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PLANT SPECIES LIST 

The following is a list of plant species observed within the Teterboro Airport- Signature 
East Site situated in the Borough of Teterboro, Bergen County, New Jersey. 
Nomenclature follows the National Wetlarid Pla nt List: 2020 wetland ratings (USACE 
2020 for the Northeast and Northcentral Region. 
Key: NL = Not Listed. 

Scientific Name 

Aceraceae 
Acerrubrum 

Anacardiaceae 
Rhus typhina 

Asteraceae 
Arlemisia vulgaris 
So/idago gigantea 
Vernonia noveboracensis 

Betulaceae 
Betula populifolia 

Caprifoliaceae 
Sambucus nigra 

Cornaceae 
Cornus sericea 

Cyperaceae 
Scirpus cyperinus 

Dryopteridaceae 
Onoclea sensibilis 

Ericaceae 
Vaccinium corymbosum 

Fagaceae 
Quercus palustris 

Hamamelidaceae 
Liquidambar styraciflua 

Juncaeae 
Juncus effusus 

Common Name 

Maple Family 
Red maple 

Sumac Family 
Staghom sumac 

Aster Family 
Common wormwood 
Giant goldenrod 
New Y ort ironweed 

Birch Family 
Gray birch 

Honeysuckle Family 
Black elderberry 

Dogwood Family 
Redosier dogwood 

Sedge Family 
Woolgrass 

Wood Fern Family 
Sensitive Fern 

Heath Family 
Highbush blueberry 

Beech Family 
Pin oak 

Witch-hazel Family 
Sweetgvm 

Rush Family 
Common rush 

Indicator Status 

FAC 

NL 

UPL 
FACW 
FACW 

FAC 

FACW 

FACW 

OBL 

FACW 

FACW 

FACW 

FAC 

OBL 



Scientific Name Common Name Indicator Status 

Lythraceae Loosestrife Family 
Lythrum salicaria Purple loosestrife OBL 

Onagraceae Evening-Primrose Family 
Epilobium coloratum Purpleleaf w illowherb OBL 

Plantaginaceae Plantain Family 
Plantago major Great plantain FACU 

Poaceae Grass Family 
Microstegium vimineum Japanese stiltgrass FAC 
Panicum virgatum Switchgr,:Jss FAC 
Phragmites australis Common reed FACW 
Schizachyrium scoparium Little Bluestem FACU 

Polygonaceae Buckwheat Family 
Persicaria perfoliata Asiatic tearthumb FAC 
Reynoutria japonica Japanese knotweed FACU 

Rosaceae Rose Family 
Prunus serotina Black ch-erry FACU 
Rubus allegheniensis Alleghery blackberry FACU 

Simaroubaceae Quassia-Wood Family 
Ailanthus altissima Tree-of-heaven FACU 

Verbenaceae Verbena Family 
Verbena hastata Blue vervain FACW 

Vitaceae Grape Family 
Vitis aestivalis Summer grape FACU 
Vitis labrusca Fox grape FACU 
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Northcentral and Northeast Region 

City/County: Teterboro, Bergen County Sampling Date: 2/6/2023 Project/Site: Teterboro Airport - Signature East 

Applicant/Owner: Signature Flight Support, L C State: __ N_J __ Sampling Point: Bor-1 

lnvestigator(s): Mark Gallagher, Emily Bjorhus, Eric Zawatski Section, Township, Range: _N_IA ________________ _ 

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Flat Local relief (concave, convex, none): _N_o_n_e _______ Slope (%):~ 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR R, MLRA 144A Lat: 40.853071 Long: -74.05.7845 Datum: WGS84 

NWI classification: PEM Soil Map Unit Name: UdwB (Udorthents, wet substratum, Oto 8 percent slopes) 

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site ~ypical for this time of year? 
---------

Yes X No __ (lf no, explain in Remarks.) 

Are Vegetation 

Are Vegetation 

, Soil 

, Soil 

, or Hydrclogy significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances" present? Yes X No 

, or Hydrclogy __ 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? Ye, X No Is the Sampled Area -- --
Hydric Soil Present? Ye, X No within a Wetland? Yes X No -- -- -- --
Wetland Hydrology Present? Ye, X No If yes, optional Wetland Site ID: 

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures heIe or in a separate report.) 
This boring was taken downslope of wetland fag WZ-8. It was taken with an herbaceous wetland. 

HYDROLOGY 

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: 

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required: check all lhat apply) 

_ Surface Water (A 1) 

_ High Water Table (A2) 

~ Saturation (A3) 

_ Water Marks (B1) 

_ Sediment Deposits (B2) 

_ Drift Deposits (B3) 

_ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) 

_ Iron Deposits (B5) 

__ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) 

_ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) 

Field Observations: 

Surface Water Present? Yes N,) --
Water Table Present? Yes No --

__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9) 

__ Aquatic Fauna (B13) 

__ Marl Deposits (B15) 

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) 

__ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) 

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) 

__ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) 

_ Thin Muck Surface (C7) 

__ Other (Explain in Remarks) 

X Depth (inches): --
X -- Depth (inches): 

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required) 

__ Surface Soil Cracks (B6) 

__ Drainage Patterns (B10) 

__ Moss Trim Lines (B16) 

__ Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 

_ _ Crayfish Burrows (CB) 

__ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 

Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) 

~ Geomorphic Position (D2) 

_ Shallow Aquitard (D3) 

__ Microtopographic Relief (D4) 

X FAG-Neutral Test (D5) 

Saturation Present? Yes X N,J Depth (inches): 2 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No -- -- -- --
(includes capillary fringe) 

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

Remarks: 

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region - Version 2.0 



VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: Bor-1 

Absolute Dominant Indicator 
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30-ft. radius ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet: 

1. 
Number of Dominant Species 

2. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 3 (A) 

3. 
Total Number of Dominant 

4. Species Across All Strata: 3 (B) 

5. 
Percenl of Dominant Species 

6. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100% (A/B) 

7. Prevalence Index worksheet: 

=Total Cover Total % Cover of: Multiply by: 

SaQling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15-ft. racius ) OBL spacies 5 X 1 = 5 

1. Vaccinium corymbosum 5 Yes FACW FACW species 30 x2= 60 

2. Sambucus canadensis 5 Yes FACW FACspacles 10 x3= 30 

3. FACU species 0 x4= 0 

4. UPL s~cies 0 x5= 0 

5. Column Totals: 45 (A) 95 (B) 

6. Prevalence Index = BIA = 2.1 

7. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

10 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation --
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5-ft. radius ) X 2 - Dominance Test is >50% --
1. Poa sp. 50 Yes NL X 3 - Prevalence Index is s3.01 

--
2. Phragmites australis 20 Yes FACW 4 - Morphological Adaptations 1 (Provide supporting --
3. Panicum virgatum 10 No FAG cata in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

4. Juncus effusus 5 No OBL Prcblematic Hydrophytic Vegetation 1 (Explain) --
5. 11ndicat,xs of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
6. be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

7. Definitions of Vegetation Strata: 

8. 
Tree - Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter 

9. at breast height (DBH), regardless of height. 

10. 
Sapling/shrub - Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 

11 . and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall. 

12. 
Herb - All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 

85 =Total Cover of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall. 

Woody_ Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15-ft. racius ) Woody vines - All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft In 
1. height. 

2. 

3. 
Hydrophytic 
Vegeta~ion 

4. Present? Yes X No -- --
=Total Cover 

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.) 

Note: Species that are not list (NL) on the USFWS's National Wetland Plant List were omitted from the hydrophytic vegetation indicator tests. 

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region - Version 2.0 



SOIL Sampling Point: Bor-1 

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features 

(inches) Color (moist) % -- Color (moist) % -- Type' Loc2 
-- Texture Remarks 

0-1 10YR 2/1 100 Sandy cla)' With Organic Matter -- -- -- --
1-10 10YR 2/1 100 Sandy cla)' 

-- -- -- - -
10-17 10YR 2/1 90 10YR 5/3 10 C M Sandy cla)' 

-- - - -- --
17-20 10YR 2/1 65 10YR5l3 30 C _ M_ Sandy clay -- -- - -

10YR 4/4 5 Sandy clay 
-- -- -- - -

-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --

-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --

' Type: C:::Concentration, D:::Depletion, RM:::f.:educed Matrix, CS:::Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2Location: PL:::Pore Lining, M:::Matrix. 

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3
: 

- Histosol (A 1) --Polyvalue Below Surface (SB) (LRR R, - 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 1498) 

Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 1498 ) Ccast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R) - -
Black Hislic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 1498) 5 cm Mucky Peal or Peal (S3) (LRR K, L, R) - -- -
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S 11) (LRR K, L) Palyvalue Below Surface (SB) (LRR K, L) - - -

--Stratified Layers (A5) --Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) - Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L) 

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A 11 ) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) !rm-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R) -- -- -
~ Thick Dark Surface (A12) - Depleted Matrix (F3) - Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 1498) 

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S 1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 1498) - -- -
Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21 ) - -- -

- Sandy Redox (S5) --Redox Depressions (FB) - Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12) 

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Ot1er (Explain in Remarks) - - -
Dark Surface (S7) --

31ndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

Restrictive Layer (if observed): 

Type: Rock fill 

Depth (inches): 20 Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No 

Remarks: 

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region - Version 2.0 



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Northcentral and Northeast Region 

City/County: Teterboro, Bergen County Sampling Date: 2/6/2023 Project/Site: Teterboro Airport - Signature East 

Applicant/Owner: Signature Flight Support, LLC 

lnvestigator(s): Mark Gallagher, Emily Bjorhus, Eric Zawatski 

State: __ N_J __ Sampling Point: Bor-2 

Section. Township, Range: _N_I_A ________________ _ 

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Flat Local relief (concave, convex, none): _N_o_n_e _______ Slope (%):~ 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR R. MLRA 144A Lat: 40.853250 Long: -74.056647 Datum: WGS84 

NWI classification: PFO Soil Map Unit Name: UdwB (Udorthents, wet substratum, Oto 8 percent slopes) 

Are climatic I hydrologic conditions on the site ~ypical for this time of year? 
---------

Yes X No __ (lf no, explain in Remarks.) 

Are Vegetation 

Are Vegetation 

, Soil 

, Soil 

, or Hydrclogy significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances" present? Yes X No 

, or Hydrclogy __ 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? Ye, X No Is the Sampled Area -- --
Hydric Soil Present? Ye, X No within a Wetland? Yes X No -- -- -- --
Wetland Hydrology Present? Ye, X No If yes, optional Wetland Site ID: 

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.) 
This boring was taken downslope of wetland flag WY-1. II was taken within the grey birch/red maple successional wetland at the edge of a shrub/ 
scrub wetland community. 

HYDROLOGY 

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: 

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required: check all lhat apply) 

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required) 

__ Surface Soil Cracks (B6) 

_ Surface Water (A1) 

~ High Water Table (A2) 

__ saturation (A3) 

_ Water Marks (81) 

_ Sediment Deposits (B2) 

_ Drift Deposits (B3) 

_ Algal Mat or Crust (B4) 

_ Iron Deposits (B5) 

__ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) 

_ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) 

Field Observations: 

Surface Water Present? Yes N,) --
Water Table Present? Yes X No --
Saturation Present? Yes N,J --
(includes capillary fringe) 

__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9) 

__ Aquatic Fauna {B13) 

__ Marl Deposits (B15) 

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) 

__ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) 

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) 

__ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (CG) 

_ Thin Muck Surface (C7) 

__ Other (Explain in Remarks) 

_ x_ Depth (inches): 

-- Depth (inches): 7 

__ Drainage Patterns (B10) 

__ Moss Trim Lines (B16) 

__ Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 

_ _ Crayfish Burrows (C8) 

__ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 

Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) 

__ Geomorphic Position (D2) 

_ Shallow Aquitard (D3) 

__ Microtopographic Relief (D4) 

X FAG-Neutral Test (D5) 

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

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

Remarks: 

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region - Version 2.0 



VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: Bor-2 

Absolute Dominant Indicator 
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30-ft. radius ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet: 

1. 
Number of Dominant Species 

2. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 5 (A) 

3. 
Total Number of Dominant 

4. Species Across All Strata: 7 (B) 

5. 
Percenl of Dominant Species 

6. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 71.4% (A/B) 

7. Prevalence Index worksheet: 

=Total Cover Total % Cover of: Multiply by: 

SaQling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15-ft. racius ) OBL spacies 5 X 1 = 5 

1. Prunus serotina 10 Yes FACU FACW species 15 x2= 30 

2. Cornus sericea 5 Yes FACW FAC species 45 x3= 135 

3. Acerrubrum 5 Yes FAG FACU species 60 x4 = 240 

4. UPL s~cies 0 x5= 0 

5. Column Totals: 125 (A) 410 (B) 

6. Prevalence Index = BIA = 3.3 

7. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

20 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation --
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5-ft. radius ) X 2 - Dominance Test is >50% --
1. Solidago gigantea 10 Yes FACW 3 - Prevalence Index is s3.01 

--
2. Epilobium coloratum 5 Yes OBL 4 - Morphological Adaptations 1 (Provide supporting --
3. cata in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

4. Prcblematic Hydrophytic Vegetation 1 (Explain) --
5. 11ndicat•)rs of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
6. be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

7. Definitions of Vegetation Strata: 

8. 
Tree - Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter 

9. at breast height (DBH), regardless of height. 

10. 
Sapling/shrub - Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 

11. and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall. 

12. 
Herb - All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 

15 =Total Cover of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall. 

Woody_ Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15-ft. racius ) Woody vines - All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft In 
1. Vitis labrusca 50 Yes FACU height. 

2. Persicaria perfoliata 40 Yes FAC 

3. 
Hydrophytic 
Vegeta~ion 

4. Present? Yes X No -- --
90 =Total Cover 

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.) 

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region - Version 2.0 



SOIL Sampling Point: Bor-2 

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features 

(inches) Color (moist) % -- Color (moist) % -- Type' Loc2 
-- Texture Remarks 

0-4 10YR 2/2 100 Loam With Organic Maller -- -- -- --
2.5Y 4/3 100 Sandy -- -- -- --

7-20 2.SY 4/2 85 10YR 4/6 15 C M Sandy Prominent redox concentrations -- - - -- --
20-24 2.5Y 4/2 50 10YR 5/8 50 D M Sandy -- - - - - - -

-- - - -- --

-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --
-- - - -- - -

-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --

' Type: C:::Concentration, D:::Depletion, RM:::f.:educed Matrix, CS:::Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2Location: PL:::Pore Lining, M:::Matrix. 

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3
: 

- Histosol (A 1) --Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, - 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 1498) 

Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 1498 ) Ccast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R) - -
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 1498) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R) -- -- -
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S 11) (LRR K, L) Palyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L) - - -

--Stratified Layers (AS) --Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) - Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L) 

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A 11 ) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) !rm-Manganese Masses (F1 2) (LRR K, L, R) -- - -
--Thick Dark Surface (A 12) ~ Depleted Matrix (F3) - Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 1498) 

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S 1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 1498) - -- -
Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21 ) - -- -

- Sandy Redox (SS) --Redox Depressions (F8) - Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12) 

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Ot1er (Explain in Remarks) - - -
Dark Surface (S7) --

31ndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

Restrictive Layer (if observed): 

Type: 

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No 

Remarks: 

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region - Version 2.0 



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Northcentral and Northeast Region 

City/County: Teterboro, Bergen County Sampling Date: 2/6/2023 Project/Site: Teterboro Airport - Signature East 

Applicant/Owner: Signature Flight Support, LLC 

lnvestigator(s): Mark Gallagher, Emily Bjorhus, Eric Zawatski 

State: __ N_J __ Sampling Point: Bor-3 

Section, Township, Range: _N_I_A ________________ _ 

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Flat Local relief (concave, convex, none): _N_o_n_e _______ Slope (%):~ 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR R, MLRA 144A Lat: 40.853394 Long: -74.056631 Datum: WGS84 

NWI classification: PSS Soil Map Unit Name: UdwB (Udorthents, wet substratum, Oto 8 percent slopes) 

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site ~ypical for this time of year? 
---------

Yes X No __ (lf no, explain in Remarks.) 

Are Vegetation 

Are Vegetation 

, Soil 

, Soil 

, or Hydrclogy significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances" present? Yes X No 

, or Hydrclogy __ 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? Ye;; X No Is the Sampled Area -- --
Hydric Soil Present? Ye, X No within a Wetland? Yes X No -- -- -- --
Wetland Hydrology Present? Ye;; X No If yes, optional Wetland Site ID: 

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.) 
Bor-3 was taken downslope of wetland Hag WY-2. II was taken within a scrub/shrub wetland. 

HYDROLOGY 

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: 

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required: check all that apply) 

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required) 

__ Surface Soil Cracks (86) 

_ Surface Water (A 1) 

~ High Water Table (A2) 

~ Saturation (A3) 

_ Water Marks (81) 

_ Sediment Deposits (B2) 

_ Drift Deposits (B3) 

_ Algal Mat or Crust (84) 

_ Iron Deposits (B5) 

__ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (87) 

__ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) 

Field Observations: 

Surface Water Present? Yes No --
Water Table Present? Yes X No --
Saturation Present? Yes X N,J --
(includes capillary fringe) 

__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9) 

__ Aquatic Fauna (813) 

__ Marl Deposits (815) 

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) 

__ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) 

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) 

__ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) 

_ Thin Muck Surface (C7) 

__ Other (Explain in Remarks) 

X Depth (inches): --
-- Depth (inches): 12 

__ Drainage Patterns (B10) 

__ Moss Trim Lines (816) 

__ Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 

_ _ Crayfish Burrows (C8) 

_ _ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 

Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) 

__ Geomorphic Position (D2) 

_ Shallow Aquitard (D3) 

__ Microtopographic Relief (D4) 

_ FAG-Neutral Test (D5) 

Depth (inches): 5 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes X No -- -- --

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

Remarks: 

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region - Version 2.0 



VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: Bor-3 

Absolute Dominant Indicator 
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30-ft. radius ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet: 

1. 
Number of Dominant Species 

2. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 3 (A) 

3. 
Total Number of Dominant 

4. Species Across All Strata: 4 (B) 

5. 
Percenl of Dominant Species 

6. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 75.0% (A/B) 

7. Prevalence Index worksheet: 

=Total Cover Total % Cover of: Multiply by: 

SaQling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15-ft. racius ) OBL spacies 0 X 1 = 0 

1. Vaccinium corymbosum 50 Yes FACW FACW species 60 x2= 120 

2. Acerrubrum 10 No FAC FACspacies 60 x3= 180 

3. Sambucus canadensis 10 No FACW FACU species 20 x4= 80 

4. UPL s~cies 0 x5= 0 

5. Column Totals: 140 (A) 380 (B) 

6. Prevalence Index = BIA = 2.7 

7. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

70 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation --
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5-ft. radius ) X 2 - Dominance Test is >50% --
1. Microstegium vimlneum 10 Yes FAG X 3 - Prevalence Index is s3.01 

--
2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations 1 (Provide supporting --
3. cata in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

4. Prcblematic Hydrophytic Vegetation 1 (Explain) --
5. 1Indicat,xs of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
6. be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

7. Definitions of Vegetation Strata: 

8. 
Tree - Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter 

9. at breast height (DBH), regardless of height. 

10. 
Sapling/shrub - Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 

11. and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall. 

12. 
Herb - All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 

10 =Total Cover of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall. 

Woody_ Vine Stratum (Plot size: ) Woody vines - All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft In 
1. Persicaria perfollata 40 Yes FAC height. 

2. Vitis labrusca 20 Yes FACU 

3. 
Hydrophytic 
Vegeta~ion 

4. Present? Yes X No -- --
60 =Total Cover 

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.) 

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region - Version 2.0 



SOIL Sampling Point: Bor-3 

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features 

(inches) Color (moist) % -- Color (moist) % -- Type' Loc2 
-- Texture Remarks 

0-1 10YR 2/1 100 Loam With Organic Matter 
-- -- -- --

1-5 10YR 3/1 70 Clayey Sa1d -- -- -- --
10YR 4/2 30 Clayey Sa i d 

-- -- -- --
5-10 10YR 3/1 70 7.5YR 3/4 10 C M Clayey Said Prominenl redox concentrat ions -- -- - - --

10YR 4/2 20 Clayey Said 
-- -- -- - -

10-14 10YR 3/1 70 10YR 3/4 30 C M Clayey Sarid Distinct redox concentrations -- -- -- --
14-24+ 10YR 5/4 100 Sandy -- -- -- --

-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --

-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --

' Type: C:::Concentration, D:::Depletion, RM:::f.:educed Matrix, CS:::Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2Location: PL:::Pore Lining, M:::Matrix. 

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3
: 

- Histosol (A 1) --Poiyvalue Below Surface (SB) (LRR R, - 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 1498) 

Hislic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 1498 ) Ccast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R) - -
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 1498) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R) -- -- -
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S 11) (LRR K, L) Palyvalue Below Surface (SB) (LRR K, L) - - -

--Stratified Layers (A5) --Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) - Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L) 

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A 11 ) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) !rm-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R) -- - -
--Thick Dark Surface (A 12) ~ Depleted Matrix (F3) - Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 1498) 

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S 1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 1498) - -- -
Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21 ) - -- -

- Sandy Redox (S5) --Redox Depressions (FB) - Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12) 

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Ot1er (Explain in Remarks) - - -
Dark Surface (S7) --

31ndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

Restrictive Layer (if observed): 

Type: 

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes X No 

Remarks: 

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region - Version 2.0 



WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Northcentral and Northeast Region 

City/County: Teterboro, Bergen County Sampling Date: 2/6/2023 Project/Site: Teterboro Airport - Signature East 

Applicant/Owner: Signature Flight Support, LLC 

lnvestigator(s): Mark Gallagher, Emily Bjorhus, Eric Zawatski 

State: __ N_J __ Sampling Point: Bor4 

Section. Township, Range: _N_IA ________________ _ 

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Flat Local relief (concave, convex, none): _N_o_n_e _______ Slope (%):~ 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR R. MLRA 144A Lat: 40.853228 Long: -74.056488 Datum: WGS84 

NWI classification: N/A Soil Map Unit Name: UdwB (Udorthents, wet substratum, Oto 8 percent slopes) 

Are climatic I hydrologic conditions on the site ~ypical for this time of year? 
---------

Are Vegetation 

Are Vegetation 

, Soil 

, Soil 

Yes X No __ (lf no, explain in Remarks.) 

, or Hydrclogy significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances" present? Yes X No 

, or Hydrclogy __ 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? Ye, No X Is the Sampled Area - - - -
Hydric Soil Present? Ye, No X within a Wetland? Yes No X -- -- -- --
Wetland Hydrology Present? Ye, No X If yes, optional Wetland Site ID: 

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.) 
This boring was taken upslope of new wetland flag WY-2 and downslope of wetland flag #25 from the the prior site AJD, representing a change in the 
limits of jurisdictional wetlands on-Site. 

HYDROLOGY 

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: 

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required: check all that apply) 

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required) 

__ Surface Soil Cracks (B6) 

Surface Water (A 1) --
High Water Table (A2) --
Saturation (A3) --
Water Marks (81) --

--Sediment Deposits (82) 

Drift Deposits (83) --
Algal Mat or Crust (84) --
Iron Deposits (85) --

__ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (87) 

_ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) 

Field Observations: 

Surface Water Present? Yes N,) --
Water Table Present? Yes No --
Saturation Present? Yes N,J --
(includes capillary fringe) 

__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9) 

__ Aquatic Fauna (813) 

__ Marl Deposits (815) 

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) 

__ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) 

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) 

__ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (CG) 

_ Thin Muck Surface (C?) 

__ Other (Explain in Remarks) 

X Depth (inches): --
X Depth (inches): 

_ _ Drainage Patterns (B10) 

__ Moss Trim Lines (B16) 

__ Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 

_ _ Crayfish Burrows (CB) 

__ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 

Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) 

__ Geomorphic Position (D2) 

_ Shallow Aquitard (D3) 

__ Microtopographic Relief (04) 

_ FAG-Neutral Test (D5) 

X Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X -- -- --
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if availal:lle: 

Remarks: 

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region - Version 2.0 



VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: Bor-4 

Absolute Dominant Indicator 
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30-ft. radius ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet: 

1. 
Number of Dominant Species 

2. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 1 (A) 

3. 
Total Number of Dominant 

4. Species Across All Strata: 3 (B) 

5. 
Percenl of Dominant Species 

6. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 33.3% (A/B) 

7. Prevalence Index worksheet: 

=Total Cover Total % Cover of: Multiply by: 

SaQling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15-ft. racius ) OBL spacies 0 X 1 = 0 

1. Uquidambar styracif/ua 20 Yes FAC FACW species 0 x2= 0 

2. Prunus serotina 15 Yes FACU FACspacies 20 x3= 60 

3. FACU species 45 x4= 180 

4. UPL s~cies 0 x5= 0 

5. Column Totals: 65 (A) 240 (B) 

6. Prevalence Index = BIA = 3.7 

7. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

35 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation --
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5-ft. radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50% --
1. 3 - Prevalence Index is s3.01 

--
2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations 1 (Provide supporting --
3. cata in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

4. Prcblematic Hydrophytic Vegetation 1 (Explain) --
5. 1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
6. be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

7. Definitions of Vegetation Strata: 

8. 
Tree - Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter 

9. at breast height (DBH), regardless of height. 

10. 
Sapling/shrub - Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 

11 . and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall. 

12. 
Herb - All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 

=Total Cover of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall. 

Woody_ Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15-ft. racius ) Woody vines - All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft In 
1. Vitis aestivalis 30 Yes FACU height. 

2. 

3. 
Hydrophytic 
Vegeta~ion 

4. Present? Yes No X -- --
30 =Total Cover 

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.) 
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SOIL Sampling Point: Bor-4 

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features 

(inches) Color (moist) % -- Color (moist) % -- Type' Loc2 
-- Texture Remarks 

0-2 10YR 2/1 100 Sandy losm 
-- -- -- --

2-6 10YR 3/3 100 Sandy loam -- -- -- --
6-12 10YR 4/4 100 Sandy sil: 

-- -- -- --
12-24+ 10YR 5/4 60 Sandy -- - - -- - -

10YR 4/4 40 Sandy - - - - -- --

-- -- -- - -
-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --
-- - - -- --

-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --

' Type: C:::Concentration, D:::Depletion, RM:::f.:educed Matrix, CS:::Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2Location: PL:::Pore Lining, M:::Matrix. 

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3
: 

- Histosol (A 1) --Polyvalue Below Surface (SB) (LRR R, - 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 1498) 

Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 1498 ) Ccast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R) - -
Black Hislic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 1498) 5 cm Mucky Peal or Peal (S3) (LRR K, L, R) -- -- -
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S 11) (LRR K, L) Palyvalue Below Surface (SB) (LRR K, L) - - -

--Stratified Layers (AS) --Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) - Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L) 

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A 11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) !rm -Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R) -- -- -
--Thick Dark Surface (A12) - Depleted Matrix (F3) - Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 1498) 

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S 1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 1498) - -- -
Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21) - -- -

- Sandy Redox (S5) --Redox Depressions (FB) - Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12) 

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Ot1er (Explain in Remarks) - - -
Dark Surface (S7) --

31ndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

Restrictive Layer (if observed): 

Type: 

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X 

Remarks: 
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Northcentral and Northeast Region 

City/County: Teterboro, Bergen County Sampling Date: 2/6/2023 Project/Site: Teterboro Airport - Signature East 

Applicant/Owner: Signature Flight Support, LLC 

lnvestigator(s): Mark Gallagher, Emily Bjorhus, Eric Zawatski 

State: __ N_J __ Sampling Point: Bor-5 

Section, Township, Range: _N_IA ________________ _ 

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Flat Local relief (concave, convex, none): _N_o_n_e _______ Slope (%):~ 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR R. MLRA 144A Lat: 40.853356 Long: -74.05651 1 Datum: WGS84 

NWI classification: PSS Soil Map Unit Name: UdwB (Udorthents, wet substratum, Oto 8 percent slopes) 

Are climatic I hydrologic conditions on the site ~ypical for this time of year? 
---------

Are Vegetation 

Are Vegetation 

, Soil 

, Soil 

Yes X No __ (lf no, explain in Remarks.) 

, or Hydrclogy significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances" present? Yes X No 

, or Hydrclogy __ 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? Ye; X No Is the Sampled Area -- --
Hydric Soil Present? Ye, No X within a Wetland? Yes No X -- -- -- --
Wetland Hydrology Present? Ye, No X If yes, optional Wetland Site ID: 

Remarks: (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.) 
Bor-5 was taken upslope of wetland flag WY-' . It was taken within a shrub/scrub upland vegetative corrmunity dominated by Allegheny blackberry. 
Although hydrophytic vegetation was observed at this sampling point. hydric soils and wetland hydrology were not observed. Since all three wetland 
parameters were not satisfied, this area was determined to be an upland. 

HYDROLOGY 

Wetland Hydrology Indicators: 

Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required: check all that apply) 

Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required) 

__ Surface Soil Cracks (B6) 

Surface Water (A 1) --
High Water Table (A2) --
Saturation (A3) --
Water Marks (81) --

--Sediment Deposits (82) 

Drift Deposits (83) --
Algal Mat or Crust (84) --
Iron Deposits (85) --

__ Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (87) 

_ Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) 

Field Observations: 

Surface Water Present? Yes N,) --
Water Table Present? Yes No --
Saturation Present? Yes N,J --
(includes capillary fringe) 

__ Water-Stained Leaves (B9) 

__ Aquatic Fauna (813) 

__ Marl Deposits (815) 

__ Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) 

__ Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) 

Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) 

__ Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) 

_ Thin Muck Surface (C?) 

__ Other (Explain in Remarks) 

X Depth (inches): --
X -- Depth (inches): 

__ Drainage Patterns (B10) 

__ Moss Trim Lines (B16) 

__ Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 

_ _ Crayfish Burrows (CB) 

__ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 

Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) 

__ Geomorphic Position (D2) 

_ Shallow Aquitard (D3) 

__ Microtopographic Relief (04) 

X FAG-Neutral Test (D5) 

X Depth (inches): 18 Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No X -- -- --
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if availal:lle: 

Remarks: 
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VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants. Sampling Point: Bor-5 

Absolute Dominant Indicator 
Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30-11. radius ) % Cover Species? Status Dominance Test worksheet: 

1. Acerrubrum 10 Yes FAG 
Number of Dominant Species 

2. Betula popu/ifolia 5 Yes FAG That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 5 (A) 

3. 
Total Number of Dominant 

4. Species Across All Strata: 6 (B) 

5. 
Percenl of Dominant Species 

6. That Are OBL, FACW, or FAG: 83.3% (A/B) 

7. Prevalence Index worksheet: 

15 =Total Cover Total % Cover of: Multiply by: 

SaQling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15-ft. racius ) OBL spacies 0 X 1 = 0 

1. Acerrubrum 5 Yes FAG FACW species 20 x2= 40 

2. FACspacies 30 x3= 90 

3. FACU species 80 x4= 320 

4. UPL species 0 x5= 0 

5. Column Totals: 130 (A) 450 (B) 

6. Prevalence Index = BIA = 3.5 

7. Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

5 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation --
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5-ft. radius ) X 2 - Dominance Test is >50% --
1. Phragmites australis 10 Yes FACW 3 - Prevalence Index is s3.01 

--
2. Vernonia noveboracensis 10 Yes FACW 4 - Morphological Adaptations 1 (Provide supporting --
3. cata in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

4. Prcblematic Hydrophytic Vegetation 1 (Explain) --
5. 1Indicat,xs of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
6, be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

7. Definitions of Vegetation Strata: 

8. 
Tree - Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in diameter 

9. at breast height (DBH), regardless of height. 

10. 
Sapling/shrub - Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 

11. and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall. 

12. 
Herb - All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 

20 =Total Cover of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall. 

Woody_ Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15-ft. racius ) Woody vines - All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft In 
1. Rubus a/legheniensis 80 Yes FACU height. 

2. Persicaria perfoliata 10 No FAC 

3. 
Hydrophytic 
Vegeta~ion 

4. Present? Yes X No -- --
90 =Total Cover 

Remarks: (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.) 

Although hydrophytic vegetation was observed at this sampling point, hydric soils and wetland hydrology were not observed. Since all three wetland 
parameters were not satisfied, this area was determined to be an upland. 
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SOIL Sampling Point: Bor-5 

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

Depth Matrix Redox Features 

(inches) Color (moist) % -- Color (moist) % -- Type' Loc2 
-- Texture Remarks 

0-1 10YR 2/2 95 Sandy loam With Organic Matter 
-- -- -- --

1-8 10YR 4/4 100 Sandy loam -- - - -- --
8-14 10YR 2/1 80 Sandy loam -- - - -- - -

10YR 3/3 20 Sandy loam -- - - -- - -
14-20 10YR 2/1 100 Sandy loam -- -- -- - -
20-24 2.5Y 5/4 100 Sandy -- -- -- --

-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --

-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --
-- -- -- --

' Type: C:::Concentration, D:::Depletion, RM:::f.:educed Matrix, CS:::Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2Location: PL:::Pore Lining, M:::Matrix. 

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3
: 

- Histosol (A 1) --Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, - 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 1498) 

Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 1498 ) Ccast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R) - -
Black Hislic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 1498) 5 cm Mucky Peal or Peal (S3) (LRR K, L, R) -- -- -
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S 11) (LRR K, L) Palyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L) - - -

--Stratified Layers (A5) --Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) - Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L) 

Depleted Below Dark Surface (A 11 ) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) !rm-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R) -- -- -
--Thick Dark Surface (A12) - Depleted Matrix (F3) - Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 1498) 

Sandy Mucky Mineral (S 1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 1498) - -- -
Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21 ) - -- -

- Sandy Redox (S5) --Redox Depressions (F8) - Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12) 

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Ot1er (Explain in Remarks) - - -
Dark Surface (S7) --

31ndicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

Restrictive Layer (if observed): 

Type: 

Depth (inches): Hydric Soil Present? Yes No X 

Remarks: 

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region - Version 2.0 



Princeton Hydro, LLC 

Wetland Delineation Report 
Teterboro A irport - Signature East [Project No . 2116.001) 

February 2024 

APPENDIX Ill 

PHOTOGRAPHIC LOG AND PHOTO LOCATION MAP 



PRINCETON 
SC Q 

Applicant: Signature Flight Support, LLC 
Site Name: Teterboro Airport - Signature East 

Photograph ID: l 

Date: Feb. 6, 2023 

Location: 40.853503, 
-74.056316 

Direction: Southwest 

Comments: 
View from the berm 
of the scrub/shrub, 
grey birch/red maple 
successional forested, 
and common reed 
dominated wetlands 
delineated by the WA 
and WY-Lines. 

Photograph ID: 2 

Date: Feb. 6, 2023 

Location: 40.853138, 
-74.057834 

Direction: South 

Comments: View of 
the common reed 
dominated and 
maintained lawn 
wetland complex 
delineated by the WZ 
and WA-Lines within 
the southwestern 
portion of the Site. 
Areas to the right of 
the pink flag consist of 
maintained lawn 
upland. 

Photographic Log 

Project Number: 2116.001 
Site Location: Teterboro, NJ 

Pagel of 6 



PRINCETON 
SC Q 

Applicant: Signature Flight Support, LLC 
Site Name: Teterboro Airport - Signature East 

Photograph ID: 3 

Date: Feb. 6, 2023 

Location: 40.853348, 
-74.057788 

Direction: Northeast 

Comments: 
View of maintained 
lawn upland and 
common reed 
dominated wetland 
located on the 
western edge of 
the Site. 

Photograph ID: 4 

Date: Feb. 6, 2023 

Location: 40.85326 l , 
-74.057407 

Direction: East 

Comments: Typical 
view from w ithin the 
common reed 
dominated wetland 
delineated by the 
WZ and WA-Lines. 

Photographic Log 

Project Number: 2116.001 
Site Location: Teterboro, NJ 

Page 2 of 6 



PRINCETON 
SC Q 

Applicant: Signature Flight Support, LLC 
Site Name: Teterboro Airport - Signature East 

Photograph ID: 5 

Date: Feb. 6, 2023 

Location: 40.853664, 
-74.056539 

Direction: Northwest 

Comments: 
View of the top of 
the berm located 
along the northern 
boundary of the 
Site. The top of the 
berm was 
dominated by cool 
season grasses in 
this area. 

Photograph ID: 6 

Date: Feb. 6, 2023 

Location: 40.853507, 
-74.056388 

Direction: East 

Comments: 
View from the toe 
of the berm along 
the northern 
boundary of the 
Site. The berm face 
was dominated by 
Japanese 
knotweed 
(Reynoutria 
japonica, FACU). 

Photographic Log 

Project Number: 21 16.001 
Site Location: Teterboro, NJ 
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PRINCETON 
C Q 

Applicant: Signature Flight Support, LLC 
Site Name: Teterboro Airport - Signature East 

Photograph ID: 7 

Date: Feb. 6, 2023 

Location: 40.853095, 
-74.056030 

Direction: Southeast 

Comments: 
View from within 
the Japanese 
knotweed upland 
ecological 
community within 
the northern portion 
of the Site. This area 
was located 
upgradient o f the 
WY-Line. 

Photograph ID: 8 

Date: Feb. 6, 2023 

Location: 40.85307 4, 
-74.056682 

Direction: West 

Comments: 
Typical view of the 
scrub/shrub 
wetland ecological 
community 
delineated by the 
WY-Line. 

k.~ 'f . 
• ,~-

-~. 

Photographic Log 

Project Number: 2116.001 
Site Location: Teterboro, NJ 
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PRINCETON 
SC Q 

Applicant: Signature Aviation 
Site Name: Teterboro Airport - Signature East 

Photograph ID: 9 

Date: Feb. 6, 2023 

Location: 40.853006, 
-74.056744 

Direction: North 

Comments: View of 
the shrub/scrub 
wetland delineated 
by the WY-Line. 
Note the dense 
vegetation of silky 
dogwood (Camus 
sericea) and red 
maple (Acer 
rubrum). 

Photograph ID: l 0 

Date: Feb. 6, 2023 

Location: 40.852655, 
-74.056486 

Direction: North 

Comments: 
View from within 
the grey birch/red 
maple successional 
forested wetland. 
Note the water 
stained leaves 
within the 
foreground. 

Photographic Log 

Project Number: 21 16.001 
Site Location: Teterboro, NJ 

Page 5 of 6 



PRINCETON 
SC Q 

Applicant: Signature Flight Support, LLC 
Site Name: Teterboro Airport - Signature East 

Photograph ID: l l 

Date: Feb. 23, 2023 

Location: 40.852756, 
-74.056 151 

Direction: South 

Comments: 
View from within the 
grey birch/red maple 
successional forested 
wetland downslope 
of the WA and WY­
Lines. Note felled 
trees owing to 
proximity to the 
airport control tower 
and the need to 
maintain sight lines. 

Photograph ID: 12 

Date: Feb. 6, 2023 

Location: 40.852475, 
-74.056223 

Direction: West 

Comments: 
View of the grey 
birch/red maple 
successional 
forested wetland 
delineated by the 
OB-Line. 

Photographic Log 

Project Number: 21 16.001 
Site Location: Teterboro. NJ 

Page 6 of 6 
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Preface 

Soil surveys contain information that affects land use planning in survey areas. 
They highlight soil limitations that affect various land uses and provide information 
about the properties of the soils in the survey areas. Soil surveys are designed for 
many different users, including farmers, ranchers, foresters, agronomists, urban 
planners, community officials, engineers, developers, builders, and home buyers. 
Also, conservationists, teachers, students, and specialists in recreation, waste 
disposal, and pollution control can use the surveys to help them understand, 
protect, or enhance the environment. 

Various land use regulations of Federal, state, and local governments may impose 
special restrictions on land use or land treatment. Soil surveys identify soil 
properties that are used in making various land use or land treatment decisions. 
The information is intended to help the land users identify and reduce the effects of 
soil limitations on various land uses. The landowner or user is responsible for 
identifying and complying with existing laws and regulations. 

Although soil survey information can be used for general farm, local, and wider area 
planning, onsite investigation is needed to supplement this information in some 
cases. Examples include soil quality assessments (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/ 
portal/nrcs/main/soils/health/) and certain conservation and engineering 
applications. For more detailed information, contact your local USDA Service Center 
(https://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs) or your NRCS State Soil 
Scientist (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/? 
cid=nrcs142p2_053951 ). 

Great differences in soil properties can oc,::ur within short distances. Some soils are 
seasonally wet or subject to flooding. Sorre are too unstable to be used as a 
foundation for buildings or roads. Clayey or wet soils are poorly suited to use as 
septic tank absorption fields. A high water table makes a soil poorly suited to 
basements or underground installations. 

The National Cooperative Soil Survey is a joint effort of the United States 
Department of Agriculture and other Fede-al agencies, State agencies including the 
Agricultural Experiment Stations, and local agencies. The Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) has leadership for the Federal part of the National 
Cooperative Soil Survey. 

Information about soils is updated periodically. Updated information is available 
through the NRCS Web Soil Survey, the site for official soil survey information. 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its 
programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, 
and where applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status, religion, 
sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or a 
part of an individual's income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not 
all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require 
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alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, 
audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice 
and TDD). To file a complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of 
Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or 
call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity 
provider and employer. 
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How Soil Surveys Are Made 

Soil surveys are made to provide informat on about the soils and miscellaneous 
areas in a specific area. They include a description of the soils and miscellaneous 
areas and their location on the landscape and tables that show soil properties and 
limitations affecting various uses. Soil scientists observed the steepness, length, 
and shape of the slopes; the general pattern of drainage; the kinds of crops and 
native plants; and the kinds of bedrock. They observed and described many soil 
profiles. A soil profile is the sequence of natural layers, or horizons, in a soil. The 
profile extends from the surface down into the unconsolidated material in which the 
soil formed or from the surface down to bedrock. The unconsolidated material is 
devoid of roots and other living organisms and has not been changed by other 
biological activity. 

Currently, soils are mapped according to t rie boundaries of major land resource 
areas (MLRAs). MLRAs are geographically associated land resource units that 
share common characteristics related to IX)ysiography, geology, climate, water 
resources, soils, biological resources, and land uses (USDA, 2006). Soil survey 
areas typically consist of parts of one or rrore MLRA. 

The soils and miscellaneous areas in a si.rvey area occur in an orderly pattern that 
is related to the geology, landforms, relief, climate, and natural vegetation of the 
area. Each kind of soil and miscellaneous area is associated with a particular kind 
of landform or with a segment of the landform. By observing the soils and 
miscellaneous areas in the survey area and relating their position to specific 
segments of the landform, a soil scientist develops a concept, or model, of how they 
were formed. Thus, during mapping, this model enables the soil scientist to predict 
with a considerable degree of accuracy the kind of soil or miscellaneous area at a 
specific location on the landscape. 

Commonly, individual soils on the landscape merge into one another as their 
characteristics gradually change. To construct an accurate soil map, however, soil 
scientists must determine the boundaries :>etween the soils. They can observe only 
a limited number of soil profiles. Nevertheless, these observations, supplemented 
by an understanding of the soil-vegetation-landscape relationship, are sufficient to 
verify predictions of the kinds of soil in an area and to determine the boundaries. 

Soil scientists recorded the characteristics of the soil profiles that they studied. They 
noted soil color, texture, size and shape of soil aggregates, kind and amount of rock 
fragments, distribution of plant roots, reaction, and other features that enable them 
to identify soils. After describing the soils in the survey area and determining their 
properties, the soil scientists assigned the soils to taxonomic classes (units). 
Taxonomic classes are concepts. Each taxonomic class has a set of soil 
characteristics with precisely defined limits. The classes are used as a basis for 
comparison to classify soils systematically. Soil taxonomy, the system of taxonomic 
classification used in the United States, is based mainly on the kind and character 
of soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the soil 
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scientists classified and named the soils in the survey area, they compared the 
individual soils with similar soils in the sarme taxonomic class in other areas so that 
they could confirm data and assemble additional data based on experience and 
research. 

The objective of soil mapping is not to deli1eate pure map unit components; the 
objective is to separate the landscape into landforms or landform segments that 
have similar use and management requirements. Each map unit is defined by a 
unique combination of soil components ard/or miscellaneous areas in predictable 
proportions. Some components may be highly contrasting to the other components 
of the map unit. The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way 
diminishes the usefulness or accuracy of the data. The delineation of such 
landforms and landform segments on the 11ap provides sufficient information for the 
development of resource plans. If intensiv-a use of small areas is planned, onsite 
investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas. 

Soil scientists make many field observations in the process of producing a soil map. 
The frequency of observation is dependert upon several factors, including scale of 
mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units, complexity of the landscape, 
and experience of the soil scientist. Observations are made to test and refine the 
soil-landscape model and predictions and to verify the classification of the soils at 
specific locations. Once the soil-landscape model is refined, a significantly smaller 
number of measurements of individual soil properties are made and recorded. 
These measurements may include field measurements, such as those for color, 
depth to bedrock, and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for 
content of sand, silt , clay, salt, and other components. Properties of each soil 
typically vary from one point to another across the landscape. 

Observations for map unit components are aggregated to develop ranges of 
characteristics for the components. The aggregated values are presented. Direct 
measurements do not exist for every prop.arty presented for every map unit 
component. Values for some properties are estimated from combinations of other 
properties. 

While a soil survey is in progress, samples of some of the soils in the area generally 
are collected for laboratory analyses and for engineering tests. Soil scientists 
interpret the data from these analyses and tests as well as the field-observed 
characteristics and the soil properties to do:?termine the expected behavior of the 
soils under different uses. Interpretations 1or all of the soils are field tested through 
observation of the soils in different uses and under different levels of management. 
Some interpretations are modified to fit local conditions, and some new 
interpretations are developed to meet loccl needs. Data are assembled from other 
sources, such as research information, pr~duction records, and field experience of 
specialists. For example, data on crop yields under defined levels of management 
are assembled from farm records and from field or plot experiments on the same 
kinds of soil. 

Predictions about soil behavior are based not only on soil properties but also on 
such variables as climate and biological activity. Soil conditions are predictable over 
long periods of time, but they are not predictable from year to year. For example, 
soil scientists can predict with a fairly high degree of accuracy that a given soil will 
have a high water table within certain depths in most years, but they cannot predict 
that a high water table will always be at a .specific level in the soil on a specific date. 

After soil scientists located and identified the significant natural bodies of soil in the 
survey area, they drew the boundaries of these bodies on aerial photographs and 
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identified each as a specific map unit. Aer al photographs show trees, buildings, 
fields, roads, and rivers, all of which help in locating boundaries accurately. 
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Soil Map 

The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of 
soil map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols 
displayed on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to 
produce the map, and a description of each soil map unit. 
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MAP INFORMATION 

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000. 

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale. 

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale. 

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements. 

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857) 

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required. 

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below. 

Soil Survey Area: Bergen County, New Jersey 
Survey Area Data: Version 19, Aug 29, 2022 

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1 :50,000 or larger. 

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Jun 4. 2022-Jul 22. 
2022 

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident. 
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Map Unit Legend 

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name I Acres in AOI Percent of AOI 

TrkAv Westbrook, Ipswich, and 1.4 
Sandyhook soils, o to 2 
percent slopes, very 
frequently flooded 

UdwB Udorthents, wet substratum, 0 6.6 
to 8 percent slopes 

UdwuB Udorthents, wet substratum- 0.0 
Urban land complex 

Totals for Area of Interest 8.1 

Map Unit Descriptions 

The map units delineated on the detailed soil maps in a soil survey represent the 
soils or miscellaneous areas in the survey area. The map unit descriptions, along 
with the maps, can be used to determine the composition and properties of a unit. 

A map unit delineation on a soil map represents an area dominated by one or more 
major kinds of soil or miscellaneous areas. A map unit is identified and named 
according to the taxonomic classification of the dominant soils. Within a taxonomic 
class there are precisely defined limits for the properties of the soils. On the 
landscape, however, the soils are natural phenomena, and they have the 
characteristic variability of all natural pheoomena. Thus, the range of some 
observed properties may extend beyond the limits defined for a taxonomic class. 
Areas of soils of a single taxonomic class rarely, if ever, can be mapped without 
including areas of other taxonomic classes. Consequently, every map unit is made 
up of the soils or miscellaneous areas for which it is named and some minor 
components that belong to taxonomic classes other than those of the major soils. 

Most minor soils have properties similar to those of the dominant soil or soils in the 
map unit, and thus they do not affect use and management. These are called 
noncontrasting, or similar, components. They may or may not be mentioned in a 
particular map unit description. Other minor components, however, have properties 
and behavioral characteristics divergent e1ough to affect use or to require different 
management. These are called contrasting, or dissimilar, components. They 
generally are in small areas and could not be mapped separately because of the 
scale used. Some small areas of strongly contrasting soils or miscellaneous areas 
are identified by a special symbol on the maps. If included in the database for a 
given area, the contrasting minor components are identified in the map unit 
descriptions along with some characteristics of each. A few areas of minor 
components may not have been observed, and consequently they are not 
mentioned in the descriptions, especially where the pattern was so complex that it 
was impractical to make enough observations to identify all the soils and 
miscellaneous areas on the landscape. 

The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes the 
usefulness or accuracy of the data. The objective of mapping is not to delineate 
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pure taxonomic classes but rather to sepcr-ate the landscape into landforms or 
landform segments that have similar use and management requirements. The 
delineation of such segments on the map provides sufficient information for the 
development of resource plans. If intensiv-a use of small areas is planned, however, 
onsite investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous 
areas. 

An identifying symbol precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions. 
Each description includes general facts about the unit and gives important soil 
properties and qualities. 

Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soil series. Except for 
differences in texture of the surface layer, all the soils of a series have major 
horizons that are similar in composition, tt- ickness, and arrangement. 

Soils of one series can differ in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness, 
salinity, degree of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the 
basis of such differences, a soil series is divided into soil phases. Most of the areas 
shown on the detailed soil maps are phases of soil series. The name of a soil phase 
commonly indicates a feature that affects use or management. For example, Alpha 
silt loam, O to 2 percent slopes, is a phase of the Alpha series. 

Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas. 
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups. 

A complex consists of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas in such an intricate 
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot be shown separately on the maps. 
The pattern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar 
in all areas. Alpha-Beta complex, O to 6 percent slopes, is an example. 

An association is made up of two or more geographically associated soils or 
miscellaneous areas that are shown as ore unit on the maps. Because of present 
or anticipated uses of the map units in the survey area, it was not considered 
practical or necessary to map the soils or 11iscellaneous areas separately. The 
pattern and relative proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat 
similar. Alpha-Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example. 

An undifferentiated group is made up of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas 
that could be mapped individually but are 11apped as one unit because similar 
interpretations can be made for use and management. The pattern and proportion 
of the soils or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can 
be made up of only one of the major soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made 
up of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, O t•::> 2 percent slopes, is an example. 

Some surveys include miscellaneous arees. Such areas have little or no soil 
material and support little or no vegetation. Rock outcrop is an example. 

12 



Custom Soil Resource Report 

Bergen County, New Jersey 

TrkAv-Westbrook, Ipswich, and Sandyhook soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes, 
very frequently flooded 

Map Unit Setting 
National map unit symbol: 2tyqh 
Elevation: 0 to 1 0 feet 
Mean annual precipitation: 36 to 71 inches 
Mean annual air temperature: 39 to 55 degrees F 
Frost-free period: 140 to 240 days 
Farmland classification: Farmland of unique importance 

Map Unit Composition 
Westbrook and similar soils: 35 percent 
Ipswich and similar soils: 30 percent 
Sandyhook and similar soils: 25 percent 
Minor components: 10 percent 
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit. 

Description of Westbrook 

Setting 
Landform: Tidal marshes 
Landform position (three-dimensional): Dip 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: Linear 
Parent material: Partly-decomposed herbaceous organic material over loamy 

mineral material 

Typical profile 
Oe - 0 to 19 inches: mucky peat 
Cg - 19 to 59 inches: silt loam 

Properties and qualities 
Slope: O to 2 percent 
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches 
Drainage class: Very poorly jrained 
Runoff class: Negligible 
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Very low to high (0.00 

to 14.17 in/hr) 
Depth to water table: About O inches 
Frequency of flooding: Very frequent 
Frequency of ponding: None 
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 5 percent 
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to strongly saline (0.7 to 111 .6 mmhos/cm) 
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 33.0 
Available water supply, Oto 60 inches: High (about 9.1 inches) 

Interpretive groups 
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified 
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 8w 
Hydrologic Soil Group: BID 
Ecological site: R144AY001CT - Tidal Salt Low Marsh mesic very frequently 

flooded, R144AY002CT - Tidal Salt High Marsh mesic very frequently flooded 
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Hydric soil rating: Yes 

Description of Ipswich 

Setting 
Landform: Tidal marshes 
Landform position (three-dimensional): Dip 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: Linear 
Parent material: Partially- decomposed herbaceous organic material 

Typical profile 
Oe - 0 to 42 inches: mucky peat 
Oa - 42 to 59 inches: muck 

Properties and qualities 
Slope: 0 to 2 percent 
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches 
Drainage class: Very poorly jrained 
Runoff class: Negligible 
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to very 

high (0.14 to 99.90 in/hr j 
Depth to water table: About O inches 
Frequency of flooding: Very frequent 
Frequency of ponding: None 
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 5 percent 
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to strongly saline (1 .0 to 112.0 mmhos/cm) 
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 20.0 
Available water supply, 0 to 60 inches: Very high (about 26.6 inches) 

Interpretive groups 
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified 
Land capability classification (nonirrigated}: 8w 
Hydrologic Soil Group: AID 
Ecological site: R144AY001 CT - Tidal Salt Low Marsh mesic very frequently 

flooded, R144AY002CT - Tidal Salt High Marsh mesic very frequently flooded 
Hydric soil rating: Yes 

Description of Sandyhook 

Setting 
Landform: Back-barrier flats, back-barrier beaches 
Landform position (three-dimensional): Dip 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: Linear 
Parent material: Sandy marine deposits 

Typical profile 
Oe - 0 to 4 inches: mucky peat 
Cg - 4 to 8 inches: sand 
Ab - 8 to 11 inches: mucky coarse sand 
C'g - 11 to 51 inches: sand 
A 'b - 51 to 59 inches: coarse sand 

Properties and qualities 
Slope: O to 2 percent 
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches 
Drainage class: Very poorly :lrained 
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Runoff class: Negligible 
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to very 

high (0.14 to 99.90 in/hr) 
Depth to water table: About O inches 
Frequency of flooding: Very frequent 
Frequency of ponding: None 
Calcium carbonate, maximum content: 5 percent 
Maximum salinity: Nonsaline to strongly saline (1 .0 to 112.0 mmhos/cm) 
Sodium adsorption ratio, maximum: 20.0 
Available water supply, 0 to 60 inches: Low (about 5.2 inches) 

Interpretive groups 
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified 
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 8w 
Hydrologic Soil Group: AID 
Ecological site: R144AY001 CT - Tidal Salt Low Marsh mesic very frequently 

flooded, R144AY002CT - Tidal Salt High Marsh mesic very frequently flooded 
Hydric soil rating: Yes 

Minor Components 

Pawcatuck 
Percent of map unit: 10 percent 
Landform: Tidal marshes 
Landform position (three-dimensional): Dip 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: Linear 
Ecological site: R144AY001CT - Tidal Salt Low Marsh mesic very frequently 

flooded, R144AY002CT - Tidal Salt High Marsh mesic very frequently flooded 
Hydric soil rating: Yes 

UdwB-Udorthents, wet substratum, 0 to 8 percent slopes 

Map Unit Setting 
National map unit symbol: 1 kg z4 
Elevation: 0 to 790 feet 
Mean annual precipitation: 30 to 64 inches 
Mean annual air temperature: 46 to 79 degrees F 
Frost-free period: 131 to 178 days 
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland 

Map Unit Composition 
Udorthents, wet substratum, and similar soils: 98 percent 
Minor components: 2 percent 
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit. 
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Description of Udorthents, Wet Substratum 

Setting 
Landform: Flats 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: Linear 
Parent material: Loamy lateral spread deposits 

Typical profile 
A - 0 to 36 inches: sand 
20 - 36 to 60 inches: muck 

Properties and qualities 
Slope: 0 to 8 percent 
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches 
Drainage class: Moderately well drained 
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high 

(0.57 to 1.98 in/hr) 
Depth to water table: About 18 to 42 inches 
Frequency of flooding: None 
Frequency of ponding: None 

Interpretive groups 
Land capability classification {irrigated): None specified 
Land capability classification {nonirrigated): 3w 
Hydrologic Soil Group: D 
Hydric soil rating: No 

Minor Components 

Pawcatuck, very frequently flooded 
Percent of map unit: 1 percent 
Landform: Tidal marshes 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: Linear 
Hydric soil rating: Yes 

Transquaking, very frequently f looded 
Percent of map unit: 1 percent 
Landform: Tidal marshes 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: Linear 
Hydric soil rating: Yes 

UdwuB-Udorthents, wet substratum-Urban land complex 

Map Unit Setting 
National map unit symbol: 1 kg z3 
Elevation: 0 to 570 feet 
Mean annual precipitation: 30 to 64 inches 
Mean annual air temperature: 46 to 79 degrees F 
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Frost-free period: 131 to 178 days 
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland 

Map Unit Composition 
Udorthents, wet substratum, arid similar soils: 68 percent 
Urban land: 30 percent 
Minor components: 2 percent 
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit. 

Description of Udorthents, Wet Substratum 

Setting 
Landform: Flats 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: Linear 
Parent material: Loamy lateral spread deposits 

Typical profile 
A - 0 to 36 inches: sand 
20 - 36 to 60 inches: muck 

Properties and qualities 
Slope: O to 8 percent 
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches 
Drainage class: Moderately well drained 
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to high 

(0.57 to 1.98 in/hr) 
Depth to water table: About 18 to 42 inches 
Frequency of flooding: None 
Frequency of ponding: None 

Interpretive groups 
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified 
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3w 
Hydrologic Soil Group: D 
Hydric soil rating: No 

Description of Urban Land 

Setting 
Landform: Tidal marshes 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: Linear 
Parent material: Surface co\lered by pavement, concrete, buildings, and other 

structures underlain by disturbed and natural soil material 

Typical profile 
C - 0 to 60 inches: variable 

Interpretive groups 
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified 
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 8s 
Hydric soil rating: Unranked 

Minor Components 

Pawcatuck, very frequently flooded 
Percent of map unit: 1 percent 
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Landform: Tidal marshes 
Landform position {three-dimensional) : Talf 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: Linear 
Hydric soil rating: Yes 

Transquaking, very frequently flooded 
Percent of map unit: 1 percent 
Landform: Tidal marshes 
Landform position (three-dimensional): Talf 
Down-slope shape: Linear 
Across-slope shape: Linear 
Hydric soil rating: Yes 
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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 
Manager’s Office  
90 Moonachie Avenue   
Teterboro, New Jersey 07608  
8:00 AM to 3:00 PM (Mon – Fri) 


Bergen County Clerk’s Office 
One Bergen County Plaza, Room 122 
Hackensack, New Jersey 07601-7076 
8:30 AM to 4:00 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.  
 
 


 


 
 


 







