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ensure long-term preservation cf the praperty's historic sigr  zance.

A finding of adverse effect or no adverse effect can occur hased on the extent of alteration to a
historic property, and the proposed treatment measures to mitigate the effects of a proposed
undertaking. In accordance with 36 CFR 800.5{C :

The agency official, in consultation with e HPQO and Tribal Historic Preservatian
Office (THPO), may propose a finding of no adverse effect when the undertaking's
effects do not meet the criteria of § 800.5(a}(1) or the undertaking is modified or
conditions are imposed, such as the subsequel review of plans for rehabilitation by
the HPO/THPO to ensure consistency with the Secretary's Standards far the
Treatment of Historic Properties (36 CFR part 68} and applicable ¢ d nes, to avoid
adverse effects.
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Historic Archaecological Sensitivity

Sensitivity for Historic Period archaeological sites is associated with the presence of mapped
structures and historic roadway alignments. Mapped structures and rocadways can be identified
through several resources including the NJHPO LUCY database, historic atlases and maps, aerial
imagery, deeds and historic records, and pedestrian reconnaissance efforts. Additionally, historic
site occupation has been found to follow settlernent patterns associated with the settlement
patterns of Native Peoples. As such, the environmental sensitivity factors considerad for
Precontact occupation are applied 1o Histaric sensitivity as well Also informing the potential for
historic archaeclogical resources is map-documented evidence of historic roadways andfor
historic structures. Since many historic map publishers operated on a subscription system, a
subscriber paid to have their home included. As a result, less wealthy or more thrifty property
owners may not appear on historic maps. Yet, since these same landowners required access to
nearby roadways, older roads suggest that undocumented dwellings could exist along their
periphery.

With regards 1o the potential presence of Historic archaeoiogical resources, the alternative build
location asscciated with the proposed Signature South improvements is assessed as having low
tc no potential to contain such resources {s=e Figure 6). As discussed in the Precontact
assessment, the history of inundation would have made the area unfavorable to early settlement
as substantial modifications to the landscape would have been necessary to allow for settlement.
Historic documentation indicates certain enterprising individuals attempted such endeavors in
the areas proximal the alternative build locatior in the 1900's, however their efforts were met
with limited success as flooding remained a persistent problem. A review of available historic
documentation including maps, aerial imagery, deeds, and publications indicate the alternative
build location, and the a  »ning Signature South facilities remained undisturbed until the early
2000's after the airport fell to the ownership of the New York and New Jersey Port Authority, As
the Signature South facilities do not exceed %0-years in age, associated deposits potentially
present within the project location would nat meet the minimurm requirements to be considered
a significant resource.
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has a sin : (¢ ss pane door with metal casement nsom window. This entryway is also
sur ounted by a flat metal awning. T : ¢ :r bays all contain a centered 3-light metal casement
window with a hinged middie light.
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significant history of the Teterboro Airport. No further work pertaining to histc  architecture is
recommended far the project as designed.

The background research shows the project location has been continuously in  1dated through
the entirety of its Precontact history up to the present day. As a result of possessing factors
highly unfavorable to human settlement, as well as multiple documented episodes of cut, fill, and
draining episodes, the project area associated with the alternative build location for the Signature
b jht South improvement project is assessed as possessing no potential for intact  -econtact
and Historic archaeological deposits. As a result, Langan daes not recommend additional cultural
resource studies for the project as designed.
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TYLER NANCE, RPA

STV Energy Services, Archaeological Monitoring Report
Mentour Powerplant Gas Co-Firing Pipeline-Derry Township,
Montour County, Pennsylvania. Project Archaeologist-
November 2022 - Conducted Archaeological Monitoring at
Montour Power Plant for implementation of Archaeological
Avoidance and Profection Plan to ensure avcidance of adverse
effects to known archaeological sites. Field responsibilities
included archaeological monitoring of construction activities, soil
profile analysis and drawing, field record keeping, and photo-
documentation of site ac ity. Post field-work activities included
organizing paperwork, digitizing field notes, sLbmission of safety
forms, technical rep 'pro : n, and GIS map compositions.*
NPS, Upper Delaware Scenic and Recreational River
Archaeological Monitoring Skinner's Falls Life Vest Sti  n
Upgrades-Town of Cochecton, Sullivan County, New York.
Project  Archaeologist-October 2022 -  Conducted
Archaeological Monitoring at Upper Delaware Scenic and
Recreational River for removal and installation of water safety
bollards and accompanying signage. Field responsit ies
included archaeolcgical monitoring of construction activities, soil
profile analysis and drawing, field record keeping, and photo-
documentation of site activity. Pos! eld-work activities included
organizing paperwork, digitizing ld notes. sLbmission of safety
forms, technical report production, and ¢ 3 ) compositions.*
Gannett Fleming, Phase | Archaeologic vestigation Lake
C lisquaque Dam Auxiliary Spillway improvements-Anthony
Township, Montour County, Pennsylvania. Project
Archaeologist-October 2022 - Conducted Phase |B
Archaeological Shovel-Test Survey for Lake Chillisquague Dam
improvements in  Anthony Township. Montour County,
Pennsylvania. Field responsibilities included plotting and
excavation of shovel test pits, soil profile analysis and dra g,
field record keeping, photo-documentati  of site activity, fe  re
analysis, and coordination and supervision of field crew. Post  3-
work activities included organi: g paperwcrk, digitizing field
notes, submission of safety forms, technical report production,
artifact cataloging and interpretations, and GIS map
compositions.*

Bluewater Property Group, Phase Il Archaeological
Evaluation Proposed Development Site EBlock 256, Lot 1,
Tomlin Road Greenwich Township, Gloucester County, New
Jersey. Project Archaeologist-September 2022 - Conducted
Phase |l Archaeological Evaluation for proposed development site
in Greenwich Township, Gloucester County, New Jersey. Field
responsibilities included plotting and svstematic excavation of
shovel test pits and test units, soil pro  analysis and drawing,
field record keeping, photo-documentation of site activity, feature
analysis and recordation, site boundary delineation, and
coordination and supervision of field crew. Post field-work activities
included organizing paperwork, digitizing field notes, submission
of safety forms, technical report production, arlifact cataloging and
interpretations, GIS map compositions, and registration of
identified archaeological sites.”
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Danielle Pape, Senior Staff Architectural Historian

+ Historic Research and Repair Recommendations, Restoration of
Masaonry Bridge within a National Historical Park, Vincennes, IN
SELECTED PUBLICATIONS, REPORTS, AND PRESENTATIONS

Pape, Danielle, "A Tale of Two Angels: The Restoration of Two Cemetery
Memorials.” APT Norheast Symposium 2022, Hudson, NY

Pape. Danielle, “"Materiality Matlers: Restoring Two Cemelery
Monuments,” ICRI Metro New York Chapter Annual Symposium 2023,
New York, NY
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New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection
Historic Preservation Cffice Page 1

BUILDING ATTACHMENT Historic Sites #:

Common Name: 90 Moonachie Avenue

Historic Name:

Present Use: Commercial

Historic Use: Commercial

Construction Date: ca. 1960 Source: Aerial Imagery
Alteration Date(s): Source:
Designer: _Unknown Physical Condition: Good
Builder: Unknown Remaining istoric Fabi ™ : _High
Style: Vernacular International Style
Form: Stories: 11/2
Type: Bays: 27

Roof Finish Materials: _Rolled Asphalt Sheeting
Exterior Finish Materials _Brick

Exterior Description:

90 Moonachie Avenue is a one-and-one-half story, two-toned brick commercial buil: 3 that was constructed ca.
1960 as an accessory building for the Teterboro Airport. The red and buff brick faga  has a cast stone flat
cornice at the roo! e and a flat cast stone rail at the wzter table. The easternmost tour bays slightly protrude
from the main rlane of the rectangular structure. The center bay consists of double glass pan¢ loors, with metal
casement side hts and metal casement transom window above the doors. The central entrywa® ; surmounted
by a flat metal awning, and a sanserif “90." The third bay from the western en 1as a single glass panet door with
metal casement transom window. This entryway is also surmounted by a flat metal awning. The other bays all
contain a centered 3-light metal casement window with a hinged mid 3 light.

Interior Description:

Not accessil

S

=] ¢ :Avenue is located on the southern bouncary of the Teterboro Airport along a public road. The

by surrounded on the rem: ing three boundaries by undeveloped land, with Berrys Creek to the west.
Tl seloped land separates 9U Moonachie Avenue from the airport terminals to the north and east. To the

south of the building is largely ca  ercial development, with a residential neighbarhood to the southwest.

Survey Name:  Teterboro Airpert Phase 1A Cultural Resources Assessment Addendum Date: _July 30, 2025

Surveyar: Danielle Pape, Senior Slafl Architectural Histarian

Organization: _Langan Engineering and Environmental Services, LLC
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HPO Project # 17-2181-3
HPO-C2026-031

(y Airports Division - Eastern Region
U. S. Department | Aviation Plaza, Suite 516
of Transportation Jamaica, New York 11434

Federal Aviation

Administration

February 4, 2026

New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection
Historic Preservation Office

PO Box 420

Trenton, NJ 08625-0420

Via email: NJHHPO@dep.nj.gov

RE:  Facilities Redevelopment Project at Teterboro Airport, Teterboro and Moonachie
Townships, Bergen County, New Jexsey
Initiation of Section 106 Consultation

Dear New Jersey State Historic Preservation Officer:

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority), as the owner of Teterboro Airport
(TEB or the Airport), is sponsoring a proposal by Signature Aviation (Signature) to construct additional
apron, hangar, and supporting space (Proposed Project) at two of Signature’s Fixed Base Operator (FBO)
facilities at TEB—Signature East and Signature South. The proposed development would provide
additional apron and hangar space to alleviate congestion, improve operational efficiency, and enhance
safety at Signature facilities.

The proposed development at TEB constitutes an undertaking subject to Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act (INHPA), as amended and re-codified (54 United States Code [U.S.C.] §
306108), and its implementing regulations at 36 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 800. The
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), as lead federal agency for the undertaking, is responsible for
ensuring compliance with Section 106, as well as the preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA)
in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), as amended (42 U.S.C. §
4321 et seq.).

The Proposed Project was previously reviewed by the NJHPO in 2017 as part of a NEPA review that was
not completed. The purpose of this letter is to initiate formal Section 106 consultation with the New
Jersey Historic Preservation Office (NJHPO) and to formally notify the NJHPO that FAA intends to use
the NEPA process for compliance with Section 106, as established by 36 CFR § 800.8(c).

Description of the Proposed Project

The Proposed Project includes construction of aircraft aprons, hangars, and supporting facilities at the
Signature East and Sighature South sites within Airport property. The proposed development at the
Signature East site would be located immediately southwest of the existing Signature facilities, as shown
in Exhibit 1. Site development at Signature East would include construction of the following:
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¢ 40,500-square-foot hangar structure with 36,000 square feet of hangar space and 4,500 square
feet of FBO terminal facilities;

e 170,000-square-foot (3.9-acre) aircraft apron; and

e 10,000-square-foot automobile parking lot.

The proposed development at the Signature South site would be directly northeast of existing Signature
South facilities, as shown in Exhibit 2. Site development at Signature South would include construction
of the following:
®  95,000-square-foot hangar structure including two 40,000-square-foot aircraft hangars (80,000
square feet of new hangar space) with 22,500 square feet of FBO terminal facilities, consisting of
two levels (Level | = 15,000 square feet; Level 2 = 7,500 square feet);
e 227,000-square-foot (5.2-acre} aircraft apron;
e 28,700-square-foot automobile parking lot; and
e 30-foot-wide access drive, approximately 700 feet in length, connecting the proposed parking
area to the existing Signature South parking facility.

The Proposed Project has not substantively changed since the previous review by the NJHPO in 2017; the
proposed undertaking would occur on the same proposed locations, but the total proposed development is
slightly less than previously contemplated.

Propased Area of Potential Effects
Under Section 106 of the NHPA, the Area of Potential Effects (APE) is defined in 36 CFR § 800.16(d) as

follows: "the geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause
changes in the character or use of historic propetties, if any such properties exist. The area of potential
effects is influenced by the scale and nature of an undertaking and may be different for different kinds of
effects caused by the undertaking." Historic properties are defined as cultural resources listed in or
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

The construction and operation of the Proposed Project and its alternatives were reviewed to define an
appropriate APE for evaluating potential direct and indirect impacts on historic, archaeological, and
cultural resources. The Direct APE encompasses areas where construction and related ground disturbance
could cause physical damage to, or destruction of, a resource or its setting. The Indirect APE includes
areas where visual, audible, or atmospheric changes could alter the characteristics of a historic resource
that qualifies it for inclusion in the NRHP. Exhibit 3 depicts both the Direct and Indirect APE for both
Signature facilities,

Direct APE

The Direct APE is approximately 31 acres and is comprised of three non-contiguous areas at the Airport.
These areas are expected to be physically affected by construction activities associated with the Proposed
Project, which may include grading, landscape modification, trenching, excavation, and the instaliation of
fencing or utilities, Existing site conditions within the Direct APE include both undeveloped forested and
emergent wetland areas, as well as previously disturbed portions of the Airport’s airfield. No buildings ot
structures are present within the Direct APE at either Signature East or Signature South.

Indirect APE

The Indirect APE encompasses approximately 233 acres surrounding the proposed development at both
Signature East and Signature South. This area includes locations where indireet effects, such as light
emissions, noise, and air emissions, may occur as a result of the Proposed Project. Current development
within the Indirect APE includes existing Signature facilities, such as aircraft hangars, paved apron areas,
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surface parking lots, and terminal facilities. The Indirect APE also includes airfield and Airport
infrastructure, including portions of existing runways, taxiways, and service roads. Undeveloped portions
of the Indirect APE include wetlands, streams, and forested areas as well as disturbed portions of the
Alrport’s airfield.

Phase 1A Cultural Resources Assessment

A Phase 1A Cultural Resources Assessment was conducted in 2023 for both sites, examining the Direct
and Indirect APEs. In 2025, an alternative site was added for consideration and an Addendum to the
Phase 1A Cultural Resources Assessment prepared. No previously recorded NJ State or National Register
listed or eligible properties within the APE for either location were identified. In addition, no buildings
meeting the 50-year threshold for New Jersey or National Register listing are present within the APEs. As
a result, the proposed project will have no effect on historic properties as none are present. No further
survey is recommended for historic architecture.

Resuits of the Phase 1A Cultural Resources Assessment concluded that the Signature South Direct APE is
considered to have low to no sensitivity for historic archaeological resources while portions of the
Signature East Direct APE are considered to have low sensitivity for historic archaeological resources. A
section of the Signature East Direct APE is also characterized as previously disturbed in association with
the grading, filling, cutting, and earthwork employed to establish an access road. As such, this disturbed
area is not considered sensitive for archaeological resources.

Historical, Architectural, Archaeological, and Cultural Resource Assessment

The NJHPO issued a letter on September 17, 2017 concurring that no further archaeological or
architectural consideration as part of the proposed undertaking was recommended (see attachment). Based
on the results of the 2024 Phase 1A Cultural Resources Assessment, no portions of the APEs are located
in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites. Additionally, the APEs do not
contain or are substantially contiguous to any buildings or archeological sites or district listed on or been
nominated by the NJHPO for inclusion on the State or National Registers of Historic Places.

The Proposed Project is not anticipated to have direct or indirect impacts to historic or archaeological
sites listed on or eligible for listing on the NRHP. The FAA is proposing initiation of National Historic
Preservation Act, Section 106 coordination and, as necessary, formal consultation with the NJHPO. This
notification is being sent as part of the process for determining the scope of issues to be addressed in the
EA, and specifically to:

e Advise your agency of the prepatation of the EA

e Request any relevant information regarding the Airport environs

e Solicit early comments regarding potential historic and cultural resource issues for consideration
duting the preparation of the EA

e Request concurrence with the proposed APEs (see Exhibit 3)

e Request concurrence with the FAA’s preliminary determination of no effects to historic
resources.
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The FAA requests your consideration of the enclosed information, as well as any relevant information

your agency may have regarding the proposed APE and potential historic and cultural resource issues to
be considered during preparation of the EA. We respectfully request your input within 30 days of receipt
of this letter. Please direct any comments or information to me by phone at 718-553-2511 or via email at

marie.jenet(cdfaa.gov.

Sincerely,
Digitally signed by
MARlE C MARIE C JENET
Date: 2026.02,04
J EN ET . 16:26:46 -05'00'

Marie C. Jenet
Environmental Program Manager
Eastern Region

cc: Port Authority

Attachments in one pdf file: Exhibit 1: Proposed Signature East Site Plan
Exhibit 2: Proposed Signature South Site Plan
Exhibit 3: Direct and Indirect Area of Potential Effects

Letter from Katherine J. Marcopul, Deputy State
Historic Preservation Officer, NJHPO, 9/17/17

Phase 1 A Cultural Resources Assessment

Phase [ A Cultural Resources Assessment Addendum Letter Report

I concur with your finding that there are no historic
properties affected within the project’s area of potential
effects. Consequently, pursuant to 36 CFR 800.4(d)(1), no
further Section 106 consultation is required unless
additional resources are discovered during project
implementation pursuant to 36 CFR 800.13, B
V=R

/( & f / AR / Sy hkCpind s
Katherine J. Marcopul ' Date
Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer
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THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NY & NJ
NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY and REQUEST FOR COMMENT
NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOP

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
Facilities Redevelopment Project
Teterboro Airport (TEB), Teterboro, New Jersey

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) and Signature Flight Support (Signature) have prepared
a Draft Environmental Assessment (Draft EA) to evaluate the Facilities Redevelopment Project at Teterboro Airport (TEB
or the Airport). The Draft EA responds to all requirements of the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for preparation of
an EA under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), DOT Order 5610.1D, DOT’s Procedures for Considering
Environmental Impacts, and FAA Order 1050.1G, FAA National Environmental Policy Act Implementing Procedures.

The Proposed Action includes the development of additional apron, hangars, and supporting space at two Signature
facilities at TEB to accommodate existing and forecast demand and to improve the safety and efficiency of aircraft
operations related to aircraft parking at these facilities.

Pursuant to Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands, and US Department of Transportation Order 5660.1A,
Preservation of the Nation’s Wetlands, notice is provided that the Proposed Action would affect approximately 11 acres of
jurisdictional wetlands within the Berrys Creek sub-watershed, as part of the larger Hackensack, Hudson, Pascack
Watershed Management Area. Impacts to these wetland resources are disclosed in Chapter 4.8 of the Draft EA.

Pursuant to Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management, and US Department of Transportation Order 5650.2,
Floodplain Management and Protection, notice is provided that the Proposed Action would encroach on the 100-year
regulated floodplain. The existing airport is located within the floodplain; encroachments associated with the Proposed
Action would not have adverse impacts on the floodplain’s natural and beneficial values, result in a high probability of loss
of human life, or result in damages that could be substantial in cost or extent, including the interruption of service or loss of
a vital transportation facility. Impacts to floodplain resources are disclosed in Chapter 4.8 of the Draft EA.

The Draft EA may be viewed online at: https://www.panynj.gov/studies-reports. In addition, copies of the Draft EA are
available for public review at the following locations:

Teterboro Airport Bergen County Clerk’s Office
Manager’s Office One Bergen County Plaza, Room 122
90 Moonachie Avenue Hackensack, New Jersey 07601-7076
Teterboro, New Jersey 07608 8:30 AM to 4:00 PM (Mon — Fri)

8:00 AM to 3:00 PM (Mon — Fri)

The Draft EA document for this project will be available at the locations identified above until the close of the comment
period, which is 5:00 PM on Monday, June 29, 2026. If you intend to view the document at the Teterboro Airport Manager's
Office, please contact TEBEA@panynj.gov to schedule an appointment at least one day before your visit.

The Port Authority invites the public to submit, in writing, comments on the Draft EA prepared for the Facilities
Redevelopment Project. The Port Authority will accept comments on this Draft EA document until the official comment
period closes at 5:00 PM on Monday, June 29, 2026. Written comments on the Draft EA can be sent directly to Madelyn
Sheehan of the Port Authority, 2 Montgomery Street, Floor 5, Jersey City, NJ, 07306. Additionally, comments may be
emailed to TEBEA@panynj.gov with the subject heading “TEB Facilities Redevelopment Project.” If you have questions
about this notice, please email TEBEA@panynj.gov.

Before including your address, phone number, email 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.

PUBLIC WORKSHOP

Information regarding this project, an opportunity to ask questions about the project, and an opportunity to provide
comments will be available at a Public Workshop. The details of the date, time, and location of the Public Workshop
are listed below.

Wednesday, June 17, 2026
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m.
Holiday Inn, Atrium Ballroom
283 Route 17 South
Hasbrouck Heights, NJ 07604
Phone: (201) 288-9600

Sign language and translation services can be made available at the Public Workshop. If you are in need of assistance or
require a reasonable accommodation, contact TEBEA@panynj.gov at least ten (10) days prior to the Public Workshop.







