the Proposed Action. Regardless, any additional energy
uses are anticipated to be met by local energy suppliers. Petroleum fuel (for construction
equipment) and consumable materials are not considered to be scarce and increased usage of
these resources during construction would be met by current and/or future suppliers. Minor
increases in fuel consumption associated with aircraft utilizing the extended taxiway are
anticipated but not expected to adversely affect fuel suppliers.

e Indirect Impact

Indirect effects associated with the Proposed Action are also anticipated to be met by local energy
and utility providers as the population of the region increases.

4.14 Noise and Noise-Compatible Land Use

A noise analysis is not deemed necessary because neither the Proposed Action or the No Action
Alternative is expected to substantially alter existing noise levels or cause a change in operations
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or flight procedures. Additionally, the forecast does not exceed the threshold of 90,000 annual
propeller operations, 700 annual jet operations, or 10 daily helicopter operations.

The Proposed Action will not result in any changes in aircraft operations, nighttime operations,
runway use, or aircraft fleet mix during construction or after the project is completed. The airfield
configuration will change to accommodate the extended taxiway but will not substantially alter
aircraft use of the taxiway and therefore would not affect land uses around the airport. The
Proposed Action would have no effect on surrounding land uses as it is located entirely on airport-
owned property and is fully compatible with airport operations. Therefore, no noise or noise-
compatible land use impacts will occur as a result of the Proposed Action or the No Action
Alternative.

415 Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s Health and Safety Risks

FAA Order 1050.1F, describes the socioeconomic impacts associated with relocation or other
community disruption, transportation, planned development, and employment. This evaluation
includes effects on Environmental Justice (EJ) and children’s health and safety. As directed by
Executive Order (EO) 12898, the demographic profile of the surrounding area is considered with
regards to EJ concerns.

EO 13045, dated April 21, 1997, pertains to “Protection of Children for Environmental Health and
Safety Risks”. This mandate requires federal agencies to identify and assess environmental
health and safety risks that may affect children. EO 13045 states that to the extent permitted by
law and appropriate, each federal agency shall make it a high priority to identify and assess
environmental health risks and safety risks that may disproportionately affect children and ensure
that its policies, programs, activities, and standards address disproportionate risks to children that
result from environmental health risks or safety risks.

4.15.1 Affected Environment

The study area used for the analysis of socioeconomics, EJ, and children’s health and safety is
considered the indirect study area as shown in Figure 3. There are no schools, daycares,
parks, or children’s health clinics within the indirect study area; therefore, no disproportionate
risks to EJ populations and children would occur.

416 Visual Effects

Visual effects associated with the Proposed Action take into account light emissions and visual
resources and character. From the desk reference the factors to consider are the extent the action
would have the potential to:

o Affect the nature of the visual character of the area, including the importance,
uniqueness, and aesthetic value of the affected visual resources;

e Contrast with the visual resources and/or visual character in the study area; and

¢ Block or obstruct the views of visual resources, including whether these resources would
still be viewable from other locations.
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4.16.1 Light Emissions
4.16.1.1  Affected Environment

The Proposed Action is located inside the airport’s property boundary and over 0.25-mile from the
nearest potentially sensitive receptor (an elementary school). The properties within the indirect
study area include open airport property with some fragmented forested areas to the east and
south. The airport is illuminated by lights from various sources on the airside and landside in
compliance with FAA standards for security, apron flood lighting, obstruction clearance, and
navigation lighting. According to FAA Order 1050.1F, Order 1050.1F Environmental Desk
Reference, and Order 5050.4B, light emissions generated by the Proposed Action were
evaluated. There are currently no special purpose laws or requirements for visual effects. Green,
white, and red colored lights have been studied regarding bat species and how they respond.
Some studies suggest that Myotis species, which occur in the area, are more sensitive to light
emissions by making them more vulnerable to predators (Lara, et al. 2023).

4.16.1.2 Environmental Consequences
No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative would not change the existing visual character or have any additional
light emission impacts.

Proposed Action
e Direct Impacts

The Proposed Action would produce additional light emissions associated with taxiway edge
lighting and markers. However, no direct impacts to sensitive receptors or wildlife are anticipated.

The overall setting of the airfield would not change drastically. Temporary and additional safety
lighting during construction is anticipated and will comply with design plans as developed.

e Indirect Impacts

The Proposed Action light emissions are not anticipated to contribute substantially to the indirect
nature of light emissions experienced surrounding the airport. The Proposed Action alone would
not contribute to impacts to sensitive off-airport receptors, including wildlife species due to the
already illuminated nature of the surrounding area.

e Mitigation and BMPs

Future lighting fixtures at the airport will comply with FAA standards in AC 150/5345-53 so as to
not create adverse lighting conditions to aircraft and off-airport sensitive receptors. Proposed
lighting and fixtures will be designed to current FAA and airport standards.
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4.16.2 Visual Resources and Character
4.16.2.1 Affected Environment

According to FAA Order 1050.1F, Order 1050.1F Environmental Desk Reference, and Order
5050.4B, the visual character of the Proposed Action was evaluated. There are currently no
special purpose laws or requirements for visual resources and character.

4.16.2.2 Environmental Consequences
No Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative would not change the existing visual character of the airport or
surrounding properties.

Proposed Action
e Direct Impacts

The Proposed Action would not change the visual character of the direct study area and is
compatible with the existing visual character of the airport.

e Indirect Impacts

The visual landscape as viewed looking toward the airport would not have a stark contrast to the
visual character surrounding the airport.

e Mitigation and BMPs

As the Proposed Action is compatible with the visual character and resources within the study
area, no mitigation is proposed.

417 Water Resources
4.17.1 Affected Environment

Water resources are surface waters and groundwater that are important in providing drinking
water and in supporting recreation, transportation and commerce, industry, agriculture, and
aquatic ecosystems. The study area was assessed for the presence of any wetlands, surface
water resources, floodplains, and groundwater resources as these components function in
concert as a single integrated system. Federal statutes or executive orders provide the framework
to regulate potential impacts to surface water, groundwater, and wetlands. The following provides
a list of statutes, regulations and executive orders established to protect these resources:

e EO 11990, Protection of Wetlands.

e EO 11988, Floodplain management.

e Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA).
¢ Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899.
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o Department of Transportation (DOT) Order 5620.2, Floodplain Management and
Protection.

e National Flood Insurance Act.
e The Clean Water Act.

o Section 401 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) requires that for any federally permitted
project that may result in a discharge into water of the United States, a water quality
certification be issued to ensure that the discharge complies with applicable water
quality requirements.

o Section 402 forms the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES),
which regulates pollutant discharges, including stormwater, into waters of the
United States. NPDES permits set specific discharge limits for point-source
pollutants and outline special conditions and requirements for projects to reduce
water quality impacts. Permits require that projects be designed to protect waters
of the United States. Construction projects that will disturb more than one acre of
land must comply with the requirements of the NPDES.

o Section 404 regulates discharges of dredged or fill materials from construction
activities into waters of the United States, including wetlands. Section 404 requires
a permit before dredged or fill material may be discharged into waters of the United
States.

These statutes prevent/minimize the loss of wetlands, control discharges and pollution sources,
establish water quality standards, protect drinking water systems, and protect aquifers and other
sensitive ecological areas. There are wetlands but no surface waters present within the study
area.

Wetlands

A wetland delineation was completed for the study area and is located in Appendix D. Eight
emergent wetlands were identified within the study area and shown on Figure 5. These wetlands
contained hydric soils consisting of a depleted matrix. Hydrology indicators were identified by the
presence of saturation, surface water, high-water table, poor hydrologic relief, and poorly drained
soils. Vegetation was mowed and lacked natural diversity. Dominant vegetation observed
included bushy bluestem (Andropogon glomeratus var. hirsutior), bristlegrass (Setaria pumila),
sedge (Carex and Cyperus sp.), and soft rush (Juncus effusus). These wetlands exist as micro
lows within the maintained airfield situated within the 100-year floodplain. A total of 13.44 acres
of wetlands are considered jurisdictional by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) due to
their surface water connection to Ward Slough through off-site wetlands. Ward Slough is a U.S.
Geological Survey (USGS) mapped perennial stream located off-site to the south. USACE
correspondence is located in Appendix B.
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Figure 5 — Wetlands Overview Map
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Surface Water

Stormwater draining from the study area is conveyed to the southeast through a channelized
intermittently flowing ditch (other waters (OW) 1), thence to Ward Slough, a tributary to the South
Fork White River. An estimated 823 linear feet of OW1 occurs within the study area.

Floodplains

Approximately 7.8 acres of FEMA-mapped 100-year floodplains, 0.38 acre of FEMA-mapped 500-
year floodplains, and 0.01 acre of floodway are present within the study area and associated with
Ward Slough. Figure 7 shows the floodplains overlaid with the Proposed Action.

Floodplain natural and beneficial values can include, but are not limited to, fish, wildlife, plants,
open space, natural beauty, scientific study, outdoor recreation, agriculture, aquaculture, forestry,
natural moderation of floods, water quality, maintenance, and groundwater recharge.

The City of Fayetteville participates in the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) for floodplain
management and has a floodplain administrator. The NFIP establishes Flood Insurance Rate
Maps (FIRM) and National Flood Hazard Layer (NFHL) for the use of Geographic Information
System (GIS) for this area. The Proposed Action is located within the FIRM map panel
05143C0220F (effective 4/2/2008) according to the NFHL mapper.

Groundwater

The study area is underlain by Pitkin Limestone, Fayetteville Shale, and Batesville Sandstone.
The Pitkin Limestone is approximately 100 feet thick, the Fayetteville Shale is interbedded
sandstone and limestone that is approximately 200 feet thick, and the Batesville Sandstone
contains interbedded shale and limestone and is approximately 200 feet thick (National Geologic
Map Database, 2023). Depth to water table ranges from less than one foot to more than six feet
(NRCS, Web Soil Survey). No public water supplies or sole source aquifers were identified in the
study area. The study area was noted to exhibit a high-water table at the time of the wetland
delineation.

Wild and Scenic Rivers

There are no wild and scenic rivers present in or near the direct study area; therefore, no impacts
to these resources will occur as a result of the No Action Alternative or the Proposed Action.

4.17.2 Environmental Consequences
No Action Alternative

No impacts to wetlands, surface waters, downstream floodplains, or groundwater will occur as a
result of the No Action Alternative.
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Proposed Action

Wetlands
e Direct Impacts

The Proposed Action is anticipated to fill approximately 2.19 acres of emergent wetlands within
the direct study area as identified in Table 6 and shown on Figure 6. Potential impacts to water
quality resulting from stormwater runoff during construction were also assessed. Temporary,
short-term impacts to surface waters within the disturbed areas may occur from stormwater runoff
during construction. These impacts, which may occur as a result of increased sedimentation and
siltation resulting from land disturbance, may temporarily decrease water quality. However, these
impacts are not anticipated to be significant as BMP measures and provisions and specifications
of FAA Advisory Circular 150/5370-10F Standards for Specifying Construction of Airports will be
implemented to avoid and/or minimize adverse construction activities. The appropriate Section
401 water quality certification shall be obtained in conjunction with the required Section 404
permit. No other construction-related impacts to wetlands are anticipated as a result of the
Proposed Action.

Table 6: Wetland Impacts Summary

Feature No. Cowardin* Acreage within Study Area Acreage Impacted

W-1 0.34 0

W-2 0.76 0.46
W-3 0.03 0

W-4 2.94 0.11
W-5 PEMIE 0.60 0.06
W-6 8.17 1.44
W-7 0.02 0

W-8 0.58 0.12

TOTALS: 13.44 acres 2.19 acres

*Federal Geographic Data Committee’s 2013 Classification of Deepwater Habitats of the United States.

Surface Water
e Direct Impacts

The Proposed Action would require extending an existing reinforced concrete pipe, which would
impact the channelized drainage ditch. Approximately 212 linear feet (0.02 acre) of this feature
would be impacted by placement of a drainage pipe.

e Indirect Impacts

Temporary indirect impacts could affect downstream portions of an unnamed tributary to West
Fork White River if sediment-laden water resulting from erosion during grading activities traveled
off-site during construction. The Proposed Action will not alter the airport’s current drainage
system or change outfall locations.
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Figure 6 — Wetland Impacts
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Floodplains
e Direct Impacts

In accordance with EO 14030, the Proposed Action was evaluated using the Federal Flood Risk
Management Standard (FFRMS). FFRMS guidance provides three methods for determining
floodplain impacts: Climate Informed Science Approach, Freeboard Value Approach (FVA), and
500-year floodplain. The Proposed Action was evaluated using the FVA approach, which includes
reviewing the base flood elevation (BFE) plus adding two feet of freeboard for non-critical actions.
The Proposed Action is not considered a critical action by FAA. A significant floodplain
encroachment would occur if any of the following construction or flood-related impacts are
expected to occur:

e Considerable probability of loss of human life.

e Likely future damage that could be substantial in cost or extent and includes interruption
of service on or loss of a vital transportation facility.

¢ Natural and benéeficial floodplain values.

The Proposed Action is not anticipated to increase the probability of loss of human life. An updated
Hydraulic Analysis for the existing conditions is currently being developed as of the date of this
document. The Hydraulic Analysis will be updated with the Proposed Action during the detailed
design stage of the project. The City of Fayetteville’'s floodplain administrator will review and
evaluate floodplain impacts and the Hydraulic Analysis that will be prepared during design.

Floodplain encroachment regarding the Proposed Action was also evaluated to determine if any
of the following factors would be impacted:

¢ Risk to or from the action.
e Does the action provide direct or indirect support for other development within the
floodplain.

The Proposed Action would encroach on approximately 7.8 acres of FEMA-mapped 100-year
floodplains, 0.38 acre of FEMA-mapped 500-year floodplains, and less than 0.01 acre of floodway
as shown in Figure 7. The final grade of the proposed paved taxiway will match that of the existing
elevation of the Taxiway B3 connector at Runway 16-34 (1237.5 feet above mean sea level
(AMSL)) on the west end and the existing elevation of Taxiway E (1235.52 feet AMSL) on the east
end. Direct impacts would occur from grading and paving activities within the floodplains for
construction of the proposed taxiway. Required fill in the floodplains for the Proposed Action would
reduce floodplain capacity/storage during significant rain events.

As portions of existing Taxiway E and portions of the runway are located within the existing
mapped floodplains, no additional interruptions in service are anticipated as a result of the
Proposed Action. Taxiway E and the runway would be unusable during flood events.

Page 35



-
C 4 Drake Field Airport
TTEV Environmental Assessment

FAYETTEVILLE
ARKANSAS

Taxiway E Extension

500-Year Floodplain
Impacts

Alternative 1 - 0.38 acre
Alternative 2 - 0.39 acre

| _I Alternative 1 Limits of Disturbance

| 100-Year Floodplain

| 500-Year Floodplain
% Floodway
A * | .

Lat: 36.002263° | ¢ 250
FEMA FLOOD MAP Long: -94.167517° e

Drake Field (FYV) Taxiway E Extension
Fayetteville, Washington County, Arkansas

2021 Aerial Imagery; ESRI GIS INFORMATION

Figure 7 — FEMA Floodplain Impacts
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The location of the Proposed Action would allow for future development on the east side of the
airport. Any future development activities southeast of the current termination point of Taxiway E
would be located within the 100-year and 500-year floodplains. Development of this area is not
included in the airport’s current 5-year capital improvement plan.

An opportunity for public review is required by EO 11988 and the Department of Transportation
(DOT) Order 5650.2. Refer to Section 5 for public involvement anticipated for the Proposed
Action.

e Indirect Impacts

Potential indirect effects of the Proposed Action on the floodplain resulting from reductions in
floodplain capacities may include effects on upstream and downstream flood flow volumes.

Groundwater

e Direct Impacts

The Proposed Action is not expected to directly impact any public drinking water supplies, public
water supply wells, or groundwater resources.

e Indirect Impacts

Indirect impacts to groundwater are not anticipated as no direct impacts to groundwater sources
have been identified. The Proposed Action would have a negligible effect on recharge.
Construction of the taxiway extension would not significantly reduce the amount of recharge area
to the underlying aquifer. Decreases in surface water quality may not necessarily result in
groundwater impact. Additionally, the implementation of local, state, and federal regulatory
programs to protect water quality will help prevent and/or reduce potential impacts.

e Mitigation and BMPs
Surface Waters and Wetlands

The Proposed Action will be subject to regulatory programs such as Sections 401 and 404 of the
CWA which protect surface waters by requiring improvements to meet water quality standards.
Additionally, as the Proposed Action cannot fully avoid alterations to waters, comprehensive
mitigation to provide replacement of lost aquatic resource benefits will be required. To mitigate for
wetland loss, FYV proposes to purchase wetland credits from a USACE-approved compensatory
mitigation bank in order to satisfy mitigation requirements determined by the USACE during the
permitting process. It is anticipated that all wetland impacts can be mitigated and therefore would
not be considered significantly adverse.

Individual Section 401 water quality certification shall be obtained in conjunction with the
anticipated Individual Section 404 permit.

Operational BMP measures and provisions and specifications of FAA AC 150/5370-10F
Standards for Specifying Construction of Airports will be implemented to avoid and/or minimize
adverse construction activities. Additionally, as required by the CWA Section 402 NPDES
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permitting process, a SWPPP for the Commission’s Proposed Action will be developed and
implemented. General construction BMPs (including silt fences, check dams, and other controls
as appropriate) will be incorporated into construction plans to help prevent erosion, protect water
quality, and ultimately to minimize potential impacts to surface water resulting from storm water
runoff. In addition, BMPs will require measures to prevent or minimize the potential release of
contaminants into surface waters, provide swift response to accidental spills, and define
acceptable on-site storage of fuel and lubricants.

Floodplains

The final results of the Hydraulic Analysis will determine if the Proposed Action will cause a rise
in the floodplain elevation. If a rise is determined, a Conditional Letter of Map Revision (CLOMR)
or Letter of Map Revision (LOMR) will be coordinated with and obtained from the City of
Fayetteville’s floodplain administrator per City Code 168.10.U prior to construction. Overall, the
project will be designed to minimize adverse impacts to the downstream floodplain’s natural and
beneficial values.

5.0 Scoping and Public Involvement
5.1 Section Overview

This section explains the steps taken to correspond with agencies, Tribes, and the public during
the completion of this EA. A list of agencies and Tribes that were contacted is included in Section
5.2 and the public notification process is provided in Section 5.3. In October 2023, scoping letters
were sent to applicable local, state, and federal agencies and Tribes to assess the level of
environmental consequences based on the purpose and need of the project.

5.2  Agency Scoping

The intent of the agency and Tribal coordination is to solicit input early in the process regarding
potential environmental, cultural, and archeological resources which could be impacted by the
Proposed Action. The below-listed agencies and Native American Tribes were consulted during
the preparation of this EA. All agency coordination is provided in Appendix C.

Agencies Consulted and Dates of Consultation:
e Arkansas Historic Preservation Program (AHPP) — Responses received October 10 and
October 23, 2023

e U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) — Initial response received October 18, 2023,
Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination pending as of November 10, 2023

e U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) — Response received December 22, 2022

o Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission (ANHC) — Response received November 09,
2023

o City of Fayetteville Floodplain Administrator — Initial response received November 10,
2022.
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Tribes Consulted (Initial Tribal Consultation occurred in October, 2023):
o Cherokee Nation

o Osage Nation
e Shawnee Tribe
53 Environmental Assessment Public Notification and Distribution

The Environmental Assessment was completed in February 2024 and was prepared for public
review and comment prior to advertising a notice of opportunity to request a Public Hearing. On
March 3, 2024, the Airport opened the public comment period by placing advertisements on their
website (https.//www.fayetteville-ar.qov/4080/Airport) and in the Northwest Arkansas Democrat-
Gazette, a newspaper of general circulation throughout Fayetteville and Washington County,
Arkansas. A copy of the advertisement and affidavit of publication are included in Appendix E.
Hardcopies of the EA were made available for the public to review until April 2, 2024, at the Airport
Terminal Building. Opportunities are provided to the public to respond to the EA via letter, email,
website comment response, or by telephone.

No public comments were received during the public notification period and there were no
requests for a public hearing.

6.0 Mitigation and Commitments

e The airport will comply with all applicable federal, state, and local development
regulations, Executive Orders, and permitting requirements.

e The airport will complete and maintain a construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention
Plan throughout the duration of disturbance activities. BMPs such as silt fence, rolled fiber
barriers, ditch checks, and other standard practices will be implemented according to the
construction SWPPP and NPDES permit.

¢ Wetland mitigation is required for unavoidable impacts to 2.19 acre of emergent wetlands.
Wetland credits will be coordinated and approved by USACE and will be purchased by
FYV to compensate for these impacts through the Section 404 permit process.

7.0 Required Permits
o A NPDES construction stormwater discharge permit.
e A Section 404 Individual Permit will be obtained.

e Individual Section 401 water quality certification will be obtained at the time the Section
404 permit is issued.

8.0 List of Preparers

The individuals listed in the below tables assisted in the preparation of this EA. Resumes of each
are provided in Appendix F.
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Garver, LLC
Personnel Degree Years of Experience
Adam White B.S. Civil Engineering 17
Kyle Bennett M.S. Civil Engineering 19
Ryan Mountain B.S. Fisheries and Wildlife Management 24
Colby Marshall B.S. Biology 12

Flat Earth Archeology

Personnel Degree Years of Experience
Chris Branam A.B. D History Ph.D., M.A. Anthropology, B.A. o4
Anthropology
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ALL WEATHER WINDROSE

SOURCE: National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
National Climatic Data Center Station 72344, Fayetteville,

Arkansas. Period of Record: 1995-—2004. Arkansas. Period of Record: 1995-2004.

FR WINDROSE
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16—KNOT

69.54%
90.72%
99.607%

SOURCE: National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
National Climatic Data Center Station 72344, Fayetteville,

1%

#é

0/ A

’

V.

SRUNEERTC L g

o T g T

’/S S S S

i / /
‘/// /\

2°11' E. MAG. DEC.
APRIL 8, 2011 (NGDC)
0°-7'' W ANNUAL CHANGE

0 200 400 800' 1200'

GRAPHIC SCALE IN FEET

Bt >
| 4

UILDING LEGEND

DECLARED DISTANCES

2049 E. Joyce Blvd.
Suite. 400
Fayetteville, AR 72703
(479) 527-9100

BY

DESCRIPTION

DATE

REV.

RUNWAY CENTERLINE TO BRL (WEST) c-—ll
LDA GLIDE SLOPE ANTENNA .

95—ASW—1051—NRA

LDA GLIDE SLOPE EQUIPMENT SHELTER

95—ASW—1051—NRA

April 2005.

survey dated December 2007.

o0 AN

Area (ROFA).

NO. | DESCRIPTION TOP_ELEVATION RUNWAY 16/34
: _ 1* | NON—AVIATION RELATED BUSINESS 1276.8’ ITEM EXISTING FUTURE
il [ - 2 AIRCRAFT_MAINTENANCE HANGAR 1284.8’ TAKEOFF RUN_AVAILABLE (TORA) 6,005'/6,005' 7,005’ /7,005’
3 | HANGAR . TAKE OFF DISTANCE AVAILABLE (TODA) 6,005'/6,005' 7,005’ /7,005’
VICINITY MAP 4 CORPORATE_HANGAR 1285.5' ACCELERATE-STOP DISTANCE AVAILABLE (ASDA) 6,005'/6,005' 7,005’ /7,005’
5 HANGAR LANDING DISTANCE AVAILABLE (LDA) 6,005'/6,005' 7,005’ /6,005’
e Ao—iti—day 6 STORAGE HANGAR 1293.2'
' I--!__j | 7 ARKANSAS AIR_MUSEUM 1290.8’
= — 8 OZARK_MILITARY MUSEUM 1282.7'
11 Y : 9 OZARK_MILITARY MUSEUM 1258.9' RUNWAY DATA
[ =\ i ; 10 | ARWAY FACILITIES DIVISION MAINTENANCE FACILITY 1258.8’ RUNWAY 16,34
j W ] 11 | HANGAR 1287.4 EXISTING FUTURE
| o 12 | HANGAR 1288.6 APPROACH VISIBILITY MINIMUMS 1-MILE/1-MILE SAME
i 13% | TERMINAL 1273.9 FAR PART 77 APPROACH CATEGORY C/PR SAME
Lm, i 14 |FBO STORAGE HANGAR 1283.8 FAR PART 77 APPROACH SLOPE 34:1/50:1 SAME
by fty i 15 | COPORATE HANGAR 1282.1 RUNWAY WIDTH X LENGTH 100 x 6005’ 100" x 7005’
\ Fayetevie i 16 UNIVERSITY OF ARKANSAS HANGAR 1284.5’ PAVEMENT TYPE ASPHALT SAME
ed = 17 |AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL TOWER 1248.8 PAVEMENT STRENGTH (IN 1000 LBS.) 90s,150d,175dt SAME
E- e '\/A 18 AVIONICS MAINTENANCE HANGAR 1262.1 RUNWAY LIGHTING MIRL HIRL
;—»L,/_’./_:___ ‘ 19 A | T-HANGAR 12553 EFFECTIVE RUNWAY GRADIENT % 0.21 SAME
Ll | T ' 19 B | T-HANGAR 1252.1 RUNWAY MARKING PIR SAME
= T S B4 : 19 C*| T-HANGAR 1251.7 VISUAL APPROACH AIDS ODALS,PAPI,REILS SAME
— P = 19 D*| T-HANGAR 1251.7 INSTRUMENT APPROACH AIDS LDA,LOCALIZER LDAGPS,LOCALIZER
| i 19 E | T-HANGAR 1253.8 AIRPORT REFERENCE CODE c-l SAME
A 19 F [T-HANGAR 1254.2 RUNWAY SAFETY AREA (RSA) WIDTH 500° SAME
i Lm 19 G¥| T-HANGAR 1254.6 RSA LENGTH BEYOND STOP END 1000’ /1000’ 1000./1000°
i ¥ ARPORTIORAKE 19 H | T-HANGAR 1254.5° RUNWAY OBJECT FREE AREA (OFA) WIDTH 800’ 800°
[ oo J.J FIELD 20* | ARFF 1256.7 OFA LENGTH BEYOND STOP END 1000’/1000’ 1000°/1000°
i .f_, 21 | PILOTS LOUNGE 1247.0 OBSTACLE FREE ZONE (OFZ) WIDTH 400° 400’
e ( 22 | SUNSCREEN HANGARS OFZ LENGTH BEYOND STOP END 200'/200° SAME
L 23 | CORPORATE HANGARS RUNWAY CENTERLINE TO HOLD LINE 250° SAME
1. 24 EXECUTIVE HANGARS DESIGN AIRCRAFT
*DENOTES PARTS OF BUILDING LEASED TO NON-—AVIATION jg nggﬁ%ﬁc:%,;ng GARAGE/FIRE STATION CVTE(?S()I;A:S SPEED FlﬁfégN320 ggﬁz
RELATED BUSINESS. FOR T—HANGARS, ONLY END BAY 57 | CORPORATE HANGAR :
STORAGE UNITS THAT ARE NOT EQUIPPED FOR & T STORM SHELTER P00 E
AIRCRAFT STORAGE ARE LEASED FOR NON—AVIATION :
RELATED BUSINESS.
MODIFICATION OF STANDARDS
TEM AIRPORT REFERENCE CODE STANDARD MODIFICATION COMMENTS NOZES'TH ) ) - o .
EXISTING FUTURE EXISTING FUTURE EXISTING FUTURE . is drawing reflects plonmng’ston'dords specufnc tO.thIS curport and is
i 745’ 745’ 200 —600° 600’ not a product of detailed engineering design analysis. It is not

intended to be used for construction documentation or navigation.
ALP base information obtained from McClelland Consulting Engineers,

Aerial obtained from Aerial Data Service, November 2005.
Horizontal coordinate is NAD 83, vertical data is NAVD 88. NOS

Magnetic declination data obtained from NGDC, April 8, 2011.
Building Restriction Line (BRL) based on future runway conditions and
encompass the Runway Protection Zones and the Runway Object Free

REVISIONS

DESCRIPTION

THH e 9 =
SPONS L E
LL 8
Yz
< —
SPONSOR SIGNATURE TITLE DATE m 0o
O —
LAYOUT PLAN LEGEND | D
EXISTING FUTURE LL @)
AIRPORT PROPERTY LINE — e c—— .- - — 1 >~
AIRPORT SECURITY FENCE X %X T <
AIRPORT BUILDINGS I | e =< _
AIRFIELD PAVEMENT _— === =
PAVED ROADS ——— | T =—==C L — —
RUNWAY PROTECTION ZONE [— C— — = e
BUILDING RESTRICTION LINE BRL @ @)
RUNWAY SAFETY AREA RSA RSA (F) LIJ I|: D_
RUNWAY OBJECT FREE AREA ROFA ROFA > W Y
FUEL STORAGE AREA @ ® << = —
AIRPORT BEACON * ¥ T <C
LIGHTED WIND CONE & la
PRECISION APPROACH PATH INDICATOR (PAPI) m——— sooo
RUNWAY END IDENTIFIER LIGHTS (REIL) o AIRPORT
TAXIWAY HOLDLINES == ==
AUTOMATED SURFACE OBSERVATION SYSTEM (ASOS) ° LAYOUT
AVIGATION EASEMENTS
COMPAS ROSE * 4 DRAWING
VOR CHECK POINT D]
AIRPORT DATA
EXISTING FUTURE
AIRPORT ELEVATION (AMSL) NGS 405 (NAVD 88) 1251.3’ SAME .
ARPORT REFERENCE POINT  (ARP) NGS 405 (NAD 83)| 0% W % 9% 892~ | Ok W &% 9% Wit JOBNO.. 15041210
AIRPORT REFERENCE CODE C—ll SAME DATE: SEP. 2015
NPIAS CATEGORY GA SAME :
MEAN MAX. TEMPERATURE (HOTTEST MONTH) 89.3" SAME DESIGNED BY: ATW
TAXIWAY LIGHTING MITL SAME DRAWN BY: BMP
TAXIWAY MARKING CENTERLINE SAME m—
AIRPORT & TERMINAL NAVAIDS LDA,LOCALIZER |LDA,GPS,LOCALIZER}

ORIGINAL DRAWING
0 I "

IF NOT ONE INCH ON
THIS SHEET, ADJUST
SCALES ACCORDINGLY.

DATE

1 GENERAL REVISION

7/2011

DRAWING NUMBER

ALD

SHEET G-Z

NUMBER


AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY B

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY A

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY C

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY D

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY D

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY E

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY B

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY F

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY B

AutoCAD SHX Text
WEST FORK WHITE RIVER

AutoCAD SHX Text
ARKANSAS MISSOURI RAILROAD

AutoCAD SHX Text
BAILEY DR.

AutoCAD SHX Text
DIXON ST.

AutoCAD SHX Text
LOLA LN.

AutoCAD SHX Text
N. ALLEN DR.

AutoCAD SHX Text
MOUNTAIN DR.

AutoCAD SHX Text
MABRY

AutoCAD SHX Text
VETTER DR.

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUSH ST.

AutoCAD SHX Text
PARKER ST.

AutoCAD SHX Text
LANCASTER DR.

AutoCAD SHX Text
MC COLLUM AVE.

AutoCAD SHX Text
MAIN ST.

AutoCAD SHX Text
ROSS

AutoCAD SHX Text
SANDY AVE.

AutoCAD SHX Text
ALLEN DR.

AutoCAD SHX Text
SMITH

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY G

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY E 

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY 16 END EL. 1250.8' 1250.8' LAT N 36°00'47.48"LON W 94°10'19.22"(HIGH POINT)

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING RUNWAY 34 END AND FUTURE DISPLACED THRESHOLD EL. 1237.9' 1237.9' LAT N 35°59'49.21"LON. W 94 10'05.22" W 94°10'05.22"(LOW POINT)

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING RPZ 500' x 1700' x 1010'

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING RPZ 500' x 1700' x 1010'

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE  LOCALIZER

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE LOCALIZER  CRITICAL AREA

AutoCAD SHX Text
LDA ARRAY

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE RUNWAY 34 END EL. 1237.9' 1237.9' LAT. N 35°59'39.50" N 35°59'39.50" LON. W 94°10'02.88"W 94°10'02.88"

AutoCAD SHX Text
ASOS

AutoCAD SHX Text
FOREST SERVICE DEVELOPMENT AREA

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING LOCALIZER

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE DEPARTURE RPZ 500' x 1700' x 1010'

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE APRON

AutoCAD SHX Text
(300' x 1200')

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE APRON

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE APRON

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE APRON

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING LOCALIZER CRITICAL AREA

AutoCAD SHX Text
GLIDE SLOPE

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING RUNWAY 34 TOUCHDOWN ZONE EL. 1240.7'

AutoCAD SHX Text
LDA CRITICAL AREA

AutoCAD SHX Text
GLIDE SLOPE CRITICAL AREA

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE RUNWAY 34 TOUCHDOWN ZONE EL. 1239.6'

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY 16 TOUCHDOWN ZONE EL. 1251.3'

AutoCAD SHX Text
ROAD EL. 1254.0'

AutoCAD SHX Text
71

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
71

AutoCAD SHX Text
*

AutoCAD SHX Text
*

AutoCAD SHX Text
*

AutoCAD SHX Text
50'

AutoCAD SHX Text
71

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
R/W

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRPORT ELEVATION (AMSL) NGS 405 (NAVD 88)

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRPORT REFERENCE POINT   (ARP) NGS 405 (NAD 83)

AutoCAD SHX Text
MEAN MAX. TEMPERATURE (HOTTEST MONTH)

AutoCAD SHX Text
NPIAS CATEGORY

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY LIGHTING

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY MARKING

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRPORT REFERENCE CODE

AutoCAD SHX Text
1251.3'

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
LON. W 94%%D 10' 12.22"

AutoCAD SHX Text
C-II

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
GA

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
89.3%%d

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
MITL

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
CENTERLINE

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
LAT. N 36%%D 00' 18.35"

AutoCAD SHX Text
TOP ELEVATION

AutoCAD SHX Text
NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
DESCRIPTION

AutoCAD SHX Text
1*

AutoCAD SHX Text
NON-AVIATION RELATED BUSINESS

AutoCAD SHX Text
DATE

AutoCAD SHX Text
NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
DESCRIPTION

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRPORT & TERMINAL NAVAIDS

AutoCAD SHX Text
LDA,LOCALIZER

AutoCAD SHX Text
LDA,GPS,LOCALIZER

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY 16/34

AutoCAD SHX Text
APPROACH VISIBILITY MINIMUMS

AutoCAD SHX Text
FAR PART 77 APPROACH SLOPE

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY WIDTH X LENGTH

AutoCAD SHX Text
PAVEMENT TYPE

AutoCAD SHX Text
PAVEMENT STRENGTH (IN 1000 LBS.)

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY LIGHTING

AutoCAD SHX Text
EFFECTIVE RUNWAY GRADIENT %

AutoCAD SHX Text
VISUAL APPROACH AIDS

AutoCAD SHX Text
INSTRUMENT APPROACH AIDS

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRPORT REFERENCE CODE

AutoCAD SHX Text
RSA LENGTH BEYOND STOP END

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY OBJECT FREE AREA (OFA) WIDTH

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY CENTERLINE TO HOLD LINE

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE

AutoCAD SHX Text
1-MILE/1-MILE

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
NOTES:

AutoCAD SHX Text
100' x 6005'

AutoCAD SHX Text
100' x 7005'

AutoCAD SHX Text
34:1/50:1

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
ASPHALT

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
90s,150d,175dt

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
MIRL

AutoCAD SHX Text
HIRL

AutoCAD SHX Text
0.21

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
LDA,LOCALIZER

AutoCAD SHX Text
LDA,GPS,LOCALIZER

AutoCAD SHX Text
ODALS,PAPI,REILS

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
C-II

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
1000'/1000'

AutoCAD SHX Text
1000'/1000'

AutoCAD SHX Text
800'

AutoCAD SHX Text
800'

AutoCAD SHX Text
250'

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY MARKING

AutoCAD SHX Text
PIR

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
OFA LENGTH BEYOND STOP END

AutoCAD SHX Text
OBSTACLE FREE ZONE (OFZ) WIDTH

AutoCAD SHX Text
1000'/1000'

AutoCAD SHX Text
1000'/1000'

AutoCAD SHX Text
400'

AutoCAD SHX Text
400'

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY SAFETY AREA (RSA) WIDTH

AutoCAD SHX Text
500'

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
OFZ LENGTH BEYOND STOP END

AutoCAD SHX Text
200'/200'

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRPORT PROPERTY LINE

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRPORT SECURITY FENCE

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRPORT BUILDINGS

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRFIELD PAVEMENT

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY PROTECTION ZONE

AutoCAD SHX Text
PAVED ROADS

AutoCAD SHX Text
BUILDING RESTRICTION LINE

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY SAFETY AREA

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY OBJECT FREE AREA

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUEL STORAGE AREA

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRPORT BEACON

AutoCAD SHX Text
PRECISION APPROACH PATH INDICATOR (PAPI)

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY END IDENTIFIER LIGHTS (REIL)

AutoCAD SHX Text
X

AutoCAD SHX Text
BRL

AutoCAD SHX Text
RSA

AutoCAD SHX Text
ROFA

AutoCAD SHX Text
X

AutoCAD SHX Text
X

AutoCAD SHX Text
LIGHTED WIND CONE

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAXIWAY HOLDLINES

AutoCAD SHX Text
1276.8'

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAKEOFF RUN AVAILABLE (TORA)

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE

AutoCAD SHX Text
TAKE OFF DISTANCE AVAILABLE (T0DA)

AutoCAD SHX Text
LANDING DISTANCE AVAILABLE (LDA)

AutoCAD SHX Text
ACCELERATE-STOP DISTANCE AVAILABLE (ASDA)

AutoCAD SHX Text
6,005'/6,005'

AutoCAD SHX Text
7,005'/7,005'

AutoCAD SHX Text
ITEM

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING

AutoCAD SHX Text
ITEM

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRPORT REFERENCE CODE

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE

AutoCAD SHX Text
STANDARD

AutoCAD SHX Text
FUTURE

AutoCAD SHX Text
MODIFICATION

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXISTING

AutoCAD SHX Text
COMMENTS

AutoCAD SHX Text
RSA (F)

AutoCAD SHX Text
ROFA (F)

AutoCAD SHX Text
1. This drawing reflects planning standards specific to this airport and is This drawing reflects planning standards specific to this airport and is not a product of detailed engineering design analysis.  It is not intended to be used for construction documentation or navigation. 2. ALP base information obtained from McClelland Consulting Engineers, ALP base information obtained from McClelland Consulting Engineers, April 2005. 3. Aerial obtained from Aerial Data Service, November 2005. Aerial obtained from Aerial Data Service, November 2005. 4. Horizontal coordinate is NAD 83, vertical data is NAVD 88. NOS Horizontal coordinate is NAD 83, vertical data is NAVD 88. NOS survey dated December 2007. 5. Magnetic declination data obtained from NGDC, April 8, 2011. Magnetic declination data obtained from NGDC, April 8, 2011. 6. Building Restriction Line (BRL) based on future runway conditions and Building Restriction Line (BRL) based on future runway conditions and encompass the Runway Protection Zones and the Runway Object Free Area (ROFA).

AutoCAD SHX Text
6,005'/6,005'

AutoCAD SHX Text
7,005'/7,005'

AutoCAD SHX Text
6,005'/6,005'

AutoCAD SHX Text
7,005'/6,005'

AutoCAD SHX Text
6,005'/6,005'

AutoCAD SHX Text
7,005'/7,005'

AutoCAD SHX Text
SCALE: 1/500

AutoCAD SHX Text
2

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
1284.8'

AutoCAD SHX Text
3

AutoCAD SHX Text
HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
4

AutoCAD SHX Text
CORPORATE HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
1285.5'

AutoCAD SHX Text
5

AutoCAD SHX Text
HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
6

AutoCAD SHX Text
STORAGE HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
1293.2'

AutoCAD SHX Text
7

AutoCAD SHX Text
ARKANSAS AIR MUSEUM

AutoCAD SHX Text
1290.8'

AutoCAD SHX Text
8

AutoCAD SHX Text
OZARK MILITARY MUSEUM

AutoCAD SHX Text
1282.7'

AutoCAD SHX Text
9

AutoCAD SHX Text
OZARK MILITARY MUSEUM

AutoCAD SHX Text
1258.9'

AutoCAD SHX Text
10

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIRWAY FACILITIES DIVISION MAINTENANCE FACILITY

AutoCAD SHX Text
1258.8'

AutoCAD SHX Text
11

AutoCAD SHX Text
HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
1287.4'

AutoCAD SHX Text
12

AutoCAD SHX Text
HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
1288.6'

AutoCAD SHX Text
13*

AutoCAD SHX Text
TERMINAL

AutoCAD SHX Text
1273.9'

AutoCAD SHX Text
14

AutoCAD SHX Text
FBO STORAGE HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
1283.8'

AutoCAD SHX Text
15

AutoCAD SHX Text
COPORATE HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
1282.1'

AutoCAD SHX Text
16

AutoCAD SHX Text
UNIVERSITY OF ARKANSAS HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
1284.5'

AutoCAD SHX Text
17

AutoCAD SHX Text
AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL TOWER

AutoCAD SHX Text
1248.8'

AutoCAD SHX Text
18

AutoCAD SHX Text
AVIONICS MAINTENANCE HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
1262.1'

AutoCAD SHX Text
19 A

AutoCAD SHX Text
T-HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
1255.3'

AutoCAD SHX Text
20*

AutoCAD SHX Text
ARFF

AutoCAD SHX Text
1252.1'

AutoCAD SHX Text
AUTOMATED SURFACE OBSERVATION SYSTEM (ASOS)

AutoCAD SHX Text
21

AutoCAD SHX Text
SUNSCREEN HANGARS

AutoCAD SHX Text
22

AutoCAD SHX Text
CORPORATE HANGARS

AutoCAD SHX Text
23

AutoCAD SHX Text
EXECUTIVE HANGARS

AutoCAD SHX Text
24

AutoCAD SHX Text
COMMERCIAL HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
FAR PART 77 APPROACH CATEGORY

AutoCAD SHX Text
C/PIR

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
DESIGN AIRCRAFT

AutoCAD SHX Text
LEAR 35

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
APPROACH SPEED

AutoCAD SHX Text
FALCON 20

AutoCAD SHX Text
SAME

AutoCAD SHX Text
DATE

AutoCAD SHX Text
SPONSOR SIGNATURE

AutoCAD SHX Text
TITLE

AutoCAD SHX Text
PILOTS LOUNGE

AutoCAD SHX Text
25

AutoCAD SHX Text
CRASH TRUCK RESPONSE GARAGE/FIRE STATION

AutoCAD SHX Text
26

AutoCAD SHX Text
CORPORATE HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
27

AutoCAD SHX Text
AVIGATION EASEMENTS

AutoCAD SHX Text
WINGSPAN

AutoCAD SHX Text
1251.7'

AutoCAD SHX Text
1251.7'

AutoCAD SHX Text
1253.8'

AutoCAD SHX Text
1254.2'

AutoCAD SHX Text
1254.6'

AutoCAD SHX Text
1254.5'

AutoCAD SHX Text
1256.7'

AutoCAD SHX Text
1247.0'

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
19 B

AutoCAD SHX Text
19 C*

AutoCAD SHX Text
19 D*

AutoCAD SHX Text
19 E

AutoCAD SHX Text
19 F

AutoCAD SHX Text
19 G*

AutoCAD SHX Text
19 H

AutoCAD SHX Text
T-HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
T-HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
T-HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
T-HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
T-HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
T-HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
T-HANGAR

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY 16/34

AutoCAD SHX Text
10.5-KNOT 13-KNOT 16-KNOT 13-KNOT 16-KNOT 16-KNOT RUNWAY 16 85.14% 86.38% 87.18% 85.14% 86.38% 87.18% 86.38% 87.18% 87.18% RUNWAY 34 69.39% 70.26% 70.98% 69.39% 70.26% 70.98% 70.26% 70.98% 70.98% COMBINED 97.12% 98.77% 99.78% 97.12% 98.77% 99.78% 98.77% 99.78% 99.78% SOURCE: National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, National Climatic Data Center Station 72344, Fayetteville, Arkansas. Period of Record: 1995-2004.

AutoCAD SHX Text
10.5-KNOT 13-KNOT 16-KNOT 13-KNOT 16-KNOT 16-KNOT RUNWAY 16 68.03% 68.83% 69.54% 68.03% 68.83% 69.54% 68.83% 69.54% 69.54% RUNWAY 34 88.10% 89.61% 90.72% 88.10% 89.61% 90.72% 89.61% 90.72% 90.72% COMBINED 96.58% 98.37% 99.60% 96.58% 98.37% 99.60% 98.37% 99.60% 99.60% SOURCE: National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, National Climatic Data Center Station 72344, Fayetteville, Arkansas. Period of Record: 1995-2004.

AutoCAD SHX Text
LON. W 94%%D 10' 11.05"

AutoCAD SHX Text
LAT. N 36%%D 00' 13.49"

AutoCAD SHX Text
7/2011

AutoCAD SHX Text
1

AutoCAD SHX Text
GENERAL REVISION

AutoCAD SHX Text
RUNWAY CENTERLINE TO BRL (WEST)

AutoCAD SHX Text
C-II

AutoCAD SHX Text
C-II

AutoCAD SHX Text
745'

AutoCAD SHX Text
745'

AutoCAD SHX Text
400'-600'

AutoCAD SHX Text
600'

AutoCAD SHX Text
LDA GLIDE SLOPE ANTENNA

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
LDA GLIDE SLOPE EQUIPMENT SHELTER

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
.

AutoCAD SHX Text
95-ASW-1051-NRA

AutoCAD SHX Text
95-ASW-1051-NRA

AutoCAD SHX Text
COMPAS ROSE

AutoCAD SHX Text
VOR CHECK POINT

AutoCAD SHX Text
*

AutoCAD SHX Text
*

AutoCAD SHX Text
*

AutoCAD SHX Text
*	DENOTES PARTS OF BUILDING LEASED TO NON-AVIATION DENOTES PARTS OF BUILDING LEASED TO NON-AVIATION RELATED BUSINESS. FOR T-HANGARS, ONLY END BAY STORAGE UNITS THAT ARE NOT EQUIPPED FOR AIRCRAFT STORAGE ARE LEASED FOR NON-AVIATION RELATED BUSINESS.

AutoCAD SHX Text
IT STORM SHELTER

AutoCAD SHX Text
28*

AutoCAD SHX Text
1240.0'%%P


CCCCCC

Drake Field Airport
A RAneas Environmental Assessment

Taxiway E Extension

APPENDIX B

Agency Coordination and
Tribal Consultation




DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
LITTLE ROCK DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
POST OFFICE BOX 867
LITTLE ROCK, ARKANSAS 72203-0867
www.swl.usace.army.mil/

November 14, 2023
Regulatory Division
FILE No. SWL 1995-12804

Mr. Colby Marshall
2049 E. Joyce Blvd
Suite 400

Fayetteville, AR 72703

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Please refer to your request dated October 4, 2023, on behalf of Jared Rabren, concerning a
waters of the United States (WOTUS) determination of an approximately 25-acre subject
property (Drake Field Airport Taxiway E extension), in section 4, T. 15 N., R. 30 W,
Fayetteville, Washington County, Arkansas. In response to your informed, voluntary request,
this letter provides a preliminary jurisdictional determination (PJD) that identifies aquatic
resources that may be WOTUS on the property and the Department of the Army (DA) permit
requirements pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S. Code 1344).

My review revealed that the property may contain areas that may be WOTUS.
Approximately 13.44 acre of wetlands and 823 linear feet of stream were identified. The
approximate location of these areas is shown on the enclosed map of the site.

This PJD is advisory in nature. If you wish to receive an approved jurisdictional
determination (AJD) for the property, you must request one. In order to expedite the review, we
suggest you provide our office with a delineation of all WOTUS within the property using Corps
approved methodology. An AJD is generally valid for a 5-year period, incorporates
administrative appeal rights, and specifically identifies the presence or absence, the location, and
the extent of WOTUS on the property. Delineations done by consultants are not official until
approved by the Corps of Engineers.

Please be advised that the discharge of dredged or fill material in WOTUS, requires a DA
permit prior to beginning work in most situations. A permit is required pursuant to Section 404
of the Clean Water Act. The clearing of wetlands with mechanized equipment; landleveling;
construction of ditches, dikes, and dams; placement of fill to raise the elevation of a site; and
stabilization of banks are examples of activities that may require a permit. All of these activities
typically involve the discharge of dredged or fill material in WOTUS.

Your cooperation in the Regulatory Program is appreciated. If you have any questions,
please contact me at (501) 340-1377 and refer to No. SWL 1995-12804.


www.swl.usace.army.mil

Enclosures

cc:
Beaver Lake PO
Ch, Regulatory Enf

Sincerely,

John Glynn
Regulatory Specialist
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D Study Area

NRCS Soil Unit

FEMA Floodplain

.

Action No.: SWL 1995-12804

' ¢ Savannah fine sandy loam, .. Drake Field Airport Taxiway E Extension
1to 3 percent slopes 5, Fayetteville, Washington County,

SfB
Toloka silt loam, Oto 1 Arkansas
ToA November 2023
percent slopes

3 FEELE L Page 2 of 5

Lat:  36.002263° 0 250
NRCS SOIL & FEMA FLOOD DETAIL MAP Long: -94.167517° -4~

Drake Field (FYV) Taxiway E Extension Feet

Fayetteville, Washington County, Arkansas
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Rainfall (Inches)

Antecedent Precipitation vs Normal Range based on NOAA's Daily Global Historical Climatology Network

—— Daily Total
—— 30-Day Rolling Total
30-Year Normal Range
7 -
2022-09-02
3 /
5 4
4 -
2022-11{01
3 -
2 -
Action No.: SWL 1995-12804
1 Drake Field Airport Taxiway E Extension
Fayetteville, Washington County, Arkansas
2022-101p2 November 2023
” |'| ” Page 4 of 5
AP 1 | i I A o AL |
Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar
2022 2022 2022 2022 2022 2022 2022 2022 2022 2023 2023 2023
Coordinates 36.002542, -94.167343 30 Days Ending 30" %ile (in) 70" %ile (in) Observed (in) | Wetness Condition |Condition Value |Month Weight Product
Observation Date 2022-11-01 2022-11-01 2.978347 4.968504 3.204725 Normal 2 3 6
Elevation (ft) 1230.92 2022-10-02 2.721654 4.820866 0.011811 Dry 1 2 2
Drought Index (PDSI) Mild drought 2022-09-02 1.829528 4.414173 5.850394 Wet 3 1 3
WebWIMP H,0 Balance Wet Season Result Normal Conditions - 11
Figure and tables made by the Weather Station Name Coordinates [ Elevation (ft) |Distance (mi) | Elevation A | Weighted A | Days Normal | Days Antecedent
A"t“ede\;" Pr “";'g‘m“ Tool FAYETTEVILLE DRAKE FLD 36.0103, -94.1683 1236.877 0.539 5.957 0.246 11257 90
ersion L. FAYETTEVILLE 3.9 W 36.0651, -94.2246 1231.955 4.922 4.922 2.239 1 0
FAYETTEVILLE EXP STN 36.1011, -94.1736 1270.013 6.281 33.136 3.035 69 0
FAYETTEVILLE 1.0 E 36.0741, -94.1374 1653.871 4.734 416.994 4.104 4 0
Written by Jason Deters PRAIRIE GROVE 35.9828, -94.3061 1310.039 7.934 73.162 4.151 5 0
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers DEVILS DEN SP 35.78, -94.2517 1339.895 16.583 103.018 9.171 17 0




U.S. Department of Commerce
National Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration

National Environmental Satellite, Data, and Information Service

Current Location: Elev: 1237 ft. Lat: 36.0103° N Lon: -94.1682° W
Station: FAYETTEVILLE DRAKE FIELD, AR US USW00093993

Record of Climatological

Observations

These data are quality controlled and may not
be identical to the original observations.

Generated on 12/16/2022

National Centers for Environmental Information
151 Patton Avenue
Asheville, North Carolina 28801

Observation Time Temperature: Unknown Observation Time Precipitation: 2400

Temperature (F) Precipitation Evaporation Soil Temperature (F)
S R 2 ot | M | 4in. Depth 8in. Depth
g t 3 ) Oli\)ts I\Iﬁ?Iitg;;l 'I: Snow, Ice 'I: Sgg_l‘?gtlée Mo‘{,"é’,}?em IETaopu n(ti:)f Ground ) Ground )
h Max. Min. Snow, Etc. a Pellets, a Hail, Ice (mi) Cover Max. Min. Cover Max. Min.
(ir:) g Hail (in) g on Ground (see *) (see ¥)
(in)
2022 11 01 78 38 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 02 75 40 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 03 77 53 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 04 78 47 1.10 0.0 0.0
2022 11 05 59 42 0.01 0.0 0.0
2022 11 06 75 48 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 07 76 45 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 08 80 59 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 09 82 60 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 10 78 63 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 11 65 32 0.43 0.3 0.0
2022 11 12 42 24 T T 0.0
2022 11 13 50 18 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 14 47 24 0.35 2.3 0.0
2022 11 15 38 27 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 16 43 21 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 17 51 18 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 18 37 26 0.01 0.3 0.0
2022 11 19 45 21 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 20 49 15 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 21 56 19 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 22 61 25 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 23 61 27 0.13 0.0 0.0
2022 11 24 54 49 1.57 0.0 0.0
2022 11 25 60 36 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 26 55 34 1.06 0.0 0.0
2022 11 27 51 41 0.05 0.0 0.0
2022 11 28 60 32 T T 0.0
2022 11 29 73 34 0.00 0.0 0.0
2022 11 30 45 23 0.00 0.0 0.0
Summary [60 35 4.71 2.9

Empty, or blank, cells indicate that a data observation was not reported.
*Ground Cover: 1=Grass; 2=Fallow; 3=Bare Ground; 4=Brome grass; 5=Sod; 6=Straw mulich; 7=Grass muck; 8=Bare muck; 0=Unknown
"At Obs." = Temperature at time of observation
"T" values in the Precipitation or Snow category above indicate a "trace" value was recorded.
"A" values in the Precipitation Flag or the Snow Flag column indicate a multiday total, accumulated since last measurement, is being used.
Data value inconsistency may be present due to rounding calculations during the conversion process from S| metric units to standard imperial units.

"s" This data value failed one of NCDC's quality control tests.

Action No.: SWL 1995-12804
Drake Field Airport Taxiway E Extension
Fayetteville, Washington County, Arkansas
November 2023

Page 5 of 5




PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (PJD) FORM
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A.
B.

C.

D.

E.

REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR PJD:

NAME AND ADDRESS OF PERSON REQUESTING PRELIMINARY JD:

Mr. Colby Marshall
2049 E. Joyce Blvd
Suite 400

Fayetteville, AR 72703

DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER: CESWL-RD, Taxiway E Extension-Drake
Field Airport, SWL 1995-12804

PROJECT LOCATION(S) AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION:
(USE THE ATTACHED TABLE TO DOCUMENT MULTIPLE AQUATIC RESOURCES AND/OR AQUATIC
RESOURCES AT DIFFERENT SITES)

State: Arkansas County/parish/borough: Washington City: Fayetteville
Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format):

Lat: 36.008352° Long: -94.163141°

Universal Transverse Mercator: NAD 83/UTM Zone 15, Northing:

Name of nearest waterbody: Ward Slough

Easting:

REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):

v Office (Desk) Determination. Date: November 10, 2023

__ Field Determination. Date(s):

TABLE OF AQUATIC RESOURCES IN REVIEW AREA WHICH "MAY BE" SUBJECT TO REGULATORY

JURISDICTION.
Estimated amount Geographic authority
. Latitude Longitude of aquatic resource Type of aquatic to which the aquatic
Site . . . . .
Number (decimal (decimal in review area resources (i.e., wetland | resource '"may be"
degrees) degrees) (acreage and linear  |vs. non-wetland waters)| subject (i.e., Section
feet, if applicable) 404 or Section 10/404)
Wetland 1 35.999910 -94.167664 0.34 acre wetland Section 404
Wetland 2 36.000704 -94.167231 0.76 acre wetland Section 404
Wetland 3 36.000898 -94.167015 0.03 acre wetland Section 404
Wetland 4 36.001678 -94.166841 2.94 acre wetland Section 404
Wetland 5 36.001899 -94.167882 0.60 wetland Section 404
Wetland 6 36.003412 -94.167882 8.17 wetland Section 404

Table Continued on next page




Estimated amount

Geographic authority

Site Latitude Longitude of aquatic resource Type of aquatic to which the aquatic
Number (decimal (decimal in review area resources (i.e., wetland | resource '"'may be"
degrees) degrees) (acreage and linear vs. non-wetland waters)| subject (i.e., Section
feet, if applicable) 404 or Section 10/404)
Wetland 7 36.002625 -94.166963 0.02 acre wetland Section 404
Wetland 8 36.000693 -94.166394 0.58 acre wetland Section 404
ow 1 36.002539 | -94.167522 823 linear feet non-wetland (relatively Section 404

permanent stream)




1. The Corps of Engineers believes that there may be jurisdictional aquatic resources in
the review area, and the requestor of this PJD is hereby advised of his or her option
to request and obtain an approved JD (AJD) for that review area based on an
informed decision after having discussed the various types of JDs and their
characteristics and circumstances when they may be appropriate.

2. In any circumstance where a permit applicant obtains an individual permit, or a
Nationwide General Permit (NWP) or other general permit verification requiring "pre-
construction notification" (PCN), or requests verification for a non-reporting NWP or
other general permit, and the permit applicant has not requested an AJD for the
activity, the permit applicant is hereby made aware that: (1) the permit applicant has
elected to seek a permit authorization based on a PJD, which does not make an
official determination of jurisdictional aquatic resources; (2) the applicant has the
option to request an AJD before accepting the terms and conditions of the permit
authorization, and that basing a permit authorization on an AJD could possibly result
in less compensatory mitigation being required or different special conditions; (3) the
applicant has the right to request an individual permit rather than accepting the terms
and conditions of the NWP or other general permit authorization; (4) the applicant can
accept a permit authorization and thereby agree to comply with all the terms and
conditions of that permit, including whatever mitigation requirements the Corps has
determined to be necessary; (5) undertaking any activity in reliance upon the subject
permit authorization without requesting an AJD constitutes the applicant's acceptance
of the use of the PJD; (6) accepting a permit authorization (e.g., signing a proffered
individual permit) or undertaking any activity in reliance on any form of Corps permit
authorization based on a PJD constitutes agreement that all aquatic resources in the
review area affected in any way by that activity will be treated as jurisdictional, and
waives any challenge to such jurisdiction in any administrative or judicial compliance
or enforcement action, or in any administrative appeal or in any Federal court; and (7)
whether the applicant elects to use either an AJD or a PJD, the JD will be processed
as soon as practicable. Further, an AJD, a proffered individual permit (and all terms
and conditions contained therein), or individual permit denial can be administratively
appealed pursuant to 33 C.F.R. Part 331. If, during an administrative appeal, it
becomes appropriate to make an official determination whether geographic
jurisdiction exists over aquatic resources in the review area, or to provide an official
delineation of jurisdictional aquatic resources in the review area, the Corps will
provide an AJD to accomplish that result, as soon as is practicable. This PJD finds
that there "may be" waters of the U.S. and/or that there "may be" navigable waters of
the U.S. on the subject review area, and identifies all aquatic features in the review
area that could be affected by the proposed activity, based on the following
information:



SUPPORTING DATA. Data reviewed for PJD (check all that apply)
Checked items should be included in subject file. Appropriate reference sources
below where indicated for all checked items:
¥ Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the PJD requestor:
Map: Wetland Identification & Jurisdictional Resource Eval: Taxiway E Extension October 2023

¥ Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the PJD requestor:

¥ Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report.
__ Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report. Rationale:

__ Data sheets prepared by the Corps:

__ Corps navigable waters' study:

¥ U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: NHD layer accessed on National Regulatory Viewer
¥ USGS NHD data.
¥ USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps.

¥ U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name: Fayetteville, AR (1:24K)
¥ USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Viewed/ accessed November 2023
¥ National wetlands inventory map(s). Cite name: Viewed/accessed November 2023

__ State/Local wetland inventory map(s):
__FEMA/FIRM maps:

__100-year Floodplain Elevation is:
(National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929)
¥ Photographs: ¥ Aerial (Name & Date): Google Earth (1994-2022)
or ¥ Other (Name & Date): Site photos provided by Agent in delineation report.
__ Previous determination(s). File no. and date of response letter:

__ Other information (please specify):

IMPORTANT NOTE: The information recorded on this form has not necessarily been verified b
the Corps and should not be relied upon for later jurisdictional determinations.

Signature and date of Signature and date of
Regulatory staff member person requesting PJD
completing PJD (REQUIRED, unless obtaining

the signature is impracticable)!

I Districts may establish timeframes for requester to return signed PJD forms. If the requester does not respond
within the established time frame, the district may presume concurrence and no additional follow up is
necessary prior to finalizing an action.



223 I Sarah Huckabee Sanders

Governor

ARKANSAS Shea Lewis
H E RI TAG E Interim Secretary

October 20, 2023

Ms. Kelly Oliver-Amy

Environmental Protection Specialist

FAA-Southwest Region, Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office
10101 Hillwood Pkwy

Fort Worth, TX 76177

Re: Washington County: General

Section 106 Review: FAA

Proposed Undertaking: Drake Field Taxiway E Extension

Archeological Monitoring Report: A Cultural Resources Survey of the Proposed Drake Field Taxiway E Extension in
Washington County, Arkansas

Flat Earth Archeology Report Number: 2023-98

AHPP Tracking Number: 111482.01

Dear Ms. Oliver-Amy:

The staff of the Arkansas Historic Preservation Program (AHPP) reviewed the cultural resources survey for the above-mentioned
project located in Section 4, Township 15 North, Range 30 West in Washington County, Arkansas. The proposed project entails
extending a taxiway at the Drake Field Airport. Flat Earth Archeology conducted a Phase | cultural resources survey of the area of
potential effect (APE) to determine if any historic properties were present in the tract and if so, to make management
recommendations regarding these properties.

A total of 446 shovel tests were excavated, seven of which were positive for cultural materials and resulted in the recording of one
new archeological site, SWA1599. Based on the analysis of site 3WA1599 and the lack of diagnostic artifacts, the AHPP concurs
that this new site is not eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

Based on the provided information, the AHPP concurs with the finding of no historic properties affected pursuant to 36 CFR §
800.4(d)(1) for the proposed undertaking.

Tribes that have expressed an interest in the area include the Cherokee Nation, the Osage Nation, and the Shawnee Tribe. We
recommend consultation in accordance with 36 CFR § 800.2(c)(2).

We appreciate the opportunity to review this undertaking. If you have any questions, please contact Kathryn Bryles at (501) 324-
9784 or Kathryn.Bryles@arkansas.gov. Please refer to the AHPP Tracking Number above in any correspondence.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed by
Kath ryn Kathryn Bryles
Date: 2023.10.20
Bryles 09:31:00 -05'00"
for

Scott Kaufman
AHPP Director and State Historic Preservation Officer

cc: Dr. Melissa Zabecki, Arkansas Archeological Survey

Arkansas Historic Preservation Program
1100 North Street e Little Rock, AR 72201 e 501-324-9150
ArkansasPreservation.com
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Sarah Huckabee Sanders

Governor

ARKANSAS Shea Lewis
H E RITAG E Secretary

September 18, 2023

Ms. Kelly Oliver-Amy

Environmental Protection Specialist

FAA Southwest Region
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office
10101 Hillwood Pkwy.

Fort Worth, TX 76177

RE: Washington County: General
Section 106 Review: FAA
Proposed Undertaking: Drake Field Airport Taxiway Extension
AHPP Tracking Number: 111482

Dear Ms. Oliver-Amy:

The staff of the Arkansas Historic Preservation Program (AHPP) reviewed the submission for the above referenced undertaking in
Section 4, Township 15 North, Range 30 West in Washington County, Arkansas, at the Drake Field Airport. The proposed
undertaking entails the extension of Taxiway E from the intersection of Taxiway D and Taxiway E to Runway 34. The project will
include grading, drainage, pavement section construction, lighting, and signage.

There are numerous previously recorded archeological sites located within the area of potential effect (APE), and one site is located
proximal to the APE. The nearby presence of the Ward Slough also indicates a potential to encounter unrecorded archeological
sites.

Based on the provided information, the AHPP requests that a cultural resources survey be conducted of the APE. We request the
survey conform to the Arkansas State Plan, Appendix B: Guidelines for Archeological Fieldwork and Report Writing in Arkansas
(revised 2010). Personnel supervising the investigation should meet the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualifications
Standards found in 36 CFR Part 61.

Tribes that have expressed an interest in the area include the Cherokee Nation, the Osage Nation, and the Shawnee Tribe. We
recommend consultation in accordance with 36 CFR § 800.2(c)(2).

We appreciate the opportunity to review this undertaking. Please refer to the AHPP Tracking Number listed above in all
correspondence. If you have any questions, call Kathryn Bryles at 501-324-9784 or email kathryn.bryles@arkansas.gov.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed by
Kath ryn Kathryn Bryles
Date: 2023.09.18
Bryles 14:18:24 -05'00"
for

Scott Kaufman
AHPP Director and State Historic Preservation Officer

cc: Dr. Melissa Zabecki, Arkansas Archeological Survey

Arkansas Historic Preservation Program
1100 North Street e Little Rock, AR 72201 e 501-324-9150
ArkansasPreservation.com
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\.('
.)'\ Sarah Huckabee Sanders
Governor
ARKAN SAS Shea Lewis
H E RI TAG E Secretary

Date: November 8, 2023
Subject: Elements of Special Concern

FYV Taxiway E Extension

Drake Field Airport, Fayetteville, Arkansas
ANHC No.: P-CF..-23-117

Mr. Colby Marshall
Garver

2049 E. Joyce Blvd.
Suite 400

Fayetteville, AR 72703

Dear Mr. Marshall:

Staff members of the Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission have reviewed our files for records
indicating the occurrence of rare plants and animals, outstanding natural communities, natural or scenic
rivers, or other elements of special concern within or near the proposed Drake Field Taxiway E Extension
project in Fayetteville, Washington County, Arkansas. We find no records at present time. It is of note
that the site drains into the West Fork of the White River which is known to support species of
conservation concern. Water quality issues could be an important consideration.

A Washington County Element list is enclosed for your reference. Represented on this list are elements
for which we have records in our database. The list has been annotated to indicate those elements known
to occur within a one and a five-mile radius of the project site. The list is further annotated to indicate
those elements recorded in and along the West Fork of the White River. A legend is enclosed to help you
interpret the codes used on this list.

Please keep in mind that the project area may contain important natural features of which we are unaware.
Staff members of the Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission have not conducted a field survey of the
study site. Our review is based on data available to the program at the time of the request. It should not
be regarded as a final statement on the elements or areas under consideration. Because our files are
updated constantly, you may want to check with us again at a later time.

Thank you for consulting us. It has been a pleasure to work with you on this study.
Sincerely,

iy Cobrome

Cindy Osborne
Data Manager/Environmental Review Coordinator

Enclosures: Legend, Washington County Element List (annotated), Invoice

Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission
1100 North Street e Little Rock, AR 72201 e 501-324-9150
NaturalHeritage.com
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Arkansas Ecological Services Field Office
110 South Amity Suite 300
Conway, AR 72032-8975
Phone: (501) 513-4470 Fax: (501) 513-4480

In Reply Refer To: December 22, 2022
Project code: 2023-0027759
Project Name: FYV Taxiway E Extension

Subject: Concurrence verification letter for 'FYV Taxiway E Extension' for specified federally
threatened and endangered species and designated critical habitat that may occur in
your proposed project area consistent with the Arkansas Determination Key for
project review and guidance for federally listed species (Arkansas Dkey).

Dear Garver LLC:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) received on December 22, 2022 your effect
determination(s) for the 'FYV Taxiway E Extension' (the Action) using the Arkansas DKey
within the Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) system. The Service developed this
system in accordance with the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA) (87 Stat.884, as amended;
16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

Based on your answers, and the assistance in the Service’s Arkansas DKey, you made the
following effect determination(s) for the proposed Action, including species protective measures
that you confirmed will be implemented.

Species Listing Status Determination
Eastern Black Rail (Laterallus jamaicensis ssp. Threatened NLAA
jamaicensis)

Gray Bat (Myotis grisescens) Endangered NLAA
Indiana Bat (Myotis sodalis) Endangered NLAA
Missouri Bladderpod (Physaria filiformis) Threatened No effect
Northern Long-eared Bat (Myotis septentrionalis) Endangered No effect
Ozark Big-eared Bat (Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) Endangered NLAA
townsendii ingens)

Piping Plover (Charadrius melodus) Threatened NLAA
Red Knot (Calidris canutus rufa) Threatened NLAA

Status
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The Service concurs with the NLAA determination(s) for the species listed above. No further
consultation for this project is required for these species.Your agency has met consultation
requirements by informing the Service of your “No Effect” determinations. No consultation for
this project is required for species that you determined will not be affected by this action.

This concurrence verification letter confirms you may rely on effect determinations you reached
by considering the Arkansas DKey to satisfy agency consultation requirements under Section
7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (87 Stat. 884, as amended 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.;
ESA). No further consultation for this project is required for species that you determined will not
be affected by this action.

The Service recommends that your agency contact the Arkansas Ecological Services Field Office
or re-evaluate this key in IPaC if: 1) the scope, timing, duration, or location of the proposed
project changes, 2) new information reveals the action may affect listed species or designated
critical habitat; 3) a new species is listed or critical habitat designated. If any of the above
conditions occurs, additional consultation with the Arkansas Ecological Services Field Office
should take place before project changes are final or resources committed.

Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act: The following resources are provided to project
proponents and consulting agencies as additional information. Bald and golden eagles are not
included in this section 7(a)(2) consultation and this information does not constitute a
determination of effects by the Service.

The Service developed the National Bald Eagle Management Guidelines to advise landowners,
land managers, and others who share public and private lands with Bald Eagles when and under
what circumstances the protective provisions of the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act may
apply to their activities. The guidelines should be consulted prior to conducting new or
intermittent activity near an eagle nest. Activity specific guidelines begin on page 10 of the
document. To access a copy of the National Bald Eagle Management Guidelines please visit the
Service's Bald and Golden Eagle Management webpage and scroll down to the Guidance and

Tools section: https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/bald-and-golden-eagle-management

If the recommendations detailed in the National Bald Eagle Management Guidelines cannot be
followed, you may apply for a permit to authorize removal or relocation of an eagle nest in
certain instances. To obtain an application form or contact information for Regional Migratory
Bird Permit Offices please visit the Service's Bald and Golden Eagle Management webpage and
scroll down to the Permits section: https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/bald-and-golden-
eagle-management



https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/bald-and-golden-eagle-management
https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/bald-and-golden-eagle-management
https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/bald-and-golden-eagle-management
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Action Description
You provided to IPaC the following name and description for the subject Action.

1. Name

FYV Taxiway E Extension

2. Description

The following description was provided for the project 'FYV Taxiway E Extension':

This project will include a partial extension of Taxiway E from the intersection of
Taxiway D and Taxiway E to Runway 34 opposite of the Taxiway B3 connector
as shown in the attached ALD. This project will include grading, drainage,
pavement section construction, lighting and signage.

Design of the project shall be completed under an AIP grant in 2023. The project
is expected to start construction in 2023.

Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://www.google.com/
maps/@36.002193649999995,-94.1677603484163,14z



https://www.google.com/maps/@36.002193649999995,-94.1677603484163,14z
https://www.google.com/maps/@36.002193649999995,-94.1677603484163,14z
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Species Protection Measures
Gray Bat
https://www.fws.gov/southeast/pdf/species-protective-measures/gray-bat.pdf

Ozark Big-eared Bat
https://www.fws.gov/southeast/pdf/species-protective-measures/ozark-big-eared-bat.pdf

Indiana Bats
https://www.fws.gov/southeast/pdf/species-protective-measures/indiana-bat.pdf



https://www.fws.gov/southeast/pdf/species-protective-measures/gray-bat.pdf
https://www.fws.gov/southeast/pdf/species-protective-measures/ozark-big-eared-bat.pdf
https://www.fws.gov/southeast/pdf/species-protective-measures/indiana-bat.pdf
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Qualification Interview

1. Have you made an effects determination of "no effect" for all species in the area of the
project? A "no effect" determination means the project will have no beneficial effect, no
short-term adverse effects, and no long-term adverse effects on any of the species on the
[PaC-generated species list for the proposed project or those species habitat. A project with
effects that cannot be meaningfully measured, detected or evaluated, effects that are
extremely unlikely to occur, or entirely beneficial effects should not have a "no effect"
determination. (If unsure, select "No").

No

2. Is the action authorized, funded, or being carried out by a Federal agency?
Yes

3. Are you the the action agency or the designated non-federal representative?
Yes

4. Choose the agency you represent in this consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service:

g. All other federal agencies or agency designees

5. [Semantic] Does the project intersect designated critical habitat for the Leopard Darter?

Automatically answered

No

6. [Semantic] Does the project intersect designated critical habitat for the Neosho Mucket?

Automatically answered

No
7. [Semantic] Does the project intersect designated critical habitat for Yellowcheek Darter?

Automatically answered

No

8. [Semantic] Does the project intersect designated critical habitat for Rabbitsfoot?

Automatically answered

No

9. [Semantic] Does the project intersect the American burying beetle consultation area?

Automatically answered

No

10. [Semantic] Does the project intersect the red-cockaded woodpecker AOI?

Automatically answered

No
11. [Semantic] Does the project intersect the Eastern black rail AOI?

Automatically answered

Yes
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12

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

. Will the project take place in freshwater herbaceous wetlands and/or wet prairies?
Yes

Will any part of the project take place between March 15 and May 15 OR between July 15
and October 1?

Yes
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the red knot AOI?

Automatically answered

Yes

Will the project affect sand and gravel areas or shorelines along rivers, lakes, or reservoirs?
No

Does the project take place in marshy or flooded open field habitat?

Yes

[Semantic (same answer as "8.3"] Will any part of the project take place between March 15
and May 15 OR between July 15 and October 1?

Automatically answered

Yes
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Piping Plover AOI?

Automatically answered

Yes

[Semantic (same answer as "8.3" or "9.9")] Will any part of the project take place between
March 15 and May 15 OR between July 15 and October 1?

Automatically answered

Yes
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Whooping Crane AOI?

Automatically answered

No
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the interior least tern AOI?

Automatically answered

No
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Gray Bat AOI?

Automatically answered

Yes
Are there any caves within 0.5 mile of the project area?
No

Does the project occur in a subdivision or urban area (housing on 0.5 acres or less and/or
structures present)?

No
Does the project involve blasting of any type or tree removal of greater than 10 acres?
No
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26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Gray Bat 1-mile buffer?

Automatically answered

No

Will the activity affect the roosting environment of cave or karst feature-dwelling bats
(e.g., prescribed fire where smoke may enter hibernacula, filling of karst feature with
material or liquid of any type, change in the structure or opening of the cave or feature)?

No

Will the project proponents follow all applicable species protective measures for Gray
Bats?

Yes
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Ozark Big-eared Bat AOI?

Automatically answered

Yes

[Sematic (same answer as question "13.2")] Is there a cave known on the site or within 0.5
mile of the project area?

Automatically answered

No

[Sematic (same answer as question "13.2.1")] Does the project occur in a subdivision or
urban area?

Automatically answered

No

[Sematic (same answer as question "13.3")] Does the project involve blasting of any type
or tree removal of greater than 10 acres?

Automatically answered

No

[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Ozark Big-eared Bat cAOI?

Automatically answered

No

[Semantic (same as answer as question "13.5" )] Will the activity affect the roosting
environment of cave-dwelling bats (e.g., prescribed fire where smoke may enter
hibernacula, filling of karst feature with material or liquid of any type, change in the
structure or opening of the cave or feature)?

Automatically answered

No

Will the project proponents follow all applicable species protective measures for Ozark
Big-eared Bats?

Yes
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Indiana bat AOI?

Automatically answered

Yes


https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/20220309_Final-Doc_Gray%20Bat%20SPMs.pdf
https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/20220309_Final-Doc_OBEB%20SPMs.pdf
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37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

[Sematic (same answer as question "13.2" or "14.4")] Are there any caves within 0.5 mile
of the project area?

Automatically answered

No

[Sematic (same answer as question "13.2.1" or ""14.7")] Does the project occur in a
subdivision or urban area?

Automatically answered

No

[Sematic (same answer as question "13.3" or "14.10)] Does the project involve blasting of
any type or tree removal of greater than 10 acres?

Automatically answered

No

[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Indiana Bat cAOI?

Automatically answered

No

Does the project involve tree removal (e.g., forestry management practices, timber stand
improvement, wildlife stand improvement, prescribed fire, midstory removal, thinning) of
trees greater than 3 inches diameter at breast height occurring within suitable habitat?

No

[Semantic (same as answer as question "13.5" or "14.4" )] Will the activity affect the
roosting environment of cave-dwelling bats (e.g., prescribed fire where smoke may enter
occupied caves, filling of karst feature with material or liquid of any type, change in the
structure or opening of the cave or feature)?

Automatically answered

No

Will the project proponents follow all applicable species protective measures for Indiana
Bats?

Yes
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Northern Long-eared bat AOI?

Automatically answered

Yes

Have you determined that the proposed action will have “no effect” on the northern long-
eared bat? (If you are unsure select "No")

Yes
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Benton County Cave Crayfish AOI?

Automatically answered

No
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Hell Creek Cave Crayfish AOI?

Automatically answered

No


https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/20220509_Final-Doc_Indiana%20Bat%20SPMs.pdf
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48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Ozark cavefish AOI?

Automatically answered

No
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Missouri bladderpod AOI?

Automatically answered

Yes

Is the proposed project in or near an open glade (an area with thin, poor soil and bedrock
close to the surface or in rocky outcrops) or in shale barrens (Ouachita Mountains
ecoregion)?

No

[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Geocarpon AOI?

Automatically answered

No

[Semantic] Does the project intersect the running buffalo clover AOI?

Automatically answered

No
[Semantic] Does the project intersect the Pondberry AOI?

Automatically answered

No
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IPaC User Contact Information

Agency: Department of Agriculture

Name: Garver LLC

Address: 4300 South J.B Hunt Drive, Suite 240
Address Line 2: Suite 240

City: Rogers

State: AR

Zip: 72758

Email arbiologist@garverusa.com

Phone: 4792874628

Lead Agency Contact Information
Lead Agency: Federal Aviation Administration

10
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Mountain, Ryan C.

From: Bennett, Kyle A.

Sent: Monday, October 16, 2023 12:05 PM

To: Mountain, Ryan C.

Subject: FW: FYV Drake Field Airport Improvements - West Fork White River Floodplain
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Ryan,

See below for correspondence between Kathryn and Alan with COF.

Kyle Bennett, PE
Garver
479-287-4614

From:éVicCoy, Kathryn L. <KLMcCoy@GarverUSA.com>

Sent:&hursday, November 10, 2022 11:20 AM

To:Bennett, Kyle A. <KABennett@GarverUSA.com>; White, Adam T. <ATWhite@GarverUSA.com>
Subject:dW: FYV Drake Field Airport Improvements - West Fork White River Floodplain

Kyle and Adam,

| reached out to Alan Pugh at the City of Fayetteville about the extension project. See his response below. My one
concern would be the requirement for no impact to velocities; however, we should be able to mitigate for that if the
need arises.

Kathryn L. McCoy, PE, CFM
Garver
501-553-9975

From:@ugh, Alan <apugh@fayetteville-ar.gov>

Sent:dhursday, November 10, 2022 11:08 AM

To:éVicCoy, Kathryn L. <KLMcCoy@GarverUSA.com>

Subject:RE: FYV Drake Field Airport Improvements - West Fork White River Floodplain

You would need to show a no adverse impact. That would include no increase in BFE, velocity and flows. You can look
at 168.10.U for that information. To my knowledge, the effective FEMA model may not exist. I've not had any luck
finding one. The only thing we have is an old PDF file. | think it’s an old HEC2 output file but would have to look to make
sure.

Alan


mailto:McCoy,KathrynL.<KLMcCoy@GarverUSA.com
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From:éVicCoy, Kathryn L. <KLMcCoy@ GarverUSA.com>

Sent:ériday, October 28, 2022 12:07 PM

To:Pugh, Alan <apugh@fayetteville-ar.gov>

Subject:dYV Drake Field Airport Improvements - West Fork White River Floodplain

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of Fayetteville. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize
the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Alan,

Hope your week has been going well. | am working with our Aviation group at Garver to scope a taxiway extension
project at Drake Field. The proposed extension will encroach on the West Fork White River floodplain on the southeast
end of the airport. As part of our H&H scope, we are planning to request the Effective FEMA model and perform an
updated hydraulic analysis on the river for existing and proposed conditions. If we meet a no-rise condition for the 1%
AEP event, we plan to provide a no-rise certification that would accompany a floodplain development permit. If slight
rises occur due to the project, we plan to submit a CLOMR.

Does our scope meet the City’s requirements with regard to floodplain development? Are there any additional
requirements we should meet in terms of our hydraulic analysis and certification process?

If you would like to discuss the project in more detail, I'm happy to set up a call. Thanks!

Kathryn L. McCoy, PE, CFM
Project Manager - Hydrology & Hydraulics
Transportation Team

501-376-3633
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Mountain, Ryan C.

From: Marshall, John C (Colby)

Sent: Monday, November 13, 2023 10:24 AM

To: Glynn, John Z CIV USARMY CESWL (USA)

Cc: Mountain, Ryan C.

Subject: Re: FYV - Taxiway E Extension Wetland Report and PJD Request - SWL-1995-12804
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Filed by Newforma

Thank you, sir!

Colby Marshall

Colby Marshall
Garver
479-879-9746

On Nov 13, 2023, at 08:46, Glynn, John Z CIV USARMY CESWL (USA) <John.Glynn@usace.army.mil>
wrote:

Good morning Sir,

Thank you for reaching out in regards to the below described project. | will have my draft PJD completed
by close of business today for my supervisors review. The delineation report was excellent, thank you
for your time and work getting this together. | should be able to get the document packet to you shortly.

Respectfully,

John Glynn
Regulatory Specialist
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

From:éVarshall, John C (Colby) <JCMarshall@GarverUSA.com>

Sent:ériday, November 10, 2023 10:35 AM

To:e5lynn, John Z CIV USARMY CESWL (USA) <John.Glynn@usace.army.mil>

Subject:éNon-DoD Source] RE: FYV - Taxiway E Extension Wetland Report and PJD Request - SWL-1995-
12804

Mr. Glynn,


mailto:John.Glynn@usace.army.mil
mailto:JCMarshall@GarverUSA.com
mailto:John.Glynn@usace.army.mil

| just wanted to reach out to see if you have everything you need for your review. Is there anything
additional | can provide to assist you?

Thank you,

Colby Marshall
Environmental Specialist
Transportation Team

479-527-9100
479-879-9746

From:eCESWL-Regulatory <PR-R.CESWL-PR-R@usace.army.mil>
Sent:éVednesday, October 18, 2023 12:19 PM

To:éMarshall, John C (Colby) <JCMarshall@GarverUSA.com>
Subject:RE: FYV - Taxiway E Extension Wetland Report and PJD Request

This is official notification that we have received your project and are now assigning it to our Regulatory
Project Manager, Mr. John Glynn. You can contact him either through email at
John.glynn@usace.army.mil or on the phone at 501-340-1377.

The Administrative Record Number assigned to this project is: SWL-1995-12804. Please use this number
when communicating with us about your project.

For more information on the Regulatory Program, visit our website at:
http://www.swl.usace.army.mil/Missions/Regulatory.aspx

Please let us know how we are doing by submitting your comments or suggestions on our Customer
Service Survey: https://regulatory.ops.usace.army.mil/customer-service-survey/

Willis A. Bullard
Legal Instruments Examiner
Regulatory Division

From:eéMarshall, John C (Colby) <JCMarshall@GarverUSA.com>

Sent:aVednesday, October 4, 2023 1:58 PM

To:eCESWL-Regulatory <PR-R.CESWL-PR-R@usace.army.mil>

Cc:Rupe, David M CIV USARMY CESWL (USA) <David.M.Rupe@usace.army.mil>; Mountain, Ryan C.
<RCMountain@GarverUSA.com>; Bennett, Kyle A. <KABennett@GarverUSA.com>
Subject:éNon-DoD Source] FYV - Taxiway E Extension Wetland Report and PJD Request

To Whom It May Concern:

Please find attached the wetland report for the FYV — Taxiway E Extension project in Fayetteville,
Washington County, Arkansas. We are also requesting a PJD for potentially jurisdictional aquatic
resources on site. | have copied Mr. David Rupe as we have conducted preliminary coordination with
him. Please let me know if you have any questions or need additional information.

Respectfully,
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Colby Marshall

Colby Marshall

Environmental Specialist

Transportation Team
479-879-9746
479-879-9746
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Arkansas Ecological Services Field Office
110 South Amity Suite 300
Conway, AR 72032-8975
Phone: (501) 513-4470 Fax: (501) 513-4480

In Reply Refer To: October 17, 2023
Project Code: 2023-0027759
Project Name: FYV Taxiway E Extension

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of your
proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the
requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of the
Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be
completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the [PaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the
ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of the
Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required to
utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered
species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered species and/or
designated critical habitat.

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(©)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
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evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that
listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:

https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/endangered-species-consultation-
handbook.pdf

Migratory Birds: In addition to responsibilities to protect threatened and endangered species
under the Endangered Species Act (ESA), there are additional responsibilities under the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA) to
protect native birds from project-related impacts. Any activity, intentional or unintentional,
resulting in take of migratory birds, including eagles, is prohibited unless otherwise permitted by
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (50 C.F.R. Sec. 10.12 and 16 U.S.C. Sec. 668(a)). For more
information regarding these Acts see https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-bird-permit/what-
we-do.

The MBTA has no provision for allowing take of migratory birds that may be unintentionally
killed or injured by otherwise lawful activities. It is the responsibility of the project proponent to
comply with these Acts by identifying potential impacts to migratory birds and eagles within
applicable NEPA documents (when there is a federal nexus) or a Bird/Eagle Conservation Plan
(when there is no federal nexus). Proponents should implement conservation measures to avoid
or minimize the production of project-related stressors or minimize the exposure of birds and
their resources to the project-related stressors. For more information on avian stressors and
recommended conservation measures see https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/threats-birds.

In addition to MBTA and BGEPA, Executive Order 13186: Responsibilities of Federal Agencies
to Protect Migratory Birds, obligates all Federal agencies that engage in or authorize activities
that might affect migratory birds, to minimize those effects and encourage conservation measures
that will improve bird populations. Executive Order 13186 provides for the protection of both
migratory birds and migratory bird habitat. For information regarding the implementation of
Executive Order 13186, please visit https://www.fws.gov/partner/council-conservation-
migratory-birds.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Code in the header of
this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project that you submit
to our office.


https://www.fws.gov/partner/council-conservation
https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/threats-birds
https://www.fws.gov/program/migratory-bird-permit/what
https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/endangered-species-consultation
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Attachment(s):

= Official Species List

OFFICIAL SPECIES LIST

This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed
action".

This species list is provided by:

Arkansas Ecological Services Field Office
110 South Amity Suite 300

Conway, AR 72032-8975

(501) 513-4470
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PROJECT SUMMARY

Project Code: 2023-0027759

Project Name: FYV Taxiway E Extension
Project Type: Airport - New Construction

Project Description: This project will include a partial extension of Taxiway E from the
intersection of Taxiway D and Taxiway E to Runway 34 opposite of the
Taxiway B3 connector as shown in the attached ALD. This project will
include grading, drainage, pavement section construction, lighting and
signage.
Design of the project shall be completed under an AIP grant in 2023. The
project is expected to start construction in 2023.
Project Location:
The approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https://
www.google.com/maps/@36.0013627,-94.16764161623871,14z

Counties: Washington County, Arkansas


https://www.google.com/maps/@36.0013627,-94.16764161623871,14z
https://www.google.com/maps/@36.0013627,-94.16764161623871,14z
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ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT SPECIES

There is a total of 11 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list.

Species on this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include
species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species
list because a project could affect downstream species.

IPaC does not display listed species or critical habitats under the sole jurisdiction of NOAA
Fisheries!, as USFWS does not have the authority to speak on behalf of NOAA and the
Department of Commerce.

See the "Ciritical habitats" section below for those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially
within your project area under this office's jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office
if you have questions.

1. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an
office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration within the Department of

Commerce.
MAMMALS
NAME STATUS
Gray Bat Myotis grisescens Endangered

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6329

Indiana Bat Myotis sodalis Endangered
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5949

Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis Endangered
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9045

Ozark Big-eared Bat Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii ingens Endangered
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7245

Tricolored Bat Perimyotis subflavus Proposed
No critical habitat has been designated for this species. Endangered
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10515



https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6329
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5949
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9045
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7245
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10515
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BIRDS
NAME

Eastern Black Rail Laterallus jamaicensis ssp. jamaicensis

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10477

Piping Plover Charadrius melodus

Population: [Atlantic Coast and Northern Great Plains populations] - Wherever found, except

those areas where listed as endangered.

There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.

Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6039

Red Knot Calidris canutus rufa
There is proposed critical habitat for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1864

REPTILES
NAME

Alligator Snapping Turtle Macrochelys temminckii

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4658

INSECTS
NAME

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743

FLOWERING PLANTS
NAME

Missouri Bladderpod Physaria filiformis
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5361

CRITICAL HABITATS

STATUS
Threatened

Threatened

Threatened

STATUS

Proposed
Threatened

STATUS
Candidate

STATUS
Threatened

THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S

JURISDICTION.

YOU ARE STILL REQUIRED TO DETERMINE IF YOUR PROJECT(S) MAY HAVE EFFECTS ON ALL

ABOVE LISTED SPECIES.


https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10477
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6039
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1864
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4658
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5361
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IPAC USER CONTACT INFORMATION

Agency: Garver

Name: Garver LLC

Address: 4300 South J.B Hunt Drive, Suite 240
Address Line 2: Suite 240

City: Rogers

State: AR

Zip: 72758

Email arbiologist@garverusa.com

Phone: 4792874628

LEAD AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION

Lead Agency: Federal Aviation Administration


mailto:arbiologist@garverusa.com

11/9/2023
Arkansas Natural Heritage Commission
Division of Arkansas Heritage
Department of Parks, Heritage and Tourism
Washington County

Scientific Name Common Name Federal State Global State
Status Status Rank Rank
Animals-Invertebrates
v Allocapnia jeanae* a winter stonefly - INV G3 S1?
Allocapnia warreni a winter stonefly - INV GH SH
Amblyscirtes aesculapius* Lace-winged Roadside-Skipper - INV G3G4 S1S83
Amblyscirtes belli Bell's Roadside-Skipper - INV G4 S354
Amblyscirtes carolina Carolina Roadside-Skipper - INV G3G4 S1S83
Amblyscirtes linda Linda's Roadside-Skipper - INV G2G3 S183
Apochthonius diabolus Devil's Den cave pseudoscorpion - INV G1 S1
Argynnis diana Diana Fritillary - INV G2G3 S283
Argynnis idalia Regal Fritillary - INV G3? S1
Caecidotea ancyla a cave isopod - INV G3G4 S2
v Caecidotea macropropoda bat cave isopod - INV G3 S2
v Caecidotea simulator a cave isopod - INV G2G3 S1
v Caecidotea stiladactyla a cave isopod - INV G3G4 S3
Calephelis muticum Swamp Metalmark - INV G3 S1
Cambarunio hesperus Western Rainbow - INV GNR S3
Cambarus aculabrum Benton County Cave Crayfish LE SE G1 S1
Celastrina nigra Dusky Azure - INV GU S2
Chlosyne gorgone Gorgone Checkerspot - INV G5 S3
Cicindela duodecimguttata twelve-spotted tiger beetle - INV G5 S384
Cylindera unipunctata woodland tiger beetle - INV G4G5 S2
Dendrocoelopsis americana a cave flatworm - INV G3 S1
Derops divalis a beetle - INV GNR S1
Ellipsoptera lepida little white tiger beetle - INV G3G4 S2S3
Ellipsoptera macra sandy stream tiger beetle - INV G5 S283
Erynnis martialis Mottled Duskywing - INV G3 S2S3
Euphydryas phaeton ozarkae Ozark Baltimore Checkerspot - INV G4T3 S3
Euphyes dion Dion Skipper - INV G5 S3
Faxonius difficilis Painted Crayfish - INV G3 S1
v * Faxonius longidigitus* Longpincered Crayfish - INV G3G4 S3S4
Faxonius meeki brevis Meek's Short Pointed Crayfish - INV G4T3 S3
v Faxonius nana Midget Crayfish - INV G3 S3
v Faxonius williamsi Williams’ Crayfish - INV G3 S3
Fusconaia ozarkensis Ozark Pigtoe - INV G3G4 S3
Fusconaia sp. cf flava Elongate Pigtoe - INV GNR S1
Gomphurus ozarkensis Ozark clubtail - INV G4 S1
Hesperia leonardus Leonard's Skipper - INV G4 S3
Hesperia metea Cobweb Skipper - INV G4 S3
v Hesperochernes occidentalis a cave pseudoscorpion - INV G5 S1
v Heterosternuta ouachita Ouachita diving beetle - INV GNR S2
Heterosternuta sulphuria Sulphur Springs diving beetle - INV G3 S1?
Lampsilis rafinesqueana Neosho Mucket LE SE G1 S1
Lethe creola Creole Pearly-Eye - INV G4 S3
Lucanus elaphus giant stag beetle - INV G3G5 S2
Nicrophorus americanus American burying beetle LT SE G3 S1
Paduniella nearctica nearctic paduniellan caddisfly - INV G2 S1?
Papilio joanae Ozark Swallowtail - INV G2? S2
Pleurobema sintoxia Round Pigtoe - INV G4G5 S3
Poanes yehl Yehl Skipper - INV G4 S1S3
Polygonia progne Gray Comma - INV G5 S2S3
Problema byssus* Byssus Skipper - INV G4 S3



Scientific Name

Procambarus liberorum
Pseudosinella dubia
Pseudosinella testa
Ptychobranchus occidentalis
Pygmarrhopalites clarus
Rhadine ozarkensis
Satyrium favonius ontario
Stygobromus ozarkensis
Tartarocreagris ozarkensis
Telegonus cellus
Theliderma cylindrica
Toxolasma lividum
Toxolasma parvum
Trigenotyla parca
Venustaconcha ellipsiformis
Venustaconcha pleasii
Villosa sp. cf lienosa

Animals-Vertebrates

v

vk

VA

Ambystoma annulatum
Ambystoma tigrinum
Asio flammeus
Carphophis amoenus
Carpiodes velifer
Centronyx henslowii

Corynorhinus townsendii ingens

Crotaphytus collaris
Crystallaria asprella
Cyprinella camura
Cyprinella spiloptera
Etheostoma autumnale*
Etheostoma cragini
Etheostoma microperca
Etheostoma mihileze
Etheostoma teddyroosevelt*
Eurycea spelaea
Limnothlypis swainsonii
Lithobates areolatus
Lithobates sylvaticus
Myotis grisescens*
Myotis leibii*

Myotis lucifugus

Myotis septentrionalis
Myotis sodalis

Nocomis asper
Notiosorex crawfordi
Notropis ozarcanus
Ophisaurus attenuatus
Percina evides

Percina nasuta
Perimyotis subflavus
Phrynosoma cornutum
Polyodon spathula
Regina grahamii
Reithrodontomys montanus
Setophaga cerulea
Sorex longirostris
Spilogale putorius

Common Name

Osage Burrowing Crayfish
a cave springtail
Shelled Cave Springtail
Ouachita Kidneyshell

a cave springtail

Ozark ground beetle
Oak Hairstreak

Ozark cave amphipod

a pseudoscorpion
Golden Banded-Skipper
Rabbitsfoot

Purple Lilliput

Lilliput

a millipede

Ellipse

Bleedingtooth Mussel
little spectaclecase

Ringed Salamander
Eastern Tiger Salamander
Short-eared Owl
Common Wormsnake
highfin carpsucker
Henslow's Sparrow
Ozark big-eared bat
Eastern Collared Lizard
crystal darter

bluntface shiner

spotfin shiner

autumn darter
Arkansas darter

least darter

sunburst darter

highland darter
Western Grotto Salamander
Swainson's Warbler
Crawfish Frog

Wood Frog

gray bat

eastern small-footed bat
little brown bat

northern long-eared bat
Indiana bat

redspot chub
Crawford's gray shrew
Ozark shiner

Slender Glass Lizard
gilt darter

longnose darter
tricolored bat

Texas Horned Lizard
paddlefish

Graham's Crayfish Snake
plains harvest mouse
Cerulean Warbler
southeastern shrew
eastern spotted skunk

Federal
Status

State
Status

INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
SE

INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV

INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
SE

INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
SE

INV
SE

SE

SE

INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV

Global
Rank
G3G4
G3
G2G3
G3G4
G4
GH
G4G5T4
G4
GNR
G4
G3G4
G3
G5
G2
G4
G3G4
G5

G4
G5
G5
G5
G4G5
G4
GA4T1
G5
G3
G5
G5
G4
G3G4
G5
G4
GNR
G4
G4
G4
G5
G3G4
G4
G3G4
G2G3
G2
G4
G4
G3
G5
G4
G3
G3G4
G4G5
G4
G5
G5
G4
G5
G4
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State
Rank
S384
SNR
SNR
S3
S182
SH
S3
S2
S1
S2S3
S3
S3
S3
S1
S2
S3
S283

S3
S3
S3S4N
S2
S3
S1B,S2N
S1
S2
S2
SH
S§1?
S3
S1
S1
S3
S3
S3
S3B
S2
S3
S$2S83
S1
S1
S§182
S1
S3
S2
S3
S3
S3
S3
S1
SH
S3
S2
S1
S3B
S2
S§283



Scientific Name

Taxidea taxus
Terrapene ornata
Thryomanes bewickii
Troglichthys rosae

Plants-Vascular

Agalinis auriculata

Alisma triviale

Androsace occidentalis
Antennaria neglecta
Apocynum androsaemifolium
Arabis hirsuta var. adpressipilis
Argyrochosma dealbata
Artemisia ludoviciana ssp. mexicana
Asplenium x ebenoides
Callirhoe alcaeoides
Callirhoe bushii

Carex aggregata*

Carex alata

Carex arkansana*

Carex careyana*®

Carex comosa

Carex conjuncta*

Carex emoryi

Carex fissa var. fissa
Carex gracilescens

Carex gracillima

Carex hitchcockiana*
Carex lupuliformis

Carex normalis

Carex opaca*

Carex pellita

Carex scoparia var. scoparia®
Carex sparganioides
Carex stricta

Carex suberecta

Carex willdenowii
Caulophyllum thalictroides
Crataegus coccinioides
Crataegus palmeri
Crataegus phaenopyrum
Crocanthemum bicknellii
Cuscuta coryli

Cuscuta glomerata*
Delphinium treleasei
Dichanthelium helleri
Didiplis diandra

Draba aprica

Dulichium arundinaceum var.
arundinaceum

Elymus churchii

Elymus glaucus ssp. mackenzii
Elymus riparius*

Epilobium coloratum

Euthamia graminifolia
Gentiana puberulenta

Gillenia trifoliata

Helianthus pauciflorus ssp. pauciflorus

Common Name

American badger
Ornate Box Turtle
Bewick's Wren
Ozark cavefish

ear-leaf false foxglove
northern water-plantain
rock-jasmine

field pussytoes
spreading dogbane
hairy rockcress
powdery cloak fern
white sagebrush
Scott’s spleenwort
plains poppy-mallow
Bush’s poppy-mallow
cluster sedge
broad-wing sedge
Arkansas sedge
Carey's sedge
bottle-brush sedge
soft fox sedge
Emory’s sedge
hammock sedge
slender wood sedge
graceful sedge
Hitchcock’s sedge
false hop sedge
spreading oval sedge
opaque prairie sedge
woolly sedge

pointed broom sedge
bur-reed sedge
tussock sedge

prairie straw sedge
Willdenow’s sedge
blue cohosh

Kansas hawthorn
Palmer's hawthorn
Washington hawthorn
hoary frostweed
hazel dodder

rope dodder
Trelease’s larkspur
rosette grass
water-purslane

open-ground whitlow-grass

three-way sedge

Church’s wild rye

Mackenzie's blue wild rye

river-bank wild rye
willow-herb

grass-leaf flat-top goldenrod

downy gentian
Bowman’s-root
prairie sunflower

Federal
Status

LT

State
Status

INV
INV
INV
SE

INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
SE

INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
ST

INV

INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV

Global State
Rank Rank
G5 S182
G5 S2
G5 S1B,S1S2N
G3 S1
G3 S1
G5 S1
G5 S1
G5 S1
G5 S1
G5T4 S17?
G4G5 S2
G5T57? S182
GNA S1
G5? S17?
G3 S3
G5 S1
G5 S1
G4 S1
G4G5 S3
G5 S1S2
G4G5 S1
G5 S1
G4?T3T4 S1
G5? S2
G5 S1
G5 S182
G4 S182
G5 S1
G4 S2S3
G5 S1S82
G5T5 S1S82
G5 S3
G5 S3
G4 S2
G5 S1
G5 S2
G4?Q SH
GNR SNR
G4? S1
G5 SH
G5? SuU
G5 S1
G3 S3
GNR SNR
G5 S1S3
G3 S2
G5T5 S2S3
G3 S27?
G5TNR S1
G5 S1S82
G5 S1
G5 S1
G4G5 S2
G4G5 S1
G5T5? S1
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Scientific Name

Heuchera villosa var. arkansana
Hexalectris spicata var. spicata
Hieracium scabrum

Humulus lupulus var. pubescens*
Koeleria macrantha

Limnodea arkansana
Lithospermum incisum
Lysimachia hybrida

Malvastrum hispidum

Mentzelia oligosperma

Mimulus floribundus

Mimulus ringens var. ringens
Minuartia drummondii
Muhlenbergia glabrifloris
Nemastylis nuttallii

Osmorhiza claytonii

Paspalum boscianum
Perideridia americana

Phlox amplifolia

Phlox bifida

Physalis missouriensis*
Physalis pumila

Physaria filiformis

Plantago patagonica

Plantago wrightiana

Polygala incarnata

Prenanthes aspera
Rhynchospora macrostachya
Sagittaria rigida

Salix eriocephala
Schedonnardus paniculatus
Silene regia

Silphium integrifolium var. laeve
Solidago ptarmicoides
Tradescantia ozarkana
Trifolium carolinianum

Trillium ozarkanum

Valerianella ozarkana

Veratrum virginicum

Viola pedatifida

Common Name

Arkansas alumroot
crested-coralroot
rough hawkweed

wild hop

prairie June grass
Ozark grass

fringed puccoon
lowland yellow-loosestrife
yellow false mallow
stick-leaf

yellow monkey-flower
Allegheny monkey-flower
Drummond’s sandwort
inland muhly

Nuttall's pleat-leaf
hairy sweet-cicely

bull paspalum

eastern yampah
broad-leaf phlox

sand phlox

Missouri ground-cherry
prairie ground-cherry
Missouri bladderpod
woolly plantain
Wright’s plantain

pink milkwort

prairie rattlesnake-root
prairie horned beaksedge
stiff arrowhead
Missouri willow

tumble grass

royal catchfly
rosinweed

white flat-top goldenrod
Ozark spiderwort
Carolina clover

Ozark trillium

Ozark cornsalad
bunchflower

prairie violet

Special Elements-Natural Communities

Ozark-Ouachita Dry Oak Woodland

Special Elements-Other

Colonial nesting site, water birds

* - These elements of special concern have been recorded within a 1-mile radius of the study area.
v - These elements of special concern have been recorded within a 5-mile radius of the study area

Federal
Status

State
Status

INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
ST

INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV
INV

INV

INV

Global State

Rank Rank
G5T3Q S3
G5T4T5 S2
G5 S2
G5T4? S1S82
G5 S2
G4? S1
G5 S2S3
G5 S1
G3G5 S2
G4 S1
G5 S2S3
G5T5 S182
G5 S2S3
G4? S1
G3 S2
G5 S1S3
G5 S1
G4 S2
G3G5 S1
G5? S3
G2 S1
G5 S1
G3 S1
G5 S2
G5 S1
G5 S182
G4? S2S3
G4 S2
G5 SH
G5 S1
G5 S2
G3 S2
G5T4? S1
G5 S1S82
G3 S3
G5 S1?
G3 S3
G3 S3
G5 S2
G5 S2
GNR S5
GNR SNR

* - These elements of special concern have been recorded in or along the West Fork of the White River
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2049 E. Joyce Blvd.
Suite 400
Fayetteville, AR 72703

TEL 479.527.9100
FAX 479.527.9101

www.GarverUSA.com

October 4, 2023

Sarah Chitwood

Chief Regulatory Division

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

ATTN: CESWL-RD, Rm 6323

700 W. Capitol Avenue

Federal Building 7th Floor

Little Rock, AR 72203

#501-324-5295; CESWL-Regulatory@usace.army.mil

Re: Taxiway E Extension — Drake Field Airport (FYV)
Fayetteville, Washington County, Arkansas
Preliminary Wetland Delineation Report & PJD Request

Ms. Chitwood,

Drake Field Airport (FYV) in Fayetteville, Washington County, AR (see Figure 1) is proposing the
extension of Taxiway E southward toward the Runway 34 end of the airfield. This project will include
grading, drainage, pavement section construction, lighting, and signage. Design of the project shall be
completed under an Airport Improvement Program (AIP) grant in 2023. The proposed extension will
require grading in emergent wetlands and the addition of reinforced pipe culvert in a tributary to Ward
Slough. Garver, LLC has been retained to conduct a wetland delineation and develop National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) documents. This wetland delineation report summarizes our
investigation and requests a Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination (PJD) in concurrence with our
findings.

Requlatory Basis

Discharges of dredged or fill material into Waters of the United States are regulated under Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act. Any such action proposed in wetlands or other Waters of the U.S. are subject to
review by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and other federal and state agencies and require
authorization by USACE. For jurisdictional purposes, USACE and the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) jointly define wetlands as follows: Those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface
or ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances
do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. Wetlands
generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas (USACE 1987).

Methodology
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) in cooperation with Cowardin, et al. (1979), have identified a

classification system that is widely accepted by the USACE in relation to classifying wetland and stream
habitats (i.e., Classification of Wetlands and Deepwater Habitats of the United States). Wetlands and
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streams in the study area have been identified utilizing the methodology presented in this classification
system.

Prior to the site visit, Garver performed a desktop review of the approximately 36-acre study area (Figure
2). The review included the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) produced by the USFWS. and U.S.
Geological Survey (USGS) topographic quadrangle maps and the National Hydrography Database (NHD)
for the presence of streams and other waterbodies. Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
Floodplain data and Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) soil data were also reviewed. A site
visit was conducted on November 30, 2022. According to the Fayetteville Drake Field weather station
(USW00093993) in Fayetteville, AR, the area received approximately 2.81 inches of rainfall within the
previous week of the site visit. Inquiry into the USACE’s Antecedent Precipitation Tool demonstrated
normal precipitation conditions for the area. Other conditions on site appeared to be normal for an airfield;
however, there are disturbances to vegetation and hydrology due to groundskeeping and drainage
improvements, respectively. According to the NRCS Web Soil Survey, a total of three soil map units
exists within the study area. Each unit is categorized as hydric soil and includes Leaf Silt Loam,
Savannah fine sandy loam, 1 to 3 percent slopes, and Toloka silt loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes, are present
within the study area (Figure 2). Additionally, a review of the NWI Mapper exhibited no wetlands while
FEMA flood maps exhibited 100-year floodplain (Zone AE) in the study area (Figure 2).

Results

Eight emergent wetlands (W) and one stream were delineated within the study area (Figure 3). The
wetlands, associated with a high water table and floodplain, convey water east to Ward Slough by way of
surface runoff, streams, and the airport’s storm water drainage system. Although not indicated on USGS
maps, one intermittent stream (OW) was identified. Below are details regarding each feature delineated at
the site with summarized data in Table 1 and Table 2. Additionally, wetland data points (data forms
attached) and observation points were recorded to characterize and define the boundaries between
wetland and upland features.

Wetlands 1-6 »

Wetlands 1-6 are classified as a
PEM1E (Palustrine, Emergent,
Persistent, Seasonally
Flooded/Saturated Wetland). The
wetlands, all very similar, were
present within microlows and
concave surfaces. Wetland
hydrolgy is the result of
stormwater runoff, high water
table, poor hydrologic relief, and
poorly drained soils as described
by NRCS. Observed primary
hydrology indicators included
surface water at some locations,
high water table, and saturated
soils. Vegetation was mowed and
lacked diversity. Dominant
vegetation observed included
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yellow bristly grass (Setaria
pumila) and flatsedge (Cyperus
sp.). Sphagnum moss was
common within wetlands while
Bermudagrass (Cynodon
dactylon) and broom-sedge
(Andropogon virginicus)
dominated the upland areas. Each
wetland exhibited hydric soils
(depleted matrix) as shown in
insets within wetland photos. A
total of 12.84 acres of Wetlands 1-
6 occur within the study area.

North West Elevation

So est Elevation
© 54°NE (T) @ 36°0'2"N, 94°10'2"W +13ft A 1248ft

=T .

South Elevation

3139°SE (T) @ 36°0'8"N, 94°10'6"W +13ft A 1240f € 339°N (T) @ 36°0'4"N, 94°10'3"W +13ft A 1235ft
S ———
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South Elevation
€ 16°N (T) @ 36°0'13"N, 94°10'3"W +9Oft A 1238ft

Wetland 7 »

Wetland 7 is classified as a PEM1E
and is an artificial swale which drains
water from airport property. Observed
hydrology indicators included drainage
patterns, geomorphic position, and a
positive FAC-Neutral Test. Dominant '
vegetation observed included fall
panic grass (Panicum
dichotomiflorum). The inset photo
(right) shows hydric soils (depleted
matrix) from Wetland 7. Approximately
0.02 ac of Wetland 1 occurs within the |
study area.

1
Garver L
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Wetland 8 » .

Wetland 8 is classified as a PEM1E South West Elevation

and is a linear fringe wetland © 62°NE (T)7© 36°0'8"N, 94°10'4"W +9ft A 1231ft

associated with OW 1 and a highwater O ———

table. Observed primary hydrology
indicators included surface water, high
water table, and saturated soils.
Dominant vegetation within the
sample plot included tapered rosette
grass (Dichanthelium acuminatum).
The inset photo (right) shows hydric
soils (depleted matrix) from Wetland
1. Approximately 0.58 ac of Wetland 8
occurs within the study area. This
feature is likely subject to regulation
by the USACE due to surface
hydrology connection to OW 1 and
thence to Ward Slough, a USGS-
mapped perennial stream.

ow 1» :

an intermittent stream which flows © 270°W (T) @ 36°0'8"N, 94°10'4"W +13ft A 1234ft
east through the project area. Within
the study area, OW 1 originates from
a reinforced concrete pipe and flows
east to Ward Slough and was flowing b=
at the time of investigation. The
stream substrate consists of silt and
gravel, and the average OHWM is 4 ft
wide by 0.25 ft deep. Fish, a Cyprinid
sp., were present, and riparian
vegetation included broad-leaf cattail
(Typha latifolia), Bermudagrass, lamp
rush (Juncus effusus), tapered rosette
grass, and yellow bristly grass. A total
of 823 linear feet (0.09 acre) are
present within the study area. This
feature is likely subject to regulation
by the USACE due to surface
hydrology connection to Ward Slough,
a USGS-mapped perennial stream.
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Table 1: Preliminary Wetlands

Cowardin

Wetland P Latitude, Longitude Area (acre) within Study Area
Classification
Wetland1 | PEM1E 35.999910°, -94.167664° | 0.34
Wetland 2 PEM1E 36.000704°, -94.167231° 0.76
Wetland3 | PEM1E 36.000898°, -94.167015° | 0.03
Wetland 4 | PEM1E 36.001678°, -94.166841° | 2.94
Wetland5 | PEM1E 36.001899°, -94.168207° | 0.60
Wetland 6 | PEM1E 36.003412°,-94.167882° | 8.17
Wetland 7 | PEM1E 36.002625°, -94.166963° | 0.02
Wetland 8 | PEM1E 36.000693°, -94.166394° | 0.58
Total | 13.44

Table 2: Preliminary Other Waters

Other Water . Ordinary High Length within | Area (acre)
(OW) Stream Latitude, oy
Identification Classification | Longitude Water Mark study Area within
No g (width x depth) | (Linear Feet) | Study Area
36.002539°,

ow1 Int. -94.167522° 4 ft. x 0.25 ft. 823 0.09

Total | 823 0.09

Conclusion

As described in this report, a total of 13.44 acres of wetlands and 823 linear feet of stream were identified
within the study area. No other aquatic features were located within the study area. In total, 2.47 acres of
emergent wetlands will be filled and 212 linear feet or 0.02 acre of intermittent stream will be piped to
accommodate the taxiway extension. These features are likely regulated by the USACE due to their
position within a floodplain and an occasional surface water connection to Ward Slough. We respectfully
request USACE issue a PJD and in concurrence with these preliminary determinations.

Enclosed with this wetland report are several attachments to aid in your review, including site maps, data
forms, and weather data. Please call me at 479-879-9746 or email me at JCMarshall@GarverUSA.com if
you have any questions.

Sincerely,

GARVER

oty ocr e~

Colby Marshall
Environmental Scientist
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cc: Adam White, PE - Garver
Ryan Mountain, PWS — Garver

Attachments: Figure 1 - Site Location Map
Figure 2 - NRCS Soil & FEMA Flood Detail Map
Figure 3 - Wetland Delineation & NWI Map
Wetland Data Forms
Weather Data



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Eastern Mountains and Piedmont Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:

See ERDC/EL TR-12-9; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Drake Field Airport (FYV) Taxiway E Extension City/County: Fayetteville / Washington Sampling Date: 11/30/2022

Applicant/Owner: City of Fayetteville, AR State: AR Sampling Point: DP 1

Investigator(s): Colby Marshall, Joe Rujawitz Section, Township, Range: S4 T15N R30W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave Slope (%): <1
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRN Lat: 35.999778° Long: -94.167581° Datum: WGS 84

Soil Map Unit Name: Savannah fine sandy loam, 1 to 3 percent slopes NWI classification: n/a

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation X , Soll , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Site mowed. Site meets all three wetland criteria and is in a wetland.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_Surface Water (A1) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

_X_Saturation (A3) ___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)

____Water Marks (B1) ____Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Sediment Deposits (B2) ___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___ Drift Deposits (B3) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ___Other (Explain in Remarks) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)

____Iron Deposits (B5) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) _X_Shallow Aquitard (D3)

____Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Microtopographic Relief (D4)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 1

Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 2

Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No_

(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Site meets wetland hydrology criteria.

ENG FORM 6116-4, JUL 2018 Eastern Mountains and Piedmont — Version 2.0



VEGETATION (Four Strata) — Use scientific names of plants.

Sampling Point: DP 1

Tree Stratum (Plot size: )

Absolute
% Cover

Dominant
Species?

Indicator
Status

N o o~ oD~

Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)

Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species

That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0%  (A/B)

50% of total cover:

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )

=Total Cover

20% of total cover:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

x1=
x2=
x3=
x4 =
x5=

OBL species

FACW species

FAC species

FACU species

UPL species

Column Totals: (A) (B)
Prevalence Index = B/A =

© ® N o 0k~ DN =

50% of total cover:
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' )
Setaria pumila

=Total Cover

20% of total cover:

45 Yes

FAC

Carex sp.*

10 No

FAC

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

_X_2-Dominance Test is >50%

____3-Prevalence Index is <3.0'

_4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

"Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
present, unless disturbed or problematic.

1

2
3
4
5.
6.
7
8
9
1

1

0
1

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.

55 =Total Cover

50% of total cover: 28 20% of total cover:

11

Definitions of Four Vegetation Strata:

Tree — Woody plants, excluding vines, 3 in. (7.6 cm) or
more in diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of
height.

Sapling/Shrub — Woody plants, excluding vines, less
than 3 in. DBH and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft
(1 m) tall.

Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.

Woody Vine — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
height.

o~ wbd

50% of total cover:

=Total Cover

20% of total cover:

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
*Of the 92 species of Carex listed in the 2020 USACE Plants List for EMP Region in AR, 82% are FAC or wetter with the majority being FACW.
Remainder of ground cover was sphagnum moss. Site maintained by mowing. Site meets all three wetland criteria and is in a wetland.

ENG FORM 6116-4, JUL 2018
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SOIL

Sampling Point: DP 1

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-1 10YR 3/2 100 Loamy/Clayey
1-3 10YR 4/3 96 10YR 4/6 4 C M Loamy/Clayey Distinct redox concentrations
3-5 10YR 4/2 70 10YR 4/6 4 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

1Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains.

2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Hydric Soil Indicators:
___Histosol (A1)

____Histic Epipedon (A2)
___Black Histic (A3)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)
___ Stratified Layers (A5)
____2cm Muck (A10) (LRR N)
____Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
____Thick Dark Surface (A12)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)
____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)
____Sandy Redox (S5)
____Stripped Matrix (S6)
___Dark Surface (S7)

___Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (MLRA 147, 148)

___Thin Dark Surface (S9) (MLRA 147, 148)

___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (MLRA 136)

____Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

_X_Depleted Matrix (F3)

____Redox Dark Surface (F6)

____Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

____Redox Depressions (F8)

___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR N,
MLRA 136)

____Umbric Surface (F13) (MLRA 122, 136)

____Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 148)

Red Parent Material (F21) (MLRA 127, 147, 148)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
____2cm Muck (A10) (MLRA 147)
___ Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
(MLRA 147, 148)
___Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19)
(MLRA 136, 147)
____Red Parent Material (F21)
(outside MLRA 127, 147, 148)
____Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
___Other (Explain in Remarks)

®Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type: bedrock
Depth (inches): 5 Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No
Remarks:

3-5" layer also contains 26% 10YR 4/3 matrix color. Site meets hydric soil criteria.

ENG FORM 6116-4, JUL 2018

Eastern Mountains and Piedmont — Version 2.0



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Eastern Mountains and Piedmont Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:

See ERDC/EL TR-12-9; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Drake Field Airport (FYV) Taxiway E Extension City/County: Fayetteville / Washington Sampling Date: 11/30/2022

Applicant/Owner: City of Fayetteville, AR State: AR Sampling Point: DP 2

Investigator(s): Colby Marshall, Joe Rujawitz Section, Township, Range: S4 T15N R30W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): shoulder slope Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex Slope (%): <1
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRN Lat: 35.999817° Long: -94.167504° Datum: WGS 84

Soil Map Unit Name: Savannah fine sandy loam, 1 to 3 percent slopes NWI classification: n/a

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation X , Soll , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No X Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Site mowed. Site does not meet all three criteria and is not in a wetland.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Surface Water (A1) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

_X_Saturation (A3) ___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)

____Water Marks (B1) ____Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Sediment Deposits (B2) ___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___ Drift Deposits (B3) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ___Other (Explain in Remarks) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)

____lron Deposits (B5) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ____Shallow Aquitard (D3)

____Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Microtopographic Relief (D4)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 12

Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 10 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No__

(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Site meets wetland hydrology criteria.

ENG FORM 6116-4, JUL 2018 Eastern Mountains and Piedmont — Version 2.0



VEGETATION (Four Strata) — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: DP 2

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)

Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0% (A/B)

N o o~ DN~

Prevalence Index worksheet:

=Total Cover Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: OBL species x1=
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) FACW species x2=
FAC species x3=
FACU species x4 =
UPL species X5=
Column Totals: (A) (B)
Prevalence Index =BJ/A =

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

2 - Dominance Test is >50%

© ® N o 0 M~ w2

3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'

=Total Cover 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

Cynodon dactylon 60 Yes FACU "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be

Setaria pumila 30 Yes FAC present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Andropogon virginicus 10 No FACU Definitions of Four Vegetation Strata:

1

2

3

4 Tree — Woody plants, excluding vines, 3 in. (7.6 cm) or
5. more in diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of
6. height.
7

8

9

1

1

Sapling/Shrub — Woody plants, excluding vines, less
than 3 in. DBH and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft
(1 m) tall.

Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.

- O

100  =Total Cover Woody Vine — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
50% of total cover: 50 20% of total cover: 20 height.
(Plot size: )

o > 0N =

Hydrophytic
- Vegetation
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: Present? Yes No X

=Total Cover

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Site does not meet hydrophytic vegetation criteria.

ENG FORM 6116-4, JUL 2018 Eastern Mountains and Piedmont — Version 2.0



SOIL Sampling Point:  DP 2

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-3 10YR 3/2 100 Loamy/Clayey

3-10 10YR 3/2 90 Loamy/Clayey
"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
___Histosol (A1) ___Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (MLRA 147, 148) ____2cm Muck (A10) (MLRA 147)
____Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Thin Dark Surface (S9) (MLRA 147, 148) ___ Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___Black Histic (A3) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (MLRA 136) (MLRA 147, 148)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ____Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) ___Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) ___Depleted Matrix (F3) (MLRA 136, 147)
____2.cm Muck (A10) (LRR N) ____Redox Dark Surface (F6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) (outside MLRA 127, 147, 148)
____Thick Dark Surface (A12) ____Redox Depressions (F8) ____Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR N, ___ Other (Explain in Remarks)
____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) MLRA 136)
____Sandy Redox (S5) ____Umbric Surface (F13) (MLRA 122, 136) %Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 148) wetland hydrology must be present,
___Dark Surface (S7) ____Red Parent Material (F21) (MLRA 127, 147, 148) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes  No_ X
Remarks:

3-10" layer also contains 10% 10YR 5/3 matrix color. Site does not meet hydric soil criteria.

ENG FORM 6116-4, JUL 2018 Eastern Mountains and Piedmont — Version 2.0



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Eastern Mountains and Piedmont Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-12-9; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-22)

Project/Site: Drake Field Airport (FYV) Taxiway E Extension City/County: Fayetteville / Washington Sampling Date: 11/30/2022
Applicant/Owner: City of Fayetteville, AR State: AR Sampling Point: DP3
Investigator(s): Colby Marshall, Joe Rujawitz Section, Township, Range: S4 T15N R30W
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave Slope (%): <1
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRN Lat: 36.000595° Long: -94.167416° Datum: WGS 84
Soil Map Unit Name: Leaf silt loam NWI classification: n/a
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No__ (If no, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _ X, Soil __,orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes_ X No__
Are Vegetation _ , Soil _, or Hydrology _naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Site mowed. Site meets all three criteria and is in a wetland.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Surface Water (A1) ___True Aquatic Plants (B14) ____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

_X_Saturation (A3) ___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)

____Water Marks (B1) ____Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Sediment Deposits (B2) ___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) _X_Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___ Drift Deposits (B3) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ___Other (Explain in Remarks) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)

____lIron Deposits (B5) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

_X_Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ____Shallow Aquitard (D3)

____Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Microtopographic Relief (D4)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13) _X_FAC-Neutral Test (D3)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 8

Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No__

(includes capillary fringe)

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Site meets wetland hydrology criteria.
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VEGETATION (Four Strata) — Use scientific names of plants.

Sampling Point: DP3

Tree Stratum (Plot size: )

Absolute
% Cover

Dominant
Species?

Indicator
Status

N o g~ 0N

Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)

Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species

That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0%  (A/B)

50% of total cover:

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )

=Total Cover

20% of total cover:

Prevalence Index worksheet:

Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

x1=
X2=
x3=

OBL species

FACW species

FAC species

FACU species x4 =

UPL species X5=

Column Totals: (A) (B)
Prevalence Index = B/A =

© ® N o 0k~ 0w DN =

50% of total cover:
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' )
Setaria pumila

=Total Cover

20% of total cover:

60 Yes

FAC

Carex sp.*

10 No

FACW

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

_X_2-Dominance Test is >50%

____3-Prevalence Index is <3.0'

_4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

"Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Andropogon virginicus

10 No

FACU

Juncus sp.™™

5 No

FACW

24323 © 0N ok 0N

- O

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.

85 =Total Cover

50% of total cover: 43 20% of total cover:

17

Definitions of Four Vegetation Strata:

Tree — Woody plants, excluding vines, 3 in. (7.6 cm) or
more in diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of
height.

Sapling/Shrub — Woody plants, excluding vines, less
than 3 in. DBH and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft
(1 m) tall.

Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.

Woody Vine — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
height.

o~ wbd

50% of total cover:

=Total Cover

20% of total cover:

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
*Of the 92 species of Carex listed in the 2020 USACE Plants List for EMP Region in AR, 82% are FAC or wetter with the majority being FACW.

** Of the 23 species of Juncus listed in the 2020 USACE Plants List for EMP Region in AR, 87% are FAC or wetter with the majority being FACW.
Vegetation disturbed by mowing. Site meets hydrophytic vegetation criteria.
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SOIL Sampling Point: DP3

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-5 10YR 4/1 80 10YR 4/6 6 C PL/M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations

5-10 10YR 4/1 92 10YR 3/6 8 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
____Histosol (A1) ____Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (MLRA 147, 148) ____2cm Muck (A10) (MLRA 147)
____Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Thin Dark Surface (S9) (MLRA 147, 148) ___ Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (MLRA 136) (MLRA 147, 148)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ____Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) ___Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) _X_Depleted Matrix (F3) (MLRA 136, 147)
____2.cm Muck (A10) (LRR N) ____Redox Dark Surface (F6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
___Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ____Depleted Dark Surface (F7) (outside MLRA 127, 147, 148)
____Thick Dark Surface (A12) ____Redox Depressions (F8) ____Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR N, ___Other (Explain in Remarks)
____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) MLRA 136)
____Sandy Redox (S5) ____Umbric Surface (F13) (MLRA 122, 136) %Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 148) wetland hydrology must be present,
___Dark Surface (S7) ____Red Parent Material (F21) (MLRA 127, 147, 148) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No_
Remarks:

5-10" layer also contains 14% 10YR 4/3. Site meets hydric soil criteria.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Eastern Mountains and Piedmont Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-12-9; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-22)

Project/Site: Drake Field Airport (FYV) Taxiway E Extension City/County: Fayetteville / Washington Sampling Date: 11/30/2022
Applicant/Owner: City of Fayetteville, AR State: AR Sampling Point: DP4
Investigator(s): Colby Marshall, Joe Rujawitz Section, Township, Range: S4 T15N R30W
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): shoulder slope Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex Slope (%): <1
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRN Lat: 36.000603° Long: -94.167305° Datum: WGS 84
Soil Map Unit Name: Leaf silt loam NWI classification: n/a
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No  (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _ X ,Soil __ ,orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes _X No
Are Vegetation _ ,Soil _, or Hydrology _naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X within a Wetland? Yes No X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

Remarks:

Site mowed. Site does not meet all three criteria and is not in a wetland.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Surface Water (A1) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
____High Water Table (A2) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

____Saturation (A3) ___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)

____Water Marks (B1) ____Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Sediment Deposits (B2) ___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___ Drift Deposits (B3) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) ___Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ___Other (Explain in Remarks) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)

____Iron Deposits (B5) ____Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ____Shallow Aquitard (D3)

____Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Microtopographic Relief (D4)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___ FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

Saturation Present? Yes No X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X

(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Site does not meet wetland hydrology criteria.
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VEGETATION (Four Strata) — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: DP4

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)

Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0% (A/B)

N o o~ DN~

Prevalence Index worksheet:

=Total Cover Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: OBL species x1=
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) FACW species x2=
FAC species x3=
FACU species x4 =
UPL species X5=
Column Totals: (A) (B)
Prevalence Index =BJ/A =

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

2 - Dominance Test is >50%

© ® N o 0k~ DN =

3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'

=Total Cover 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

Andropogon virginicus 70 Yes FACU "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be

Setaria pumila 15 No FAC present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Plantago lanceolata 5 No UPL Definitions of Four Vegetation Strata:

1

2

3

4 Tree — Woody plants, excluding vines, 3 in. (7.6 cm) or
5. more in diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of
6. height.
7

8

9

1

1

Sapling/Shrub — Woody plants, excluding vines, less
than 3 in. DBH and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft
(1 m) tall.

Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.

0
1

90 =Total Cover Woody Vine — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
50% of total cover: 45 20% of total cover: 18 height.
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.

o~ wbd

Hydrophytic
- Vegetation
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: Present? Yes X No

=Total Cover

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
<5% mix of unknown herbs also present. Vegetation disturbed by mowing. Site does not meet hydrophytic vegetation criteria.
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SOIL Sampling Point: DP4

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-9 10YR 3/2 100 Loamy/Clayey top soil

9-12 10YR 5/2 98 10YR 5/6 2 C M Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
____Histosol (A1) ___Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (MLRA 147, 148) ____2cm Muck (A10) (MLRA 147)
____Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Thin Dark Surface (S9) (MLRA 147, 148) ___ Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___ Black Histic (A3) ____Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (MLRA 136) (MLRA 147, 148)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ____Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) ___Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) ___Depleted Matrix (F3) (MLRA 136, 147)
____2.cm Muck (A10) (LRR N) ____Redox Dark Surface (F6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ___Depleted Dark Surface (F7) (outside MLRA 127, 147, 148)
_Thick Dark Surface (A12) _Redox Depressions (F8) _Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR N, ___Other (Explain in Remarks)
____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) MLRA 136)
____Sandy Redox (S5) ____Umbric Surface (F13) (MLRA 122, 136) %Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 148) wetland hydrology must be present,
___Dark Surface (S7) ____Red Parent Material (F21) (MLRA 127, 147, 148) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes  No_ X
Remarks:

Site does not meet hydric soil criteria.

ENG FORM 6116-4, JUL 2018 Eastern Mountains and Piedmont — Version 2.0



U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024
WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Eastern Mountains and Piedmont Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:

See ERDC/EL TR-12-9; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-2a)

Project/Site: Drake Field Airport (FYV) Taxiway E Extension City/County: Fayetteville / Washington Sampling Date: 11/30/2022

Applicant/Owner: City of Fayetteville, AR State: AR Sampling Point: DP5

Investigator(s): Colby Marshall, Joe Rujawitz Section, Township, Range: S4 T15N R30W

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave Slope (%): <1
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRN Lat: 36.001386° Long: -94.167547° Datum: WGS 84

Soil Map Unit Name: Leaf silt loam NWI classification: n/a

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No (If no, explain in Remarks.)

Are Vegetation X , Soll , or Hydrology significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes X No

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Site mowed. DP in transition zone. Site meets all three criteria and is in a wetland.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

___Surface Water (A1) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
____High Water Table (A2) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) ___Drainage Patterns (B10)

_X_Saturation (A3) ___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)

____Water Marks (B1) ____Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Sediment Deposits (B2) ___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___ Drift Deposits (B3) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ___Other (Explain in Remarks) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)

____lron Deposits (B5) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

___Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ____Shallow Aquitard (D3)

____Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Microtopographic Relief (D4)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13) ___FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

Water Table Present? Yes No X Depth (inches):

Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 8 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No__

(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Site meets wetland hydrology criteria.
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VEGETATION (Four Strata) — Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: DP5

Absolute Dominant Indicator
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)

Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)

N o o~ DN~

Prevalence Index worksheet:

=Total Cover Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: OBL species x1=
Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: ) FACW species x2=
FAC species x3=
FACU species x4 =
UPL species X5=
Column Totals: (A) (B)
Prevalence Index = B/A =

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

X 2 -Dominance Test is >50%

© ® N o 0k~ 0w DN =

3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'

=Total Cover 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

Setaria pumila 90 Yes FAC "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be

Andropogon virginicus 10 No FACU present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Definitions of Four Vegetation Strata:

1

2

3

4 Tree — Woody plants, excluding vines, 3 in. (7.6 cm) or
5. more in diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of
6. height.
7

8

9

1

1

Sapling/Shrub — Woody plants, excluding vines, less
than 3 in. DBH and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft
(1 m) tall.

Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.

0
1

100  =Total Cover Woody Vine — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
50% of total cover: 50 20% of total cover: 20 height.
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.

o~ wbd

Hydrophytic
- Vegetation
50% of total cover: 20% of total cover: Present? Yes X No

=Total Cover

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
<5% ground cover is spagnum moss. Andropogon virginicus become more dominant away from DP. Site meets hydrophytic vegetation criteria.
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SOIL Sampling Point: DP5

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks

0-8 10YR 4/2 85 10YR 4/6 5 C PL Loamy/Clayey Prominent redox concentrations
"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils®:
____Histosol (A1) ___Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (MLRA 147, 148) ____2cm Muck (A10) (MLRA 147)
____Histic Epipedon (A2) ____Thin Dark Surface (S9) (MLRA 147, 148) ___ Coast Prairie Redox (A16)
___ Black Histic (A3) ___Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (MLRA 136) (MLRA 147, 148)
____Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) ____Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) ___Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19)
___ Stratified Layers (A5) _X_Depleted Matrix (F3) (MLRA 136, 147)
____2.cm Muck (A10) (LRR N) ____Redox Dark Surface (F6) ____Red Parent Material (F21)
____Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) ____Depleted Dark Surface (F7) (outside MLRA 127, 147, 148)
____Thick Dark Surface (A12) ____Redox Depressions (F8) ____Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)
____Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) ___Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR N, ___Other (Explain in Remarks)
____Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) MLRA 136)
____Sandy Redox (S5) ____Umbric Surface (F13) (MLRA 122, 136) %Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
____Stripped Matrix (S6) ____Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 148) wetland hydrology must be present,
___Dark Surface (S7) ____Red Parent Material (F21) (MLRA 127, 147, 148) unless disturbed or problematic.
Restrictive Layer (if observed):

Type:

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No_
Remarks:

0-8" layer also contains 10% 10YR 5/1 matrix. Site meets hydric soil criteria.
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers OMB Control #: 0710-0024, Exp:11/30/2024

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA SHEET - Eastern Mountains and Piedmont Region Requirement Control Symbol EXEMPT:
See ERDC/EL TR-12-9; the proponent agency is CECW-CO-R (Authority: AR 335-15, paragraph 5-22)

Project/Site: Drake Field Airport (FYV) Taxiway E Extension City/County: Fayetteville / Washington Sampling Date: 11/30/2022
Applicant/Owner: City of Fayetteville, AR State: AR Sampling Point: DP 6
Investigator(s): Colby Marshall, Joe Rujawitz Section, Township, Range: S4 T15N R30W
Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): swale Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave Slope (%): 2
Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRRN Lat: 36.000620° Long: -94.166266° Datum: WGS 84
Soil Map Unit Name: Leaf silt loam NWI classification: n/a
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes X No  (Ifno, explain in Remarks.)
Are Vegetation _ X ,Soil __ ,orHydrology ___significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes _X No
Are Vegetation _ ,Soil _, or Hydrology _naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes X No Is the Sampled Area

Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No within a Wetland? Yes X No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No

Remarks:

Site is mowed. Site meets all three criteria and is in a wetland.

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply) ____Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

_X_Surface Water (A1) ____True Aquatic Plants (B14) ____Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)
_X_High Water Table (A2) ____Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) _X_Drainage Patterns (B10)

_X_Saturation (A3) ___Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) ____Moss Trim Lines (B16)

____Water Marks (B1) ____Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) ____Dry-Season Water Table (C2)
____Sediment Deposits (B2) ___Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) ____Crayfish Burrows (C8)

___ Drift Deposits (B3) ____Thin Muck Surface (C7) _X_Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)
____Algal Mat or Crust (B4) ___Other (Explain in Remarks) ____Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)

____lron Deposits (B5) _X_Geomorphic Position (D2)

____Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) ____Shallow Aquitard (D3)

____Water-Stained Leaves (B9) ____Microtopographic Relief (D4)

____Aquatic Fauna (B13) _X_FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 3

Water Table Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 2

Saturation Present? Yes X No Depth (inches): 0 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No__

(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks:
Surface water present nearby. Site meets wetland hydrology criteria.
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VEGETATION (Four Strata) — Use scientific names of plants.

Sampling Point: DP 6

Absolute Dominant
Tree Stratum (Plot size: ) % Cover Species?

Indicator
Status

N o o~ 0N~

Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 1 (A)

Total Number of Dominant
Species Across All Strata: 1 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0% (A/B)

=Total Cover

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: )

50% of total cover: 20% of total cover:

Prevalence Index worksheet:
Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

OBL species x1=

FACW species x2=

FAC species x3=

FACU species x4 =

UPL species X5=

Column Totals: (A) (B)
Prevalence Index =BJ/A =

© ® N o 0k~ 0w DN =

=Total Cover

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' )

Panicum dichotomiflorum 100 Yes

50% of total cover: 20% of total cover:

FACW

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

____1-Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

_X_2-Dominance Test is >50%

____3-Prevalence Index is <3.0'

_4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

____Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

"Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must be
present, unless disturbed or problematic.

1

2
3
4
5.
6.
7
8
9
1

1

0
1

100 =Total Cover

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: )
1.

50% of total cover: 50 20% of total cover:

20

Definitions of Four Vegetation Strata:

Tree — Woody plants, excluding vines, 3 in. (7.6 cm) or
more in diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of
height.

Sapling/Shrub — Woody plants, excluding vines, less
than 3 in. DBH and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft
(1 m) tall.

Herb — All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.

Woody Vine — All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in
height.

o~ b

=Total Cover

50% of total cover: 20% of total cover:

Hydrophytic
Vegetation
Present? Yes X No

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Vegetation is disturbed by mowing. Site meets hydrophytic vegetation criteria.
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NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY TO REVIEW DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
ASSESSMENT AND/OR REQUEST FOR A PUBLIC HEARING

City of Fayetteville, Arkansas
Drake Field Airport (FYV) Taxiway E Extension
Fayetteville, Washington County, Arkansas

The City of Fayetteville, Arkansas is providing public notice of the availability of the draft
Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Drake Field Airport (FYV) Taxiway E Extension.

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to extend the partial parallel taxiway on the east side of
Runway 16/34. Selection criteria used to evaluate the Proposed Action (Alternative 1) and other
alternatives included wetland and floodplain impacts.

The draft EA is available as a hardcopy or online for public review and comment for 30 days
through Tuesday, April 2, 2024.

o  Website: FYVTaxiwayE.AirportPlans.com
e Hard Copy Location: Drake Field Terminal Building, 4500 S. School Avenue, Suite F,
Fayetteville, AR 72701 (Open 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. Monday through Friday)

Use the following contact information to provide comments. Any comments should be received
or postmarked by Tuesday, April 2, 2024.

Kyle Bennett

2049 East Joyce Boulevard, Suite 400
Fayetteville, AR 72703

479.287.4614
KABennett@GarverUSA.com

A public hearing will only be held if requested. Those wishing to request a public hearing on the
project must make their request by email or letter no later than Tuesday, April 2, 2024, which is
30 days after the publication of this notice. In the event a request for a public hearing is made by
the specified date and FAA approves, a Notice of Public Hearing will be published in this same
newspaper.

Before including your address, phone number, e-mail address, or other personal identifying
information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment — including your personal
identifying information — may be made publicly available at any time. While you can ask us in your
comment to withhold from public review your personal identifying information, we cannot guarantee
that we will be able to do so.

Anyone needing project information or special accommodations under the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) is encouraged to contact Caitlin Hetzel, at (501) 823-0730, mail at Garver, Attn:
Caitlin Hetzel, 4701 Northshore Drive, North Little Rock, AR 72118, or email at
PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.com. Hearing or speech impaired, please contact the Arkansas Relay
System at (Voice/TTY 711). Requests should be made at least four days prior to the end of the comment
period. Free language assistance for Limited English Proficient individuals is available upon
request.


https://www.flyxna.com/public-notices-procurements
mailto:KABennett@GarverUSA.com
mailto:PublicInvolvement@GarverUSA.com
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NW\ Ai
Account #: STNG3
Company: NWC GARVER

4701 NORTHSHORE DR
NORTH LITTLE ROCK, AR 72118-5325
Ad number #: 380547
PO #:
Matter of: NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY

AFFIDAVIT * STATE OF ARKANSAS

I, Carla Gardner, do solemnly swear that I am the Finance Director of the NWA Democrat Gazette, a daily newspaper
printed and published in WASHINGTON/BENTON county, State of ARKANSAS; that I was so related to this
publication at and during the publication of the annexed legal advertisement in the matter of :

NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY
Pending in the court, in said County, and at the dates of the several publications of said advertisement stated below, and
that during said periods and at said dates, said newspaper was printed and had a bona fide circulation in said County,
that said newspaper had been regularly printed and published in said county, and had a bona fide circulation therein for
the period of one month before the date of the first publication of said advertisement; and that said advertisement was
published in the regular daily issues of said newspaper as stated below.

And that there is due or has been paid the NWA Democrat Gazette for publication the sum of $180.88.
(Includes $0.00 Affidavit Charge).

NWA Democrat Gazette 03/03/24; NWA nwaonline.com 03/03/24

Finance Director

State of ARKANSAS, County of WASHINGTON, Subscribed

and sworn to before me on this 4th day of March, 2024 ' ; %ﬂﬁm,% ATHENE sTAGGS ‘
.r‘

\ ) - EXPIRES: Febuary 28, 2025
CM’)Q/u wgf’k%?gqﬁ .,,:;:f-, o Washington County
NOTARY PUBLIC



https://nwaonline.com

NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY TO
REVIEW DRAFT ENVIRONMEN-
TAL ASSESSMENT AND/OR RE-
QUEST FOR A PUBLIC HEARING

City of Fayetteville, Arkansas

Drake Field Airport (FYV) Taxi-
way E Extension

Fayetteville, Washington
County, Arkansas

The City of Fayetteville,
Arkansas is providing public no-
tice of the availability of the
draft Environmental Assessment
(EA) for the Drake Field Airport
(FYV) Taxiway E Extension.

The purpose of the Proposed
Action is to extend the partial
parallel taxiway on the east side
of Runway 16/34. Selection cri-
teria used to evaluate the Pro-
posed Action (Alternative 1) and
other alternatives included wet-
land and floodplain impacts.

The draft EA is available as a
hardcopy or online for public re-
view and comment for 30 days
through Tuesday, April 2, 2024.

* Website: FYVTaxiwayE.Air-
portPlans.com

e Hard Copy Location: Drake
Field Terminal Building, 4500 S.
School Avenue, Suite F, Fayet-
teville, AR 72701 (Open 8 a.m.
to 5 p.m. Monday through Fri-
day)

Use the following contact in-
formation to provide comments.
Any comments should be re-
ceived or postmarked by Tues-
day, April 2, 2024.

Kyle Bennett

2049 East Joyce Boulevard,
Suite 400

Fayetteville, AR 72703

479.287.4614

KABennett@GarverUSA.com

A public hearing will only be
held if requested. Those wishing
to request a public hearing on
the project must make their re-
quest by email or letter no later
than Tuesday, April 2, 2024,
which is 30 days after the pub-
lication of this notice. In the
event a request for a public
hearing is made by the specified
date and FAA approves, a Notice
of Public Hearing will be pub-
lished in this same newspaper.

Before including your ad-
dress, phone number, e-mail
address, or other personal iden-
tifying information in your com-
ment, be advised that your
entire comment — including your
personal identifying information
— may be made publicly avail-
able at any time. While you can
ask us in your comment to with-
hold from public review your
personal identifying information,
we cannot guarantee that we
will be able to do so.

Anyone needing project infor-
mation or special accommoda-
tions under the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) is encour-
aged to contact Caitlin Hetzel, at
(501) 823-0730, mail at Garver,
Attn:  Caitlin  Hetzel, 4701
Northshore Drive, North Little
Rock, AR 72118, or email at
Publiclnvolvement@GarverUSA.
com. Hearing or speech im-
paired, please contact the
Arkansas Relay System at
(Voice/TTY 711). Requests
should be made at least four
days prior to the end of the
comment period. Free language
assistance for Limited English
Proficient individuals is avail-
able upon request.

March 3, 2024 380547
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STERN DIS-

To place an ad call 1-866-296-3666

LEGAL NOTICES J§ LEGAL NOTICES

il THE CIRCUIT COURT OF JAMES HOLMES, SR.,In- _IN'THE UNITED STATES DIS- PENTER; JAMES HOLMES, SR, Inyironmertal Reiew Process for =
INTY, dlvldually and as Parent of  TRICT COURT, EAS Rnouv o T sms m dividually and as Parer Arkansas Clean Water Rovolving E%'?’ the D'Eﬂ'&ﬁe'!’ Airport e A Lt ]
KAMSAS TY'JUAN HOLMES, JAMES  TRICT OF ARKANSAS,DELTA  DEFENDANTS TY'JUAN ~ HOLMES, JAMES Loan Fund Projects,” an environ- 1) DNy mﬁ"s}',""- =
JUVENILE DIVISION Il HOLMES, JR., POLLY JILES, DIVISION 'WARNING ORDER HOLMES, JR., POLLY JILES, mental review has been per- ot Seppen o e ropoere h‘n“':g TBHLEO%?(R;:' ﬁnﬁggﬁ
ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF  ANGEL FONZIE as Parent of KYLEY U-HAUL CO. OF ARIZONA, INC.  TO: ANGEL FONZIE AS PARENT - ANGEL FONZIE as Parent of KYLEY formed on the proposed NRD ““u“l's 0.2 e"m‘ e, pos .:f
HUMAN SERVICES RODDY, and MICHAEL SEALS, lll, and U-HAUL CO. OF GEORGIA, OF KYLEY RODDY RODDY, and MICHAEL SEALS, I, revolving lan fund project below: [PEf& @ W'&%g"&; Efs‘s’ de éam'o" STEDBASTIAN mu
DEFENDANTS INC., PLANTIFFS. You are hereby notified that U- DEFENDANTS City of Hightill ‘"‘“’;’g it ",:“";"' ARKAMSAS AN T
VS. CASE NO. 72JV-22-670-3 WARNING ORDER Haul Co. of Arizona, Inc. and U- WARNING ORDER Benton County, olia D i T‘ ) amd INO. B6FCV-24-76 g
YENNI ELIZABETH CRUZ et.al  T0:ANDRE CLARK CASE NO. 2:23-CV-00029-  Haul Co. of Georgia, Inc., whose  TO: POLLY JILES Project Number: 22-223 P?ﬁe a“‘m""é "”"“"‘(f d) a"‘, Yot ol that
DEFENDANT You are hereby notified that U- BSM attorney is WDTC Law, PA., and  You are hereby nofified that U~ Total Project Coet:, ithor aitormal Vels'"““ L W i ”ﬁ 'sb;’“mig"'“;‘”?““
GUARDIANSHIP  HEARING Haul Co. of Arizona, Inc. and U-  ANDRE CLARK; MARKUS CAR- ~ whose address is 2120 Riverfront Haul Co. of Arizona, Inc. and U~ $5,443,500. g Pt Crouit Gl of Sebastion
WARNING ORDER Haul Co. of Georgia, Inc., whose ~ PENTER; JAMES HOLMES, SR., Inr Drive, Suite 275, Little Rock, AR Haul Co. of Georgia, Inc., whose _ Total SRF Funding: | 4 i "‘“‘.f*’ab? . Jolille Hom gl idstion
TO: YENNI ELIZABETH CRUZ, ~ attomey is WDTC Law, PA., and dividually and as Parent of 72202, has filed a Complaint attorney is WDTC Law, PA., and $2,721,750.00 ar ”’i‘g“"’"‘"e xpmiere C"r‘:,‘“y- M‘%"ff;a :"gé"f‘l;""
Earem whose address is 2120 Riverfront TYJUAN  HOLMES, JAMES herein against you, a copy of whose address is 2120 Riverfront  CWRLF Loan: $2,721,750.00 “‘f‘” “":T“”:'“E g !2 202 4 oy d’"" .h:d'" 0 e s‘:m;
OREY DESHAWN REED,  Drive, Suite 275, Litte Rock, AR HOLMES, JR, POLLY JILES, Complaintand Summons shallbe ~Drive, Suite 275, Litle Rock, AR _Funding fo the eigble costsof ro4gh Tuesday, fori 2, 3024, Jing described propertis n Scbas.
72202, has filed a Complaint ANGEL FONZIE as Parent of KYLEY ~delivered to you or your attomey 72202, has filed a Complaint the above project was determined P,” site: FYVTaxiwayE Air- [fian “‘;ﬁ- mz:;;uue
ake noﬂce that on January herein against you, a copy of RODDY, and MICHAEL SEALS, lll, upon request. herein’ against you, a copy of in accordance with the require- °:‘ HB"’; E:"’ Licaton: ek g'“ﬁ'"x‘;"s m’?s;eb o C st
, 2024, apemmnwasﬂed b¥ Complaint-and Summons shall be DEFENDANTS You are also nofified that you - Complaint and Summons shall be ments of the Arkansas Clean . © dTa % "Ijﬂ ”’"450’3; s I, Sebatin. Courty
e Arkansas Department of delivered to you or your attorney WARNING ORDER must appear and defend yourself delivred to you or your atiorney Water Revolving Loan Fund i¢ f"""‘" g {AR 72904, and legal description
uman Services in the Circuit  upon reque: TO: ANGEL FONZIE AS PARENT by filing your Answer or other re-  upon reques (CWRLF) Priority System and List "“ AI{E;’Z“;M “[‘]e B 2
Sourt, Juvenile Division, of  You are also nofied that you or MICHAELSEALS il sponsive pleading withing thirty You are also noffed that you - and NAD i 15.The Ciy of High- ({2116, AR 7270 (,E"*" hﬂF”.' m“ﬂz’;’é‘}é"{*}&%‘aﬂg
fashington Cot Arkansas‘ must appear and defend yourself  You are hereby notified that U- (30) days of the date of the first must appear and defend yourself fillis planning to use these funds |2  P-m- Monday through Fri- 2“’ B.“ X A‘; d‘?ﬁ b lbeg
r appmm quardianship as to by filing your Answer or other re- Hai Go.of “Afzon, In, and U~ publicaton of this waming order; by ing your Arswer o oner e- a state revolving loan "‘R the foll ks "{ko";"é& i)
01/09/2007 and JR. sponsive pleading withing thirty Haul Co. of Georgia, Inc., whose and in the event of your failure to - sponsive pleading withing thirty fund loan administered by the s;“ emﬂ “"’"‘;9 el “:t'; I fan County,
/17/2 . Such a dec- (30) days of the date of the first attorney is WDTC Law, PA., and do so, judgment by default will be (30) days of the date of the first NRD Fonnalion io (RIVICe Coniies

whose address is 2120 Riverfront
Drive, Sune 275, Little R
u

laration could resutin the juve-
nile’s continued removal from
your custody and placement in
the care of some suitable per-
son, agency, or institution.

A Guardianship Hearing on

publication of this waming order;
and in the event of your failure o
do so, judgment by default will be 72 circumscribed by the laws of this
entersd againt you for th el o sl Yoo gy o

manded in the. Complaint as Compiaintand Summansshailbe  In- witness whereof, | have
e L by the laws of this _ delivered to you or your attomey hereunto set my hand and as

entered against you for the relef
le Rock, AR i
a Complaint

is matter is scheduled for April  state. upon request. Clerk of the Court on this 15th day
4,2024,2t 10:30 am. withthe I witness whereof, | have  You are also notified that you ~of February 2024.
ashlngton Gounty Gircuit hereunto set my d as must appear and defend yourself Tammy H. Downs, Clerk
urt, Juvenile Division, 885 Clerk of the Court on this 15th day by fifing your Answer or other re- By: /s/Deputy Clerk
Iydesdale, Fayetteville, of February 2024. sponsive pleading withing thirty  PREPARED BY:
kansas 72701. Hf you desire to “Tammy H. Downs, Clerk (30) days of the date of the first  David M. I]oﬂwan (81184)
be represented by an attorney, By: /s/Deputy Clerk ~publication of this waming order; ~ WDTC Law, P

PREPARED BY:
David . Donovan 81184

you should immediately contact
an attorney so that an answer
an be filed for you, and he may
appear with you at any hearing.
if you cannot afford an attorney,

and in the event of your failure to
doso, judgment by be
entered against you for the relief
demanded in the Complaint as
cicumscrbed byt aws of s

2120 Rwertmnt Drive, Suite
275

Little Rock, AR 72202
(501) 372-1406
377759

212D Rlveﬂmnl Drive, Suite

demanded in the Complaint as ar

lAny comments should be re- o el
eived or postmarked by Tues- | N 40 LOTS 11-12 Seclmn 04
*Apnl 2, 2024.
nnett
2149 East doyee Boulevard,

uite
Fa ettswlle AR 72103

KABennett@GarverUSA com
A public hearing will only be

analysis of the financial ca-
pabnny of the project entity has
been performed based upon the

publication of this warning order;
the of failure to

in the event of your
doso, judgment by defauit
entered against you for the relief |a¢est appllcab)e financial infor-
demanded in the Complaint as

circumscribed by the laws of this The “City of Highfil currelmy
state. uses a drip imigation system to

In witness whereof, | have treat its wastewater under

hereunto set my hand and as  Arkansas Division of Environ-

[FORT SMITH Adition: BIRNIE SD:
99FS, Parcel Number: 10537
0011-00021-01

“The property described herein

ments LLC, via Limited Warranty

e oy e 1oy e B oapircson O [hed f requested. Those wishing [Doed, andior Corrction Warranty
Sogbnini] o request a public hearng on |Dee,fany sied pusuantts 2

Tamimy H. Downs, Clerk tober 31, 2023. It is using the
e i UL ol aion the project must make thei re- |tax sale -conducied by _the
o ot Gty g guet by omail oot mmissioner of State
Do o il of Conterion and \than Tuesday, April 2, 2024, flands,after the property emained
" kwhich is 30 daye ater the puby Junredeemed and the fime period
WDIGLawy, FA. A"'"""" '"AC“’ The Gity of De- [ Gon of this notice. In the [for redemption having expired.

2120 Riverfront Drive, Suite catur (via Centerton) and NACA

will take over the city's waste- st for a public

levent a_request [The last person, firm, or corpora-

2 Ihearing is made by the specified [tion assessedto pay taxes on the
u may obtain one by contact-  Little Rock, AR 72202 Little Rm;k AR 72202 water treatment at their two E ’
|yr‘\)g Legal Services or rel]uesnng (501) 372-1406 o s whereof, | nave NOTIGE UF INTENTION T0  (501) 37: plants drai late and FAA es, aNotice [above-described real property
the Court to determine if 37T4TE hereunto set my hand and as ISSUE SECOND LIEN BONDS, S basin where each wastewater [°f Public Hearing will be pub- |was Hugh C Josenberger. All per-
aualty for appointed counsel.  — " Grottn o,.m,, is 15tday 10 WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: Do phere s ished in this same newspaper. Jsons, fims, corporations, or im-
utative parents take notice PEOPLE READ of February 20 A meeting of the Board of Di- ~ NOTICE OF PUBLIC SALE “The City of Highfil serves a re- Beloreh m\:ludmgh your ad_-l provement districts that can
that pursuant to Arkansas state Yoy . Do, Clrc166101s of Fayettovile School _n accordancowith et 76 of il popuion of appriatin foss nnenimbier, smadl |ealabislr sy dgit Lo/t el
law, you have the right to: SMALL ADS . <Depuy ik it No. 1 of Woshington 1667'af th actsof Arkansas, 5970 pagl wihdnking walar [Pccres, o cter pesoral dn- ropery coneed a ot
ow the methods of es- e8¢ | PREPARED BY: F"“;:Y ﬁ"‘f"”“’f il 'C’z' and pursuant to the security purchased from Benton Washing- "‘W“Q 'g“""a“'""é" Jour ot ey nilicd to stens Jpest,
tablishing paternity. You can es- David M. Donovan (81184) ayetteville, Washington County, - agreements between Lockdown - ton Regional Public Water Author- [Te" el ifitn (0,08
tablish paternity by: 1. Proving YOU JUSTDID |zt Law, PA. ikansas on o 2ond day of Storags, LLO and the folowing iy, which treats e rom Jonine comment _ nchucing Your Jestn sed property 2hc o e
that you were married to the ™ JHook Towing and Recovery -, 2120 Riverfront Drive, Suite Febmarv. 2024at6:00p.m.  tenants occupying storage Bea 2 asiterde ent&fymgl:r; i o e ook oo el
mother of the child at the time ing exd 2 All' members of the Board ggice numbers: demam, i ‘allons per |- may be made publicly avail- oroporty shoud no e
the child was bom; 2. Present- 5809'S University A Little Rock, AR 72202 had due notice of the time and ™ a31 DAN PARKS fable at any time. While you can fand title quieted in the name of
ing an Acknowledgment of Pa- sl (oo 3721406 place of said meeting, and the  p51 ERIC PRATT proposed wastowtorpro- [ESK 8 0 yuur;]ﬂmmemmwlﬂl— lainft i fee simpe. WITNESS
temnity that has been properly 01-451-8697 purpose thereof, and a quorum 53 VERNON KECK oct het o dotorminea to bo- [10ld from public review your as Clerk of the
signed and filed with the  Notico o o vehl and No- consisting of the following (34 GRANT PARKE] compliance with the State Water[Personal identiying information, ot Gour o Sbesian Couty,
Arkansas Dopartment of Health, . Jouce o Ciaim Vetide and No- PUBLIC NOTICE members were present: D02 VERNON KECK Plan by the NRD. e cannot guarantee that we [Arkansas, the 15th day of Febru-
Office of Vital Records; or 3. ; rsuant to Arkansas Code A, Nika Waitsman, Megan Tul- D09 KIRK BLEVING ill be able fo do so. ary 2024, Sebastian County Gir-

Arkansas Code 18-45-201 and
Proving that a court of Compe- 37.50: 7101, the folowing vehi-  22-01-201 L. 8. the Direclorof
ot Jbodicion b rloved o 21 s are heldby JHWL"T"W"Q S pub"c = Tosres il s
order declaring that you are the - Recovery-Littie Rock and will be e b
child’s legal father. sold at publ ion of Springhill Wholesale,
public auction on March 2711 Springhill Road, Bryant, AR
(B) Prove that you have had 501 " 2094 from $:00. am pringhi iy
; 2024, : 72019 for a Wholesale Permit
gignfcant contact with the 1000an, ook Towg and iy TAUNG, b€ Nk ol
oo o ry-Litle Rock claims a pos- cie® Ktematve Nicotne Prod-

Be hoard by the Court,
O o beari b tho Gout S Ten Ur o e uis, or € i Pt Al

lock, Tim Hudson, Justin Eich-
mann, Katrina Osberne, Tracey
Pomeroy and Keaton S

Aiter consideration, the Board
approved a motion as follows:

“The Fayetteville School
Board authorizes Stephens Inc.
to file an application with the
State Board of Education to

defend or otherwise respond wrrmers e holders seeking - gpjections o the issuance of sad _issue second len hnnds in the
within thirty daye from the st (3 ciamge iy i £ wp pormishoudbe made nwring gstmated | amount - of
date of publication of this no- and_sent abacon S117,630,000 for the purpose

JHook Towing and Recoy

to s
e e i Control, ATTN: Kali Craft, Senior

Auditor, 101 East Capitol Avenue,

of constructing, renovating and

tice, the Potition may be taken o

as confessed, and a decree en-

sity Little Rock, AR 72205 1501) Suite 401, Little Rock, Arkansas ~ cilities. Any remaining funds will
R SaL 863710 Jakw A 4 72201. Objections must be sither be used for other construction,
CIRCUIT CLERK w&ﬂfgﬂh}"‘““ﬂ;'&?ﬂﬁ eceived within 30 days of thefirst  renovations, and ~equipment

printing of this notice on March

3rd, 2024, or be postmarked

within that date time period.
380841f

Washington County Circuit
Court 280 N. College Avenue
Fayetteville, AR 72701

By: Melarie Hart

Deputy Clerk

Date: 2-26-2024

March 3 & 10, 2024 379613

rchases.

BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF
FAYETTEVILLE SCHOOL DIS-
TRICT NO. 1 OF WASHINGTON
COUNTY, ARKANSAS

tle Rook reserves the right to bid
on these vehicles. The lolluwmg
vehicles, unclaimi
owner/lien holder, may be snlu ai
IN THE UNITED STATES DIS-
TRICT COURT, EASTERN DIS-
TRICT OF ARKANSAS, DELTA

|ka Waltsman President
n, Secretary

same auction:
2008 TOYOTA RAV4 WHITE

dsor
JTMZD31V485098276
T ——— 2010 HONDA ACCORD TAN DIVISION M
Tﬁﬁ‘crrﬁgnlﬂ%%gﬁangi 1HGCP2FBGAAT45672 U-HAUL CO. OF ARIZONA, INC. —INTHE UNITED STATES DIS-
A - 015 DODGE CHALLENGER and U-HAUL CO. OF GEORGIA, TRICT COURT, EASTERN DIS-
TRICT OF ARKANSAS, DELTA gy ACK 2C3CDZBTXFH7Z3134 i ICT OF ARKANSAS, DELTA

DRSS 2004 MERGURY GRANDMAR. 3 >
U-HAUL CO. OF ARIZONA, INC. qujs WHITE

CASENO.225-000028-  U-HAUL €O, OF AR ARIZONA, INC.
. Cy OF GEORGIA, pMEFM7AWA4X673238 BSM and U-HAUL CO. OF GEORGIA,
o 213 NISSAN MAKMA GREY _ANDRE CLARK, MARKUS GAR- NG, PLANTIFFS
. ; IAAASAP PENTER; JAMES HOLMES, SR, In-
CASE NO. 2:23-CV-00029- i M%%sa ZT&V;)ZTSAZ E%DM BLUE dividually and as Parent CASE NO. 2:23-CV-00029-
: TYJUAN  HOLMES,  JAMES BS|
ANDRE CLARK; MARKIS CAR- ™ 3811421 HOLMES, JR, POLLY JILES,  ANDRE CLARK; MARKUS CAR-

m LEGAL NOTICES || LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES

Constructon will begin in the y x
D13 BEVERLY BOLIN spring of 2024 and be comploted | Anyone needing projoctinfor. fout Clork. By ;ﬂ':mmd

13 DAVID REED B o o 3034, imation or special accommoda- Changose, Natural
jew [ions under the Americans with [PLLG, 8201 Ranch Bivc. o, B-1,
B p oy ihe. Mot e Disbiies ft (10 o cncour i o AR 72273 G016

process, which s documented by
E15 LINDA CHENEY the enciosed Environmental As-
F08 LINDA JOHNSON ‘sessment, indicates that no signif-
F40 CONNIE ROMERO icant _adverse _environmental
G09 TINATODD impacts would result from the
H8 TINATODD a
H32 LINDA JOHNSON
133 LINDA JOHNSON
e collateral securing the
above named Tenant’s obliga-
tions to Lockdown Storage, LLC
will be: sold at public sale fo be

to contact Caitlin Hetzel, at
Eﬂﬂ 823-0730, mail at Garver
ttn: Caitlin Hetzel, 470°

Northshore Drive, North Little fru:
Rock, AR 72118, or email at

9848 — Offce, (865) 415-8951 —
i, 3 B . 2075165
“This notic first published, Feb-
ary 18th, 2024.

By Willam J. Changose
Natural State Law, PLLC

AR Bar No. 2015165

8201 Ranch B St. -1
Litle Rock, AR 7222

(501) 916-2878 — Gince
{855)115.0051 ~Fasimio

preliminary decision not to pre-
pare an Environmental Impact "
Statement has been made. This [Faired, please contact the
decision s based on a careful re- [ ;@RS G4, SR q’:‘ms?s
st A Jhould be made at least four

isory Co
Environmental Information Docu- (25 Prior to the end of the

om. Hearing or speech im-

s

ol on tday e 0 o omment period. Free language
March, 2024 at 10:00 am. The ment, and other supporting data [0 S a
location of the sale is 490 which is on ileat the above office [aSSistance for Limited English

Proficient individuals is avail-
lable upon request.
March 3, 2024 380547

THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED
JOTOR VEHICLES SHALL BE

N.Cato Springs Rd, (1-49 and
Exit 58) Fayetieville, AR 72701.
Thisis one bock behid the
truck stop at the Greenland exit
oo TR S amnone A8y A
5405.The shall_be in
parcels, each parcel being the
contents of a storage unit, CASH
LY!! March 3, 2024 379029

and available for public review
upon request. Therefore, NRD is

This is a notice of public auc-
fsuing s Finding of No o i
cant Impact,

jon to satisfy Operator's Lien at
Superior Storage — (901 E Cen-
terton Blvd). Units for auction
are as follows; Robert Moore-
Unit 416, Tina Slaughter- Unit
1013, Christian Wright- Unit
1613, Youset Yacubu- Unit 542,

This decision is subject o a
public comment period of thirty
(30) days after notice has been
Fubishd, A thecomnen e-

302 REGIONAL AIRPORT
s e, D il BLVD. BENTONVILLE, BENTON

final decision. However, no ad-

PUBLIC NOTICE _ miistraiive action wil be taken [T S D L ’é:é’.!;,i‘?"ﬁ‘.’.ﬁ\ 15 Vi \%Jer{t!
of Corrections s pro- - on the project for at least thirty w0’y " Unit 231, Kelsie Lawson- Unit

posing to promulgate the follow- ~ (30) calendar days after the ro-
ing Administrative Rule: Tease of this Finding of No Signifi-
County Jail Medical Expense cant Impact.

138. Auction will be held online
id13.com ending on

2003 Jeep Liberty: 138 hix
1AGKS8KEIWS17053 March 25th, 2024, If full pay-

APPROPRIATION ORDINANCE NO. 0-2024-05
BEIT ENACTED BY THE QUORUM COURT OF THE COUNTY OF BENTON, STATE OF ARKANSAS, AN APPROPRIATION ORDINANCE
TO BE ENTITLED:
AN APPROPRIATION ORDINANCE AMENDING APPROPRIATION ORDINANCE NO. 0-2023-82 (2024 BENTON COUNTY BUDGET)
AAUTHORIZING A TRANSFER BETWEEN FUNDS, APPROPRIATING ADDITIONAL FUNDS AND AUTHORIZING ADDITIONAL EXPENDI-

Reimbursement ADC 808 / ACC S:‘hcg%riyékm Sﬁég,ﬂag e mer;!bls' nn|1r6e§.aved hy‘hm:su-
¥ thi 1 9 -ZUDS Chrysler Town and Pantbefore. I Ol gAY
av.-,na"x!ff s o T P COERRN, oo e it
DOC Headquarters, focated at  atural Resources Division 2‘,‘5&?"&&‘}'}%})‘_ 0 6k The rertoval and clgsn up
1302 Pike Ave. North Little Rock, _ Comments supporting or dis- - :
AR72114. The proposa can also_agreeing with B dession o E‘D—ﬁ%‘{ 20\4“\;1(0503912 becomes e responsl %ﬂ.‘:i
be accessed electronically at issue a Finding of No Significant 32000, loyota Gamry tion call Superior Storage
doc.arkansas.govirule-fings/.  Impact may be submited or con- eS8 TOUBOSTSE o OF Centrton Bhd (479) 07453 305
B B s WL 0 s
Micaea Whielowararses Arkansas Department of Agri- 560 CUNVLLE SONING, o This s 2 notice of public auc-
ormaledto 1302 e . Norh cultre i tonto afsly peralors Lenat
ock, . Comments  Natural Resources Division . Superior Storage — Shady Gro
snnum be received by April 02, 10421 West Markham Street BENTONVILLE AR. 72713 Rond. Units for auction are a5
2024, follows; Tammy Jay unit 044,

i 479-273-
Little Rock, Arkansas 72205
379923f March 3, 2024 376978

ARTICLE 2. This appropriation is to transfer $4,000 from Kitchen Supplies to Machinery & Equipment o purchase a 40-galion
it skillet and a 60-quart mixer for the Jail due to price increases after the 2024 Budget was approved.

15/ Barry Moehring

BARRY MOEHRING, COUNTY JUDGE
DATE SIGNED: __ 02-29-2024
ATTEST:
Vs/ Betsy Harrell
BETSY HARRELL, COUNTY CLERK
SPONSOR:  JP Dustin Todd

DATE ADOPTED: February 29, 2024
Votes For:_15_Votes Against:

Abstain: ___ Present:  Absent:

TURES IN DEPARTMENT 0418 — JAIL, FUND 1000 — COUNTY GENERAL il e ',‘,f,‘,‘.’ﬁ‘é’}” g E,'ﬁ‘ﬂﬁ
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED BY THE QUORUM COURT OF THE COUNTY OF BENTON, STATE OF ARKANSAS: March 3, 2024 NOTICE OF OPPURTUNITY 10 Qe OICEOE  held onlino at www.Bid13.com
ARTICLE 1. The folowing fund appropriations and expenditures are herein approved WEADING OF NO SIGNiCANT HEVICW DUAET ENRONNEN-{ 1,8 G Goury 0 .S o Merch 1 at 100
and adopted as an amendment to the 2024 Benton County Budget, and Appropriation Ordinance TOALL INTERESTED AGENGIES JQUEST FORA PUBLIC HEARING | BASTIAN COUNTY, ARKANSAS, coived by occupant before
No. 0-2023-82 shall be amended to authorize the following additional appropriations and expenditures as listed below: AND PUBLIC GROUPS Tity of Fayetrevile, Arkansas | CVIL DVISION o030 o the sty of the s
FUND 1000 — COUNTY GENERAL Adjusted/ Transfer New Budget Inaccordance with he envion- | Drake Field Airport (FYV) Taxi-|  WFT, Jm@;gg LG tion,the unit will be sold onine
Dot T org. Butaet Aooop, amount | ol v s o e oy Etoneon | WL IOSETEG MY 1o et coh e Tre e
EXPENSE: . i (CED)found a0 Code redemr \County, Arkansas TION, CLAMING ANY RIGHT TITLE, (he responsibility uf said bidder.
0418 4004 Machinery & Equipment $43,000.00 $  4,000.00 $ 47,000.00 Regulations 1GFR) A d{n City ofd Fayegleville. mﬁﬂ Aﬁ"u TUME;%'EER% r mn & informati sn ﬁall gup - b
0418 2016 Kitchen Supplies $20.000.00 S (4.00000) $ 16.000.00 s Prdansasis po ing public no-| N COMMON ADDRESS OF 0 ior2de - Shady Grove
DeparmantotAoeutre s, fios.of the availability of the Road (470) 445-000.
Totals $63,000.00 S $ 6300000 Reidpiicho il ol 2509N 21T ST, FORT SMITH, AR farch 3, 2024 370140

NET EFFECT B -0-

APPROPRIATION ORDINANCE NO. 0-2024-06
BE IT ENACTED BY THE QUORUM GOURT OF THE COUNTY OF BENTON, STATE OF ARKANSAS, AN APPROPRIATION ORDINANGE
O BE ENTITLED:

AN APPROPRIATION ORDINANCE AMENDING APPROPRIATION ORDINANGE NO. 0-2022-64 (2023 BENTON COUNTY BUDGET)
APPROPRIATING ADDITIONAL FUNDS AND AUTHORIZING ADDITIONAL EXPENDITURES IN DEPARTMENT 0301 — NEBCO, FUND
3450 — EMSD VAS LEVY

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED BY THE QUORUM COURT OF THE COUNTY OF BENTON, STATE OF ARKANSAS:

ARTICLE 1. The following fund appropriations and expendiftures are herein approved and adopted as an amendment to the
2023 Benton County Budget, and Appropriation Ordinance. No. 0-2022-64 shall be amended to authorize the following addi-
tional appropriations and expenditures as listed below:

APPROPRIATION ORDINANCE NO. 0-2024-07
BE IT ENACTED BY THE QUORUM COURT OF THE COUNTY OF BENTON, STATE OF ARKANSAS, AN APPROPRIATION ORDINANCE
TO BE ENTITLED:

AN APPROPRIATION ORDINANGE AMENDING APPROPRIATION ORDINANGE NO. 0-2023-82 (2024 BENTON COUNTY BUDGET)
APPROPRIATING ADDITIONAL FUNDS AND AUTHORIZING ADDITIONAL EXPENDITURES IN DEPARTMENT 0400 — SHERIFF, AND
0416 — PROSECUTING ATTORNEY, FUND 1000 — COUNTY GENERAL

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED BY THE QUORUM COURT OF THE COUNTY OF BENTON, STATE OF ARKANSAS:

ARTICLE 1. The following fund appropriations and expenditures are herein approved and adopted as an amendment to the
2024 Benton County Budget, and Appropriation Ordinance No. 0-2023-82 shall be amended to authorize the following addi-
tional appropriations and expenditures as listed below:

FFUND 1000 — COUNTY GENERAL Adjusted/ Transfer New Budget

Dey Ac Title Orig. Budget Appro Amount

EXPEMSE

0400 4005 Vehicles $ -0 $143,580.75 $143,580.76
Totals $ -0- $143,580.75 $143,580.75

NET EFFECT ($143,580.75)

ARTICLE 2. This is an appropriation for upfits for 5 Tahoe's in the Sheriff's Office that were not completed by December 31,
2023. This was previously budgeted in 2023.

“The cost of this publication was $351.68, paid for by the Benton County Clerk’s Office out of Benton County General Funds.” FUND 3450 — EMSD VAS LEVY' Adjusted/ Transfer New Budget
Dept. Acct. Title Orig. Budget Approp. Amount
EXPENSE:
0301 3100 Other Miscellaneous 410,000.00 55,786.86 465.786.86
m LEGAL NOTICES || LEGAL NOTICES § LEGAL NOTICES otals $410000.00 § 55,786.86 $465,786.86
NET EFFECT ($55,786.86)

ARTICLE 2. This is an appropriation for FY23 to cover the additional payroll costs for NEBCO at the end of the year. This does
not affect the General Fund.

APPROVED:
/s/ Barry Moehring
BARRY MOEHRING, COUNTY JUDGE
DATE SIGNED: __02-29-2024
ATTEST:
Vis/ Betsy Harrell
BETSY HARRELL, COUNTY CLERK
SPONSOR:  JP Dustin Todd

DATE ADOPTED: February 29, 2024
Votes For:_15 Votes Against:
Abstain:___Present:

Abse!
“The cost of this publication was $351.68, paid for by the Benton County Clerk’s Office out of Benton County General Funds.”

ARTICLE 4. This is an appropriation to cover the cost of one Legal 1 position in the Prosecuting Attorney’s Office which was
accidently deleted during the Budget process.

APPROVED:
/s/ Barry Moehring
BARRY MOEHRING, COUNTY JUDGE
DATE SIGNED: _02-20-2024
ATTEST:
Vs/ Betsy Harrell
BETSY HARRELL, COUNTY GLERK
SPONSOR:  JP Dustin Todd

DATE ADOPTED: February 29, 2024
Vﬂtes Fﬂr : 15 _Votes Against:
___ Present:  Absent:

“The cost of this publication was $571.48, paid for by the Benton County Clerk’s Office out of Benton County General Funds.”

FUND 1000 — COUNTY GENERAL Adjusted/ Transfer New Budget

Dept. Acct. Title Orig. Budget Approp. Amount

EXPENSE: o APPROPRIATION ORDINANCE NO. 0-2024-08

DA Q6 Vetides 14358075 $ 5311757 $196,696.32 BE IT ENACTED BY THE QUORUM COURT OF THE COUNTY OF BENTON, STATE OF ARKAKSAS, AN APPROPRIATION ORDINANCE
Totals $143580.75 $ 53,117.57 $196,698.32 TOBE NTfED:

NET EFFECT AN APPROPRIATION ORDINANCE AMENDING APPRO PRIATION ORDINANCE NO. 0- 2023432 (2024 BENTON COUNTY BUDGET)

APPROPRIATING ADDITIONAL FUNDS AND 0108 — FACILITEES,

ARTICLE 3. Thisis an appropriation for one used Ford F150 that will eplace one 2023 Tahoe that was totaled. The $53,117.57 | | capma PROJECTS — FUND 4000

is the insurance ived from an AAC Risk ment claim. NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ENACTED BY THE QUORUM COURT OF THE COUNTY OF BENTON, STATE OF ARKANSAS:

FUND 1000 — COUNTY GENERAL Adjusted/ Transfer New Budget ARTICLE 1. The following fund appropriations and expenditures are herein approved and adopted as an amendment to

Dept. Acct. Title Orig. Budget Approp. Amount the 2024 Benton County Budget, and Appropriation Ordinance No. 0-2023-82 shall be amended to authorize the following

EXPENSE: additional appropriations and expenditures as listed below:

0416 1001 Salaries $1,804,590.00 $ 50,517.00 $1,945,107.00

0416 1006 Social Security Match $ 14505400 $ 386455 $ 14891855 FUND 4000 - CAPITAL PROJECTS Adjusted/ Transfer New Budget

0416 1007 Retirement § 277,578.00 $ 773920 $ 285317.20 Dept. Acct, Title Orig, Budget i ook

0416 1009 Health Insurance $ 256,048.00 $ 806400 S 264,112.00 EXPENSE:

0416 1010 Workman's Comp § 596600 § 7456 $ 604056 0108 3004 Engineering & s - s 2150000 $ 2150000
Totals $2579.236.00 $ 7025931 $2,649,495.31 Totals = S 2150000 $ 21,500.00

NET EFFECT § 70250.31) NET EFFECT $ (21,500.00)

ARTICLE 2. TThis appropriation s for $21,500 for Phase 1 of the Hight-Jackson contract to prepare a cost estimate for the
JIC and additions and renovations for the Juvenile Detention Center.

APPROVED:
Is/ Barry Moehring
BARRY MOEHRING, COUNTY JUDGE
DATE SIGNED: __02-20-2024
ATTEST:
Vs Betsy Harrell
BETSY HARRELL, COUNTY CLERK
SPONSOR: JP Dustin Todd

DATE ADOPTED: February 29, 2024
15 _Votes Against:

__Present;__ Absent:

“The cost of this publication was $351.68, paid for by the Benton County Clerk's Office out of Benton County General Funds.”

BUY - SELL - TRADE.
VERS

NORTHWEST ARKANsAs Democrat %X (hazette

LEGAL NOTICES

Notice to Claim Vehicle and No-
tice of Public Auction. Pursuant to
Arkansas Code 18-45-201 and
27-50- 1101 ﬁ\e  following vehi-
dles. f Little Roc!

of
NTV. AR, andvanbesaldatpuhkcaucr

fion to the_highest bidder on
Wednesday, 3/13/2024 beginning
at 09:00 AM with registration at
ANYTIME. Failure of owner or lien
holder to exercise their right fore-
ciaim vehicle within 45 days of
nofice constitutes waiver of all
tighis, title, and inerest i vehicle.
The City of Little Rock claims a.
possessory lien for all charges.
Owners and lien holders seeking
{oredain vlid rom thevaicl

storage showld contact the Veicle
Storage Facilty. Located at 7801
Jamison Road, Litfle Rock, AR,
(501)918-4260 no later than 5:00
pm, Monday, 3/11/2024. The fol-
fowing vehicles, unclaimed by no-
tified owner/lien holder, may be

sold at same auction:
1FMCUOF70DUA76950 2013
0RD ESC MAPLE/ ASHER

1FADP3F27DL331207 2013
FORD FOC 700 E ROOSEVELT RD
1GNEC13775J201931 2005
CHEV TAH 9601 BAPTIST HEALTH

was conveyed to WPT Invest- DR

TRUCK BED SERIAL# X27103 0
UNK 12FW 10309 NASH LANE
BURNED 2017 GMC SIE 3114 §
LOUISIANA ST
1FMYU31X3KC86119 2003
FORD FOC 1800 RICE ST

JTMBD33V475083550 2007
OYT RAV4 |-30 FRONTAGE/PRO-

oo
E]

1NAAL3APIHC111505 2017
NISS ALT 1400 S PULASKI
1GKET125746177251 2004
GMC ENVW 32ND & UNOVERSITY
2FTRFOBW7YCAG6535 2000
FORD F15 12TH & FAIRPARK BLVD
1FMZU73K75ZA60308 2005
FORD XPL MARKHAM & COLO-

COURY
1FAFP55U91A191319 2001
FORD TAU 10324 1-30
SN1ED28T62C504165 2002
ISS XTR 8711 CANTRELL RD

E

JTEZUT7R230008252 2003
TOYT 4RN UNIVERSITY/CHICOT
1HGFA16596L135549 znos
HOND CIV 65TH & WAKEFIE!
KNMAT2MTXLP533626 ZDZU
NISS ROG 804 W zmi ST
JTEZU17R56007:
TOYT 4RUW 12TH ST/FNR PARK
1GNDS1 35452106358 zuos
CHEV TRL 6510 MABELV/
|C4PJMCSSFW668553 20|5
JEEP CHE JOHN BARROW ROAD/
WEST MARKHAM
ZACCJBBTOGPE10640 2016
JEEP REN JOHN BARROW
RD/WEST MARKHAM
1GKKRSKDGEJ248642 2014
GM ROD!

PPARHAM/RIVER MOUNTAIN RD

1NXBR32E47Z858420 2007

VT COR EXIT 132 I30WB/S UNI-
iSITY

2C3CDXCTICH301851 2012
DUDG GHG 9108 WILDERNESS RD
59902 2005
mm mL 3 Wl
2C4GM4J3U35R353284 2005
CHRVPAC TTTW 7THS

‘ORDINANCE NO. 1135

CITY OF LOWELL, BENTON
COUNTY, ARKANSAS

AN ORDINANCE TO ADOPT AN
AMENDED MASTER STREET
PLAN FOR THE CITY OF LOWELL,

/ARKANSAS.

WHEREAS, onorabout Febru-
ary 15, 2023, the City of Lowell
approved and adopted the Mas-
ter Street Plan, which has pre-
viously been amended; and

WHEREAS, the City of Lowell
now finds it necessary to adopt
an amended Master Street Plan
in order to provide a safe alter-
native route to the trail system;

n

WHEREAS, the Lowell Plan-
© ning Commission held a public
hearing on January 4, 2024 to
receive and consider valuable
input from the public on the pro-
posed amendments to the Mas-
ter Street Plan; and

WHEREAS, upon review and
consideration, the Lowell Plan-
ning Commission has voted to
recommend the adoption of an
amended Master Street Plan, as
st forth n the attached Exit

WIHEREAS, the City Council
as determined that it is in the
best interest and benefit of the
community to approve and
adopt an amended Master
Streot Plan, attached hereto as
Exhibit “A”, for the City of Lowell
in order to promote orderly and
responsible development, and to
best protect the safety and en-
hance the iransportato s
of the citizens of Lowell

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RE-
SOLVED, by the ity Counclof
the City of Lo sas:

Soton e City Council
hereby approves and adopts an
amended Master Street Plan, as
set forth in the attached Exhibit
“K°, and the previous Master

S(reet Plan of the of Lowell
is horey repale and re-
plag

Secton 2.That all odinances
or resolutions or orders, and
parts thereof, in conflict with
this_ ordinance are hereby re-
pealed to the extent of such

onflict.

Section 3. In the event that
any section, paragraph, subdivi-
sion, clause, phrase, or other
provision or portion of this Ordi-
nance shall be adjudged invalid
or unconstitutional, the same
shall not affect the validity of
this Ordinance as a whole, or
any partor provision, other than
the part so decided to be invalid
or unconstitutional, and the re-
maining provisions of this Ordi-
nance shall be construed as if
sucl , unenforceable or
unconstitutional provision or
provisions had never been con-
tained herei

PASSED ANI] AAPPROVED this
20th day of February 2024.

APPR{)VED‘

Chris Moore, Mayor
Elizabeth Estes, City Clerk
(SEAL

he cost of the required pub-
lication of this ordinance was

March 3, 2024 380089

This s a noice of public auc-
tion to satisfy Operator's Lien at
Superior Storage-Plgasant
and 2. Units for auction are as
follows.

Ploasant 1 units : ©
Reavis 6258, Andrea ofen
B027, Patrica martinez-araujo
M459, Stephanic garcimen
LA43, harry joab DOY7, ason
brown PK11, Trishana Barton
446, Danicl Cechaias E158,
(E‘x’al;rziela Jaime J384, Jeff Fields

: Noe Silva
148, Miguel
cencaux 048,

Pleasant 2 uni
082, Garry_log
Humberto Chad
Anna Silen 077

Auction will be held online i
www.Bid13.com _endi n?
March 18th at 10:30 am. If full
payment is not received by oc-
cupant before 10:30am on the
day of the auction, the unit wil
be sold online to highest cash
bidder. The removal and clean
up becomes ity of
said bidder. For more lnforma'
tion call Superior Storage —
Pleasant ST 479-750-383

Marc 3, 2024 379842

(ORDINANCE NO. 2024-35

ROM _ITS
CLASSIFICATION

TIALESAND FOR OTHER PUR-
g‘RDJECT NUMBER: RZ24-


ahernandez
Rectangle

ahernandez
Rectangle

https://2,649,495.31
https://70,259.31
https://2,579,236.00
https://6,040.56
https://5,966.00
https://8,064.00
https://256,048.00
https://285,317.20
https://7,739.20
https://277,578.00
https://148,918.55
https://3,864.55
https://145,054.00
https://1,945,107.00
https://50,517.00
https://1,894,590.00
https://53,117.57
https://TOBEENTlll.ED
https://VotesFor-,.15

CCCCCC

Drake Field Airport
A RAneas Environmental Assessment

Taxiway E Extension

APPENDIX F

Preparer Resumes




Adam White, PE

Senior Project Manager

Adam White is a senior project manager on Garver’s

Aviation Team and serves as the team leader for the Education: Bachelor of Science in
Northwest Arkansas Aviation Team and serves as Civil Engineering
Aviation’s Operations Manager. He has 16 years of

experience specializing in design, evaluation, and Licenses: Professional Engineer,
maintenance of airfield pavements. Adam’s responsibilities AR, 15425

include airport design, project management, construction
management, airport master planning, coordination with
commercial service and general aviation clients,
coordination with the FAA, and writing specifications. His

Experience: 14 years (firm)
14 years (total)

project experience includes construction of runways,

taxiways, aprons, hangars, perimeter fencing, parking lots, access roads, ARFF stations, and terminals.
Adam has participated in the development of four greenfield airports. He also specializes in pavement
rehabilitation and has inspected over 10 million square feet of airport pavement.

Project Experience:

Fort Smith Regional Airport Runway 25 Extension (Fort Smith, AR)

Senior project manager responsible for coordinating all project processes associated with the planned
runway extension, including civil design, electrical and NAVAID design, development and approval of an
Environmental Assessment, and acquisition of aerial data surveys and approach changes.

Northwest Arkansas National Airport Concourse B Construction (Bentonville, AR)

Subconsultant design manager responsible for managing design of mechanical, electrical, and fire protection
building systems in support of a new seven-gate concourse expansion. Also responsible for the site civil
design associated with the concourse development. Coordinated with the prime architect to make sure the
building systems and site civil design correlated with the architectural design.

Northwest Arkansas National Airport Terminal Renovation and Improvement (Bentonville, AR)

Project manager responsible for site civil design, including roadway relocation, signage, pavement markings,
grading, and drainage designs. Also responsible for site utilities, including water service, sewer services, and
electrical. Managed all scope of work completing by the Garver Team, including building electrical,
mechanical, fire protection, and telecommunications design.

Bill and Hillary Clinton National Airport Terminal Ramp Expansion and Rehabilitation (Liftle Rock, AR)
Design Center manager responsible for managing civil and electrical design teams for expansion of the
terminal apron. Responsible for managing civil airfield design, drainage design, utility design, and electrical
design.

Grand Junction Regional Airport West Terminal Apron Reconstruction (Grand Junction, CO)
Performed quality control reviews and developed construction safety and phasing plans for the West
Terminal Apron reconstruction. In this role, Adam was responsible for refining the phasing plans and
designing temporary bridge layouts to ensure that the phasing plans were accurately developed within the
extent of the bridge's movement.

Other Experience:
e Northwest Arkansas National Airport Landside Pavement Management Plan
e Bentonville Municipal Airport Game Composites Maintenance Facility
e Bentonville Municipal Airport Corporate Hangar Construction
e Fayetteville Drake Field HVAC Replacement



Ryan Mountain, PWS

Senior Environmental Scientist/Specialist

Ryan Mountain is an environmental special studies
manager and senior environmental scientist with 22 years
of environmental and project management experience.

Education: Bachelor of Science,
Fisheries and Wildlife

Primary responsibilities include managing special Management
environmental studies provided to Garver's aviation, . .
transportation, industrial, federal, development, Licenses: Professional Wetland
construction, and water business lines. This includes Scientist, 2745
authoring and co-authoring NEPA documents, agency _
coordination, threatened and endangered species survey Experience: 16 years (firm)
coordination, Phase | environmental site assessments, 22 years (total)

Section 404 permitting, wetland delineations, detailed
wetland and stream mitigation planning and specifications,
biological evaluations and habitat assessments, and preparing spill prevention and stormwater pollution
prevention plans. He has previous experience in fish rearing, distribution, spawning, identification, and
aging. Ryan is a Professional Wetland Scientist (PWS) and has completed USACE wetland delineation
training and the FHWA Section 4(f) overview course. He has also completed TNM 2.5 Noise Modeling and
Noise Fundamentals courses AEDT airport noise training, TDEC qualified hydrologic professional training,
and wildlife hazard management training required by the FAA for conducting wildlife hazard assessments.
Additionally, he has received NEPA documents training and air/industrial stormwater permitting training.

Project Experience:

Fort Smith Regional Airport Runway 25 Extension Environmental Assessment (Fort Smith, AR)

Senior environmental scientist and lead author of an environmental assessment (EA) for a major runway
extension project. Responsibilities included environmental project management, quality assurance reviews,
document preparation, coordination with the airport, client, local, state, and federal agencies, and consultant
coordination for cultural resources and noise/air quality emissions. The project included a wetland delineation
and Section 404 Individual permitting with mitigation planning and USACE field verification, and conducting a
public meeting.

Muhlenberg County Airport Environmental Assessment (Muhlenberg, KY)

Senior environmental scientist and co-author of a short-form environmental assessment (EA) for a corporate
hangar and fixed wing flight school facility project. Responsibilities included coordination with the airport
director; local, state and federal agencies. Additionally, served as the primary field biologist for completion of
a wetland delineation required by the FAA. The project includes alternatives analysis and completion of an
EA with FAA as the lead federal agency.

Northwest Arkansas National Airport Terminal Area Plan Categorical Exclusion (Bentonville, AR)
Senior environmental scientist responsible for completion of a CATEX involving FAA approval of Concourse
B expansion and skybridge construction. Concourse B is proposed to be expanded to eight gates and
include partial demolition of Concourse C. The skybridge will connect the recently developed parking garage
to the main terminal building and spans Airport Drive.

Nashville International Airport Concourse and Gate Expansion Environmental Assessment (Nashville, TN)
Environmental project manager and primary author of an Environmental Assessment (EA) involving major
infrastructure improvements at BNA as part of Vision 2.0. Significant project elements include a new 16-gate
concourse, 8-gate satellite concourse, north apron expansion, stream encapsulation, AOA fence relocation
and main terminal interior improvements related to the ticket lobby expansion, baggage handling, and
concession upgrades. Ryan coordinated the completion of all special environmental studies with
subconsultants, lead agency coordination and coordinated with the FAA throughout EA development.
Specific studies included socioeconomic analysis, noise, air quality, wetlands, streams, and biological
surveys. Additionally, Ryan is coordinating the completion of Section 404 and Aquatic Resources Alteration
Permit (ARAP) permitting and mitigation banking coordination for over 1,600 linear feet of stream impacts.



Colby Marshall

Environmental Specialist

Colby Marshall is an environmental specialist at Garver

responsible for performing wetland delineations, Education: Bachelor of Science, Biology
jurisdictional water evaluations, industrial and construction

stormwater permitting, habitat assessments, and wildlife Experience: 4 years (firm)

surveys. He has completed the USACE Stream 13 years (total)

Investigation, Stabilization, and Design Workshop,

Tennessee’s Hydrologic Determination Training Course,
and has an EPA Watershed Management Training
Certificate. His experience includes Trimble GPS and ArcGIS.

Project Experience:

Rogers Executive Airport Taxiway Construction (Rogers, AR)

Environmental scientist responsible for delineating wetlands along a proposed taxiway project.
Responsibilities included drafting a wetland report.

Springdale Municipal Airport East Parallel Taxiway Extension (Springdale, AR)

Environmental scientist responsible for delineating wetlands along proposed airport improvements and
acquiring a construction stormwater permit. Responsibilities included assessing federally threatened and
endangered species habitat, drafting a wetland report and Section 404 permit package, and drafting a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan.

Fort Smith Regional Airport Runway 25 Extension (Fort Smith, AR)

Environmental scientist responsible for delineating wetlands along proposed airport improvements.
Responsibilities included assessing federally threatened and endangered species habitat, drafting a wetland
report and Section 404 permit package, and acquiring required compensatory mitigation credits.

Garnett Municipal Airport Environmental Assessment Update (Garnett, KS)

Environmental scientist responsible for delineating wetlands along proposed airport improvements.
Responsibilities included assessing federally threatened and endangered species habitat and drafting a
wetland report and Section 404 permit package.

Music City Executive Airport Midfield Apron Expansion (Gallatin, TN)
Environmental scientist responsible for drafting a wetland report and hydrologic determination and acquiring
a Section 404 permit.

Centre-Piedmont-Cherokee County Regional Airport Parallel Taxiway (Centre, AL)

Environmental scientist responsible for delineating wetlands along a proposed taxiway project.
Responsibilities included assessing federally threatened and endangered species habitat, as well as drafting
a wetland report and preliminary jurisdictional determination application.

Other Experience:

o Fayetteville-Drake Field Airport Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
Fayetteville-Drake Field Airport Wildlife Fencing Rehabilitation
Fayetteville-Drake Field Airport Taxiway E Extension
Clarksville Municipal Airport Runway Rehabilitation
Clarksville Municipal Airport Runway Extension
Bentonville Municipal Airport East Taxiway Extension
Hope Municipal Airport Drainage Improvements



Kyle Bennett, PE

Geotechnical and Pavement Design Specialist

Kyle Bennett is a project manager on the Aviation team with

19 years of combined experience providing aviation and Education: Master of Science in
geotechnical engineering, pavement design, construction Civil Engineering,
materials testing, and project inspection services. His Geotechnical Emphasis
experience includes a diverse portfolio of projects

comprised of airfields, highways, bridges, industrial Bachelor of Science in
complexes, parking structures, and large-scale commercial Civil Engineering
developments. His primary responsibilities currently include

project coordination, developing plans and specifications, Licenses: Professional Engineer,
client services, and construction management. Areas of AR, 14025

design expertise include pavement design, pavement

rehabilitation, materials selection, and evaluation/mitigation  Experience: 3 years (firm)
of geotechnical considerations. 19 years (total)

Project Experience:

Fayetteville-Drake Field Airport Runway Pavement and
Lighting Rehabilitation (Fayetteville, AR)

Project manager responsible for design of a $6M pavement and lighting rehabilitation of Runway 16-34 at
Fayetteville-Drake Field. Responsible for managing internal civil and electrical design staff and
subconsultants to complete design on an accelerated schedule to secure additional project funding.
Rehabilitation alternatives were developed through a comprehensive pavement analysis program that
included survey, pavement condition index, geotechnical, and non-destructive testing evaluations.

Fayetteville-Drake Field Airport HVAC Replacement (Fayetteville, AR)

Project manager responsible for construction management and administration services. The project included
full replacement of the HVAC system in the terminal building including ductwork and controls, along with
replacement of window glazing and storefront assemblies.

Clarksville Municipal Airport Runway Rehabilitation (Clarksville, AR)

Aviation engineer responsible for construction administration and construction observation associated with
full-depth reclamation and microcracking of Runway 9-27 at Clarksville Municipal Airport. The project
included rehabilitation of the runway pavement system using full depth reclamation techniques to construct a
cement stabilized base course. Rehabilitation design included microcracking techniques to minimize the
potential for future crack formation.

Clarksville Municipal Airport Apron Rehabilitation (Clarksville, AR)

Project manager responsible for construction administration for apron and parallel taxiway pavement
rehabilitation. The project included a combination of mill and overlay and seal coat application. The project
was competed on an accelerated schedule to coordinate paving with a concurrent runway rehabilitation.

Bentonville Municipal Airport Runway 36 Extension (Bentonville, AR)

Project manager for design of a privately funded 600 ft extension of Runway 18-36, which involved an
environmental assessment, runway extension justification, and design services. Responsibilities included
preparation of the runway extension justification report and managing internal civil and electrical design staff
and subconsultants.

Other Experience:
e Fayetteville-Drake Field Airport Wildlife Fencing Rehabilitation
e Fayetteville-Drake Field Airport Taxiway E Extension
e Fayetteville-Drake Field Airport Fuel Farm Rehabilitation
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