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United States Department of the Interior 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

300 Westgate Center Drive  
Hadley, MA 01035-9589 

 
 

July 2, 2026 
 
In Reply Refer To: 
FWS/R5/ES/2023-0086067 
 
 
 
 
Marie Jenet 
Environmental Program Manager 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Eastern Region Airports Division 
159-30 Rockaway Boulevard 
Jamaica, New York 11434 
 
Dear Ms. Jenet:  
 
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s New Jersey Field Office has completed its reviews of the 
documentation prepared for the Federal Aviation Administration’s Facilities Redevelopment 
Project at Teterboro Airport Environmental Assessment. We appreciate the opportunity to 
participate as a cooperating agency throughout this process. We have received your May 27, 
2026, responses to our comments and have no further comments.  
 
For any further questions, please contact me at 804-728-0695. 
 

Sincerely, 
  
 
 
Troy M. Andersen    
Acting Deputy Assistant Regional Director 
Ecological Services, Northeast Region 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

 
cc: 
Eric Schrading, USFWS 
Ross Conover, USFWS 
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July 1, 2026 

SENT VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 
Marie Jenet 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Eastern Regional Office 
159-30 Rockaway Blvd 
Jamaica, New York 11434 
 
Re: Teterboro Airport Signature Facilities Redevelopment Project- Comments on the 

 Draft Environmental Assessment 
 

Dear Ms. Jenet, 
 
The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Draft Environmental 
Assessment (EA) for the Facilities Redevelopment Project at Teterboro Airport in Bergen County, 
New Jersey (the Project or Proposed Action). Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) and our NEPA review authority under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7609, 
EPA reviews and comments on the environmental impact of any proposed federal action subject to 
NEPA’s requirements.  

The EPA has served as a Cooperating Agency during the development of the EA. To date, we have 
provided comments on earlier iterations of the document, including the Preliminary Purpose and 
Need (September 11, 2025), Alternatives (November 6, 2025) and the Preliminary Draft EA (April 
13, 2026).  We appreciate the opportunity to review the Draft EA and offer the enclosed 
comments for your consideration.  
 
If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact Samantha Nyer at 
Nyer.Samantha@epa.gov or (212) 637-3666. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 

Mark Austin 
Office of the Regional Administrator 
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EPA’S COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
FOR THE FACILITIES REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AT TETERBORO AIRPORT 

IN BERGEN COUNTY, NEW JERSEY 

 
General Comments 
Statutory Authorities and Regulations: 42 U.S.C. § 7609; 42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.; 33 U.S.C. § 1344; 40 

C.F.R. Part 230, Subpart B (404(b)(1) Guidelines) 
To strengthen the alternatives analysis, and improve transparency regarding the basis for alternative 
selection, we recommend:  

- A clear discussion of any environmental and operational tradeoffs between alternative 
configurations that led to the ultimate selection of the facilities that comprise the preferred 
alternatives.  

- Clarify the basis for facility sizing factors used in the alternatives screening process and 
selection. The EA indicates that configurations within 10% of the identified 2044 facility 
requirements could satisfy the Project objectives. Additionally, the facility components 
included in the preferred alternatives exceed the 2044 space requirements (Table 3.4 of the 
EA).  

o Given that the EA demonstrates that smaller facilities than those ultimately selected 
were deemed to be operationally viable, we recommend that additional justification 
for the larger facility footprint be provided.  Such information would improve 
transparency regarding the alternatives evaluation process and support the basis for 
selection of the preferred alternatives under NEPA and the Clean Water Act. 

 
Air Quality 
Statutory Authorities and Regulations: 42 U.S.C § 7609; 42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.; 42 U.S.C. § 7506 (c); 
40 C.F.R. Part 93, Subpart B  
EPA recommends that the EA include further details on operational emissions and potential benefits 
associated with the Project to strengthen the basis for the EA’s conclusions on air quality impacts. 
We offer the following suggestions: 

- Clarify assumptions regarding future aircraft operations under the No Action and Proposed 
Action to resolve inconsistent statements throughout the EA as needed.  

- Provide a more comprehensive discussion of the operational emissions associated with the 
Proposed Action, including changes in aircraft taxiing, idling, ferry flights, aircraft 
repositioning, ground support and vehicle traffic.  

- The EA identifies operational efficiencies as a benefit of the Project, including reduced ferry 
flights. While precise quantification of these reductions may be infeasible, a qualitative 
discussion of the anticipated benefits associated with any operational efficiencies in addition 
to reduced congestion and ferry flights would provide a more complete assessment of the 
environmental effects of the Proposed Action.  
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW YORK DISTRICT 

JACOB K. JAVITS FEDERAL BUILDING 
26 FEDERAL PLAZA 

NEW YORK NEW YORK 10278-0090 

 

Marie Jenet 
Environmental Program Manager 
U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Eastern Region Airports Division 
159-30 Rockaway Boulevard 
Jamaica, New York 11434 
 
Dear Ms. Jenet: 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) has reviewed the Draft Environmental Assessment 
(DEA) prepared by Ricondo for the Facilities Redevelopment Project at Teterboro Airport 
(TEB). Please see our comments below. 
 
The proposed purchase of credits at the GreenVest Guarini Tract Mitigation Bank is confusing. 
The bank does not yet exist and is still in its permitting phase, thus there are no credits currently 
available for purchase. It is unknown if when permitted it will have enough credits released to 
cover the 3.43 needed. It may take quite a while for the bank, if approved, to have enough credits 
released to provide the amount needed. Work would not be able to start until all credits are 
purchased and proof of purchase provided. Is there a secondary plan for mitigation should the 
GreenVest plan not be sufficient?   
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Zachary Kocsik 
Project Manager 
Regulatory Division, Metro NY/NJ Branch 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, New York District 
WORK: 917-790-8521 
CELL: 917-301-5680 
 
 
 
 
 

REPLY TO                       
ATTENTION OF                          
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From: Carter, Ryan [DEP] <Ryan.Carter@dep.nj.gov>
Sent: Monday, June 29, 2026 12:03 PM
To: Jenet, Marie (FAA) <Marie.Jenet@faa.gov>
Cc: Lamond, Kathryn <klamond@panynj.gov>; Sheehan, Madelyn <madsheehan@panynj.gov>; Cohen, Michelle
<mtcohen@panynj.gov>; Nolan, Katherine [DEP] <Katherine.Nolan@dep.nj.gov>; Pepe, David [DEP] <David.Pepe@dep.nj.gov>
Subject: RE: TEB Faciliti es Redevelopment Project - Responses to Agency Comments, Draft  EA Publication and Public Workshop
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the Port Authority. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown senders or
unexpected emails.

 
Hi Marie,
 
Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the EA. The NJDEP has one comment after reviewing the
Response-to-Comments matrix, from our NJ Fish and Wildlife program.
 
NJ Fish and Wildlife: Kelly Davis (Kelly.Davis@dep.nj.gov)

NJFW continues to recommend the use of a filtration system which also removes petroleum based materials.
On the ConTech website there are 3 filter options. The Jellyfish Filter spec pages indicate oil removal. The
Stormwater Filter spec pages indicate oil & grease removal. The High Capacity Kraken Filter spec page does
not. If you have any questions, please contact Kelly Davis.

 
If you have any questions outside of the above comments or need anything else from the NJDEP, please let me
know. Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Carter he/him

Environmental Specialist | Office of Permitting and Project Navigation
609-940-5616
Permit Readiness Checklist (v. Febuary 2026)
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From: Donna L. Gambutti <municipalclerk@southhackensacknj.org>
Sent: Monday, June 29, 2026 4:26 PM
To: TEBEA <tebea@panynj.gov>; Hogan, John <JHogan@co.bergen.nj.us>; L. Perdomo <lperdomo@southhackensacknj.org>; Gary Brugger
<gbrugger@mbcfoodmachinery.com>; Frank Cagas <fcagas@southhackensacknj.org>; J. Anzevino <janzevino@southhackensacknj.org>; Yris
Encarnacion <yencarnacion@southhackensacknj.org>
Cc: constituent.relations@nj.gov; Cbooker@njleg.org; akim@njleg.org; josh.gottheimer@mail.house.gov; Sarlo, Sen. D.O. <SenSarlo@njleg.org>;
asmcalabrese@njleg.org; asmschaer@njleg.org; senlagana@njleg.org; AsmTully@njleg.org; AswSwain@njleg.org; sensacco@njleg.org;
Npou@njleg.org; asmmejia@njleg.org; aswjimenez@njleg.org; senjohnson@njleg.org; aswhaider@njleg.org; aswpark@njleg.org;
senschepisi@njleg.org; asmauth@njleg.org; aswdefuccio@njleg.org; countyexecutive@bergencountynj.gov; cdorsett@bergencountynj.gov;
STanelli@bergencountynj.gov; commissioners@bergencountynj.gov; Tzur@bergencountynj.gov; JVoss@bergencountynj.gov;
Mamoroso@bergencountynj.gov; rmarte@bergencountynj.gov; GOrtiz@bergencountynj.gov; TSullivan@bergencountynj.gov;
hmmc@njsea.com; mayorlahullier@eastrutherfordnj.net; m-raguseo@littleferrynj.org; dvaccaro@moonachie.us;
mayorsoffice@northbergen.org; nsaros@teterboro.org
Subject: TEB Facilities Redevelopment Project- Objection from South Hackensack Township - Part TWO ************
Importance: High
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the Port Authority. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown senders or unexpected emails.
 
Dear Madelyn,
 
Enclosed the second part of our ZIP File including photos of the condition of the East Riser Ditch.

https://outlook.office.com/mail/AAMkADllZjJmNmFiLWFjYmUtNGUxNy05Yjc3LTUxMThhODNiOWEyNAAuAAAAAACxCKJZhIfWS53B4YVK5uANAQD… 1/2

Warm regards,

Donna Gambutti

 
 
 
 
Donna L. Gambutti, RMC, CMR
Municipal Clerk
Township of South Hackensack
227 Phillips Avenue
South Hackensack, NJ 07606
201-641-7186- Office
201-440-0719- Fax

P  Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in or with this transmission is from the South Hackensack Township. It is
confidential and privileged and it is exclusively for the person named as the addressee. No other person is permitted to
obtain, read, use, copy, print, distribute or disseminate all or any part of this transmission or the information contained in
or with it. If you have received transmission in error, please notify the South Hackensack Township immediately by
telephone call, e-mail or otherwise, delete all electronic records of the transmission and destroy all prints or copies of the
information.
NOTICE: THIS E-MAIL AND ANY ATTACHMENTS CONTAIN INFORMATION FROM THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NEW
YORK AND NEW JERSEY AND AFFILIATES. IF YOU BELIEVE YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS E-MAIL IN ERROR,
PLEASE NOTIFY THE SENDER IMMEDIATELY, PERMANENTLY DELETE THIS E-MAIL (ALONG WITH ANY
ATTACHMENTS), AND DESTROY ANY PRINTOUTS.
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From: Donna L. Gambutti <municipalclerk@southhackensacknj.org>
Sent: Monday, June 29, 2026 4:20 PM
To: TEBEA <tebea@panynj.gov>; Hogan, John <JHogan@co.bergen.nj.us>; L. Perdomo <lperdomo@southhackensacknj.org>; Gary Brugger
<gbrugger@mbcfoodmachinery.com>; Frank Cagas <fcagas@southhackensacknj.org>; J. Anzevino <janzevino@southhackensacknj.org>; Yris
Encarnacion <yencarnacion@southhackensacknj.org>
Cc: constituent.relations@nj.gov; Cbooker@njleg.org; akim@njleg.org; josh.gottheimer@mail.house.gov; Sarlo, Sen. D.O. <SenSarlo@njleg.org>;
asmcalabrese@njleg.org; asmschaer@njleg.org; senlagana@njleg.org; AsmTully@njleg.org; AswSwain@njleg.org; sensacco@njleg.org;
Npou@njleg.org; asmmejia@njleg.org; aswjimenez@njleg.org; senjohnson@njleg.org; aswhaider@njleg.org; aswpark@njleg.org;
senschepisi@njleg.org; asmauth@njleg.org; aswdefuccio@njleg.org; countyexecutive@bergencountynj.gov; cdorsett@bergencountynj.gov;
STanelli@bergencountynj.gov; commissioners@bergencountynj.gov; Tzur@bergencountynj.gov; JVoss@bergencountynj.gov;
Mamoroso@bergencountynj.gov; rmarte@bergencountynj.gov; GOrtiz@bergencountynj.gov; TSullivan@bergencountynj.gov;
hmmc@njsea.com; mayorlahullier@eastrutherfordnj.net; m-raguseo@littleferrynj.org; dvaccaro@moonachie.us;
mayorsoffice@northbergen.org; nsaros@teterboro.org
Subject: TEB Facilities Redevelopment Project- Objection from South Hackensack Township - Part ONE *
Importance: High
 
CAUTION: This email originated from outside the Port Authority. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown senders or unexpected emails.
 
Dear Madelyn,

Please see the enclosed correspondence from the Township of South Hackensack.
I have also attached a ZIP file containing photographs documenting the condition of the East Riser Ditch, both within the protected zone of
Teterboro Airport and along Fred Wehran Drive.

This is the first of two emails, as the photo files are too large to send in a single message.

Warm regards,

Donna Gambutti

 
 
 
 

 
 
Donna L. Gambutti, RMC, CMR
Municipal Clerk
Township of South Hackensack
227 Phillips Avenue
South Hackensack, NJ 07606
201-641-7186- Office
201-440-0719- Fax

P  Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. 
 
CONFIDENTIALITY: The information contained in or with this transmission is from the South Hackensack Township. It is
confidential and privileged and it is exclusively for the person named as the addressee. No other person is permitted to
obtain, read, use, copy, print, distribute or disseminate all or any part of this transmission or the information contained in
or with it. If you have received transmission in error, please notify the South Hackensack Township immediately by
telephone call, e-mail or otherwise, delete all electronic records of the transmission and destroy all prints or copies of the
information.
NOTICE: THIS E-MAIL AND ANY ATTACHMENTS CONTAIN INFORMATION FROM THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NEW
YORK AND NEW JERSEY AND AFFILIATES. IF YOU BELIEVE YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS E-MAIL IN ERROR,
PLEASE NOTIFY THE SENDER IMMEDIATELY, PERMANENTLY DELETE THIS E-MAIL (ALONG WITH ANY
ATTACHMENTS), AND DESTROY ANY PRINTOUTS.
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Inconsistent Climate Baselines and Deficient Flood Risk Analysis 
The Draft EA also fails to adequately analyze the true impact of constructing permanent 
infrastructure in a location with documented and escalating flood risk. The EA acknowledges that 
the study area lies within the FEMA 100-year floodplain, but does not account for projected sea 
level rise or the increased frequency of extreme weather events over the 20-year planning horizon 
the EA itself uses.   
 
Infrastructure expected to serve the region for decades should be evaluated against the 
environmental conditions it is likely to experience over that same period. The Draft EA forecasts 
aviation demand through 2044 but does not apply an equivalent long-term lens to flood risk and 
climate resilience. This significant oversight warrants the more rigorous analysis that an EIS would 
provide. 
 
Overly Narrow Purpose and Need Statement 
The project’s purpose and need is defined too narrowly. The document frames the proposed action 
primarily as accommodating Signature Aviation’s projected business growth, centered on attracting 
larger aircraft and additional apron capacity. While these may represent legitimate business 
objectives, they do not necessarily establish that further depletion of wetlands serves public interest.  
 
Because the purpose and need statement is framed almost exclusively around accommodating 
Signature Aviation’s projected growth, the alternatives analysis largely evaluates different ways to 
achieve the expansion rather than meaningfully considering alternatives that could avoid or minimize 
environmental impacts. 
 
Specifically, alternatives involving the accommodation of future growth at other regional facilities or 
through operational changes appear to have been dismissed because they would not satisfy 
Signature’s specific objectives, rather than because they fail to serve the region. An objective 
alternatives analysis must evaluate whether forecast growth should occur at Teterboro at all given the 
airport’s escalating climate vulnerability. 
 

Failure to Account for Induced Demand 
Similarly, the Draft EA also assumes that expanding Signature’s facilities will merely accommodate 
forecasted demand, but fails to acknowledge that it will also influence future aviation activity. 
Expanded capacity is likely to induce additional demand by making Teterboro more attractive to 
existing and prospective operators. While induced demand is frequently discussed in the context of 
highway expansions, the same principle should be considered when increasing the capacity of other 
transportation facilities. The EA must fully evaluate whether the proposed expansion would generate 
additional operations, and whether the associated environmental consequences have been adequately 
considered. 
 

Inadequate Scope of Cumulative Impacts 
Finally, RPA is concerned that the EA limits its cumulative impact review to Port Authority-initiated 
projects on airport property within an arbitrary five-year window. This narrow scope excludes 
reasonably foreseeable development and incremental wetland losses in the broader watershed. This 

2 
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June 22, 2026 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
On behalf of the Meadowlands Chamber, I am pleased to offer our strong support for the 
proposed Signature Aviation Ramp Expansion Project at Teterboro Airport. 
 
For decades, the Meadowlands Chamber has been a steadfast advocate for investments 
that strengthen our regional economy, enhance critical infrastructure, and position 
Northern New Jersey as a premier destination for business growth and investment. 
Teterboro Airport has long been an essential component of that vision. 
 
As one of the nation's most important general aviation airports, Teterboro serves a unique 
and vital role within the New York-New Jersey transportation network. Its ability to 
accommodate business aviation activity helps preserve capacity at the region's major 
commercial airports while providing efficient access for corporate leaders, investors, 
entrepreneurs, and businesses that drive economic activity throughout our region. The 
airport is not simply an aviation asset—it is an economic engine that supports jobs, 
attracts investment, and enhances the competitiveness of the greater Meadowlands and 
New Jersey business community. 
 
The proposed $140 million private investment by Signature Aviation represents a thoughtful 
and forward-looking infrastructure improvement that addresses both current operational 
challenges and future demand. The project will modernize aircraft parking and circulation, 
reduce ramp congestion, improve safety, accommodate today's larger aircraft, and lessen 
unnecessary ferry flights that place additional strain on regional airspace. These 
improvements will help ensure that Teterboro continues to operate efficiently while 
supporting the broader aviation ecosystem serving our region. 
 
Equally important are the economic benefits associated with the project. The creation of 
hundreds of construction jobs, the addition of permanent aviation-related employment 
opportunities, and the infusion of significant private capital into transportation 
infrastructure represent exactly the type of investment that strengthens our regional 
economy and supports long-term economic sustainability. 
 
We are also encouraged by the project's commitment to environmental stewardship and 
resiliency. Investments in stormwater management, wetlands mitigation, and 
infrastructure upgrades demonstrate that economic growth and environmental 
responsibility can and should advance together. 
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The Meadowlands Chamber has consistently championed projects that enhance mobility, 
improve infrastructure, attract business investment, and create employment opportunities. 
The Signature Aviation Ramp Expansion Project aligns directly with those objectives and 
represents an important investment in the future of our region. 
 
As New Jersey continues to experience unprecedented opportunities associated with 
international tourism, major sporting events, business expansion, and economic 
development initiatives, maintaining and improving critical transportation assets such as 
Teterboro Airport will be increasingly important. This project helps ensure that our region 
remains competitive, accessible, and prepared for future growth. 
 
We respectfully urge favorable consideration of this project and appreciate the opportunity 
to express our support. 
 
Sincerely, 
Jim Kirkos 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
 
 
JK/lt 
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Confidentiality notice: This e-mail may contain information that is confidential or privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, please
immediately notify the sender and delete this message and and attachments. 
 
 
NOTICE: THIS E-MAIL AND ANY ATTACHMENTS CONTAIN INFORMATION FROM THE PORT AUTHORITY OF NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY
AND AFFILIATES. IF YOU BELIEVE YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS E-MAIL IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY THE SENDER IMMEDIATELY,
PERMANENTLY DELETE THIS E-MAIL (ALONG WITH ANY ATTACHMENTS), AND DESTROY ANY PRINTOUTS.
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 reconfigure existing facilities is insufficient for the need expressed and the 

expansion proposed would functionally violate 40 C.F.R. § 230.10(a). 

 

The applicant’s persistent choice to submit the same footprint for a fifth consecutive 

time without adjusting layout, optimizing Signature's existing (and massive) 

Teterboro footprint, or utilizing alternative regional FBO footprints, fails to 

overcome the legal presumption that a less damaging alternative exists. Under 40 

C.F.R. § 230.12(a)(3)(iv), the regulatory agency is required to deny a permit if the 

applicant fails to provide sufficient data to prove compliance with these alternative 

analysis guidelines. 

 

Circumvention of Federal Law and the Public Use Airport Mandate 

Teterboro Airport operates under the regulatory umbrella of the Port Authority of 

New York and New Jersey and receives federal oversight on the premise that it 

functions as a public-use, general aviation airport. 

 

Because Teterboro Airport accepts federal Airport Improvement Program (AIP) 

funds, it is bound by strict federal contracts. Grant Assurance No. 22 ("Economic 

Nondiscrimination") requires the airport sponsor to make the facility available for 

"public use on reasonable terms and without unjust discrimination."2 Creating 

additional space for Signature, at the cost of irreplaceable wetlands, is essentially 

undermining this assurance by prioritizing private corporations over public use.  

 

Slicing away protective natural wetlands to build exclusive corporate infrastructure 

for a private entity like Signature Aviation represents a clear perversion of the 

Public-Use Doctrine. As documented by NJ 39th District Assemblyman Robert 

Auth, there is profound legislative alarm that Teterboro is actively circumventing 

federal restrictions designed to keep it from functioning as a commercial passenger 

hub.3 Expanding private FBO capacity to facilitate pseudo-commercial, public-

charter loophole booking prioritizes private corporate equity over the fundamental 

safety and public utility guaranteed to the taxpaying public. 

 

Absolute Lack of Public Need under State Rules (N.J.A.C. 7:7A) 

The applicant has continuously failed to establish a compelling operational need that 

justifies the permanent degradation of a scarce natural resource. Teterboro Airport 

already hosts multiple robust FBO complexes, including extensive facilities 

operated by Atlantic Aviation, Jet Aviation, and Signature Aviation itself. 

 

Under the New Jersey Freshwater Wetlands Protection Act Rules, an applicant must 

establish a "rebuttable presumption" of public need to disturb wetlands of biological 

importance. Because no new, verifiable demand data has materialized since the 

previous four submittals, the applicant has entirely failed to meet this state-level 

legal standard.  

 
2 49 U.S.C. § 47107(a)(1) 
3 Snyder, J. (2026, May 25). Is Anybody Listening? 39th District lawmaker presses federal 

officials on Teterboro Airport rules, routes. Pascack Press & Northern Valley Press. 

https://thepressgroup.net/is-anybody-listening-39th-district-lawmaker-presses-federal-

officials-on-teterboro-airport-rules-routes/ 
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 Exacerbation of Severe Regional Flooding Hazards 

The Teterboro Airport complex sits directly at the headwaters of the Berry’s Creek 

subwatershed, a critical tidal tributary of the Hackensack River system.4 The 

surrounding Hackensack Meadowlands have suffered extensive historic loss of 

marshland due to urbanization, severely compromising the natural hydrologic 

capacity of the basin.5 

 

Wetlands are indispensable natural sponges that absorb stormwater and buffer 

communities from severe tidal and rain-driven surges. Replacing permeable, 

biologically active wetlands with impervious asphalt will drastically accelerate 

stormwater runoff into an already heavily stressed, flood-prone basin.6 This directly 

threatens the safety, property, and economic well-being of the surrounding low-

lying municipalities in Bergen and Hudson counties. This is particularly relevant to 

the communities surrounding Teterboro Airport that suffered severe storm surge 

flooding during Superstorm Sandy.  

 

Cumulative Impact and Climate Resiliency Baseline Shifts 

By submitting this expansion as an isolated action five separate times, the applicant 

conveniently sidesteps the broader environmental reality which exists as climate 

change continually impacts local weather, storm intensity, and storm frequency. 

 

Under federal (NEPA) and state regulatory frameworks, the applicant must evaluate 

this project in tandem with the total historic and ongoing loss of wetlands across the 

Hackensack River basin. Slicing away small fractions over time results in 

catastrophic cumulative drainage failure. The hydrological data anchoring the 

applicant's historical submittals fails to reflect the reality of escalating severe 

weather patterns. With multi-inch rain events becoming standard regional 

occurrences, the relative flood-storage value of every remaining square foot of 

wetland has amplified. This application cannot be adequately evaluated without the 

most recent, accurate data reflecting how the proposed expansion would impact 

local hydrology and community impact.  

 

Disregard for U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Fish and Wildlife 

Coordination Act 

 
4 Wright, V. A. (2005). Berry’s Creek: A Glance Backward and a Look Forward. University 

of Massachusetts Amherst. https://scholarworks.umass.edu/bitstreams/29258353-050c-4e9b-

aa9a-5293fd56b900/download 
5 Kiviat, E., & MacDonald, K. (2002). Hackensack Meadowlands, New Jersey, Biodiversity: 

A Review and Synthesis. Hudsonia Ltd. / U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2017-

05/documents/kiviat and mcdonald 2002 hackensack meadowlands biodiversity review.

pdf 
6 Demirbilek, Z. (1992). Passaic River Basin Flood Protection Project, Storm Surge 

Analysis. U.S. Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station. 

https://apps.dtic.mil/sti/tr/pdf/ADA257344.pdf 

LO004



 

 
 

 

 The wetlands slated for destruction are contiguous elements of the Hackensack 

Meadowlands ecosystem, which the USFWS has explicitly designated as a 

Significant Habitat Complex of the New York Bight Watershed.7 

 

The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. §§ 661-667e) mandates that 

federal permitting agencies give equal weight and serious consideration to the 

conservation recommendations of the USFWS to prevent the loss of wildlife 

resources. Encroaching upon this habitat disrupts critical migratory bird corridors 

and directly undermines millions of dollars of public investment in regional 

Superfund remediation and natural resource damage restorations. Moving forward 

with a fifth attempt despite well-documented federal wildlife opposition bypasses 
the core conservation intent of 16 U.S.C. § 661.  

 

Disproportionate Private Gain vs. Public Risk and Community Burden 

Teterboro Airport relies heavily on federal funding and public management 

structures to operate, yet the negative externalized impacts of its operations fall 

entirely on surrounding residents. 

 

As local advocates have documented, nearby suburban neighborhoods are already 

subject to highly concentrated, repetitive flight paths that act as a constant source of 

disruption.8 Airport operators continuously choose routing paths based on passenger 

comfort rather than using highway approaches that would minimize residential 

disturbance.9  

 

Signature Aviation reaps corporate profits, while the taxpaying public and 

surrounding municipal governments bear the compounding fiscal burdens of 

increased noise, diminished quality of life, and stormwater infrastructure upgrades 

required to offset the loss of natural defenses such as naturally occurring wetlands. 

 

Compounding Environmental Justice (EJ) Burdens (N.J.S.A. 13:1D-157) 

The communities surrounding the lower Hackensack River watershed are densely 

populated urban and suburban areas that already shoulder a disproportionate 

regional share of legacy industrial pollution, Superfund sites, and localized air 

quality issues. New Jersey has failed to achieve Clean Air Act attainment standards 

since the late 1970s and is in a nonattainment zone comprised of the greater Tri-

State area. Adding capacity to an already overburdened airport in a nonattainment 

area would only serve to further degrade air quality for the communities nearby. 

New Jersey’s Environmental Justice Law (N.J.S.A. 13:1D-157) requires state 

agencies to evaluate if a project will cause compounding environmental stressors to 

 
7 Kiviat, E., & MacDonald, K. (2002). Hackensack Meadowlands, New Jersey, Biodiversity: 

A Review and Synthesis. Hudsonia Ltd. / U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2017-

05/documents/kiviat and mcdonald 2002 hackensack meadowlands biodiversity review.

pdf 
8 Snyder, J. (2026, May 25). Is Anybody Listening? 39th District lawmaker presses federal 

officials on Teterboro Airport rules, routes. Pascack Press & Northern Valley Press. 

https://thepressgroup.net/is-anybody-listening-39th-district-lawmaker-presses-federal-

officials-on-teterboro-airport-rules-routes/ 
9 Id. 
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 an already overburdened community. Eliminating a natural green buffer and 

replacing it with high-intensity, jet-fuel-heavy corporate infrastructure directly 

contradicts this mandate. Permitting this expansion actively violates the spirit and 

letter of these legal protections. It also further reduces available green space and 

increases an already astronomical percentage of impervious surface in the 

immediate region.  

 

Conclusion 

The permanent destruction of these wetlands cannot be adequately mitigated by 

artificial credits elsewhere. Because the applicant has failed to demonstrate 

compliance with Clean Water Act alternative standards, failed to prove public 

necessity, ignored FAA Public Use intentions, and introduced severe environmental 

and ethical liabilities to the Hackensack River watershed, we respectfully request 

that the reviewing agencies deny the wetland disturbance and waterfront 

development permits for this project.  

 

Community health and wellbeing, as well as endangered natural resources, are worth 

more than corporate convenience and profit, and as such, this proposed expansion 

must not be approved.   

 

 

Sincerely,  

 

 
 

Captain William Sheehan 

Riverkeeper & Executive Director
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:
Sent:

Roxana Dempsey, TCC Secretary
TEBEA
kefarley@teaneckcreek.org; strobel.adam10@gmail.com;
Teaneck Creek Conservancy Positi on on Proposed Teterboro Airport Expansion
Teterboro Expansion Lett er (Board Lett er) 06-29-26.docx.pdf
7/2/2026 11:22:10 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the Port Authority. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown senders or unexpected
emails.

Dear Ms. Sheehan,

Please find attached a letter from the Board of Trustees of the
Teaneck Creek Conservancy expressing our concerns regarding the
proposed Teterboro Airport expansion project. We respectfully ask that
you consider our comments as part of the review process, and we
appreciate your time and attention to this important matter.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Roxana Dempsey
Secretary, Board of Trustees
Teaneck Creek Conservancy

20 Puffin Way Teaneck NJ, 07666
T: 201-836-2403 | F: 201-836-1734
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collaborative challenge that requires a professional, thorough, and transparent approach. High 
standards of environmental review are not hurdles to be cleared quickly; they are essential 
safeguards for our shared future. 
 
 We strongly urge the planning committees, aviation authorities, and municipal leaders to halt 
further extension plans until a comprehensive, independent Environmental Impact Study is 
conducted and made fully available to the public. We also welcome the opportunity to meet 
with project representatives to discuss sustainable alternatives that honor both regional needs 
and ecological preservation. 
 
 Thank you for your time, consideration, and shared commitment to the future of our 
environment. 
 
 Sincerely, 
 The Board of Trustees 
Teaneck Creek Conservancy 
 
 
ADAM STROBEL, Board President  GLADYS ROSENSTEIN-MILLER, Vice President 
NEAL ROSENSTEIN, Treasurer   ROXANA DEMPSEY, Secretary 
 

BOARD MEMBERS 
LARRY BAUER  SARAH DAVOL  MICHAEL PAGAN  GARRETT RAY PHIL SELBY 
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Alauna Keeley

From: Stephen Culberson
Sent: Monday, July 13, 2026 1:15 PM
To: Alauna Keeley; Jeffrey Covert
Cc: Allison Ducar
Subject: FW: TEB Facilities Redevelopment Project
Attachments: NJ Alliance comment letter scan.pdf

One more letter. 
 
 
Stephen Culberson | Senior Vice President 

RICONDO 
200 N LASALLE STREET | SUITE 2900 | CHICAGO, IL 60601 | UNITED STATES 
TEL +1 312-606-0611 x136 | DIRECT +1 312-212-8812 | MOBILE +1 312-479-8710 
 
6033 W CENTURY BOULEVARD | SUITE 840 | LOS ANGELES, CA 90045 
TEL +1 312-606-0611 x136 | DIRECT +1 312-212-8812 | MOBILE +1 312-479-8710 
 
This communication may contain privileged and/or confidential information and is intended for the sole use of addressee. If 
you are not the addressee you are hereby notified that any dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited. Please 
promptly notify the sender by reply email and immediately delete this message from your system. Ricondo & Associates, Inc. 
(“Ricondo”) does not accept responsibility for the content of any email transmitted for reasons other than approved business 
purposes. Regarding services for U.S. clients: Ricondo is not registered as a “municipal advisor” under Section 15B of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (“Section 15B”) and Ricondo is not acting as a municipal advisor. This communication and 
any opinions, assumptions, views or information contained herein or in any attachment to this communication are not 
intended to be, and do not constitute, “advice” within the meaning of Section 15B. 
 
 
From: Cohen, Michelle <mtcohen@panynj.gov>  
Sent: Monday, July 13, 2026 12:38 PM 
To: Stephen Culberson <sculberson@ricondo.com>; Allison Ducar <aducar@ricondo.com> 
Cc: Sheehan, Madelyn <madsheehan@panynj.gov> 
Subject: RE: TEB Facilities Redevelopment Project 
 
Good aŌernoon- As an FYI, we received the aƩ ached leƩer as well from NJ Alliance, postage dated July 7th. Thank you. 
 
From: Cohen, Michelle  
Sent: Wednesday, July 1, 2026 9:52 AM 
To: Stephen Culberson <sculberson@ricondo.com>; Allison Ducar <aducar@ricondo.com> 
Subject: FW: TEB Facilities Redevelopment Project 
 
 
 
From: William Healey <whealey@allianceforaction.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, July 1, 2026 9:48 AM 
To: TEBEA <tebea@panynj.gov> 
Subject: TEB Facilities Redevelopment Project 
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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.  
 
 


 


 
 


 







