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General Information and applicability
This Environmental Assessment (EA) is to be used only for federally obligated airports within the

boundaries of the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Memphis (MEM) Airports District Office
(ADO), which includes the states of Kentucky, North Carolina, and Tennessee. Prior to preparing

any NEPA documentation, including this form, contact the MEM-ADO Environmental Protection
Specialist or designated staff responsible for NEPA compliance for the subject airport to determine
the level of documentation needed. Completed documentation without prior FAA concurrence
may result in approval delays or rejection of NEPA documentation.

The EA is intended to be used only when the following conditions are met: (1) the federal action
cannot be categorically excluded (CATEX) because of involvement with extraordinary
circumstances or because the action is not consistent with any CATEX described in FAA Orders
1050.1F or 5050.4B (or subsequent versions) % (2) impacts from the federal action would be
limited to one extraordinary circumstance, (3) the federal action would not create significant
impacts to any environmental category that cannot be mitigated to the point of non-significance,
(4) the action is not considered controversial. Note that in certain cases the FAA may elect to
prepare a full EA even if these conditions appear to be met.

Steps for completing EA
This EA is intended to comply with FAA requirements for satisfying NEPA. The preparer should be
familiar with NEPA and FAA requirements, and policies, including, but not limited to, FAA Order
1050.1F and 5050.4B (or subsequent versions).

The EA is formatted into three sections. Section | covers general information on the proposed
action as well as information and certification from the preparer and airport sponsor. Section Il
addresses the purpose and need statement and alternatives. Section Ill covers affected
environment and environmental consequences. All sections must be addressed for the form to be
considered complete. The level of information needed to address each section is dependent upon
the project and extent of impacts. However, for Section lll, responses should provide enough
information to allow the reviewer(s) to conclude there is no impact or no significant impact
However, for Section Ill, responses should provide enough information to allow the reviewer(s) to
conclude there is no impact or no significant impact. A graphic depiction of the proposed action

I On June 30, 2025, FAA rescinded FAA Order 1050.1F and issued FAA Order 1050.1G, FAA National
Environmental Policy Act Implementing Procedures, to update FAA’s NEPA implementing procedures. See Notice
of Rescission of FAA Order 1050.1F, Availability of FAA Order 1050.1G, Request for Comments, 90 FR 29,615
(July 3, 2025). Because the preparation of this EA was already underway when this revision to FAA Order 1050.1
took place, and because this revision does not change the analysis of environmental effects for this proposed action,
this EA continues to rely on FAA Order 1050.1F.

FAA Order 1050.1F provides for an evaluation of cumulative impacts. The term cumulative effects (impacts) was
defined in CEQ's NEPA-implementing regulations. 40 CFR § 1508(i)(3) (2024). However, on February 25, 2025,
CEQ published an interim final rule to remove these regulations in accordance with Executive Order 14154,
Unleashing American Energy. See 90 Fed. Reg. 10610 (February 25, 2025). The rule became effective on April 11,
2025. Section 102 of NEPA does not require agencies to consider the “cumulative effects" of proposed agency
actions; NEPA instead requires consideration of “reasonably foreseeable” effects, regardless of whether or not
those effects might be characterized as “cumulative.” Based on the plain language of NEPA as well as the U.S.
Supreme Court’s recent decision in Seven Cnty. Infrastructure Coal. v. Eagle Cnty., Colorado, 605 U.S. 168
(2025), the draft EA does not include a discussion of Cumulative Impacts.



must be attached to the form. The use of additional graphics, pictures of the study area, and
appendices is recommended and may be required depending upon the proposed action and
environmental impacts.

As previously mentioned, Section Il addresses the affected environment and environmental
consequences. If the proposed action does not impact a particular resource, provide a brief
explanation for why there is no impact. If the proposed action does impact a resource, describe
the affected environment for the resource before discussing environmental consequences. For all
resources, consider impacts caused by construction and post-construction activities. Also consider
reasonably foreseeable effects.

Factors that should be considered as part of the assessment and internet websites are listed below
each resource section. The factors to be considered and websites provided are not intended to be
a comprehensive list. Additional factors and sources should be reviewed as needed. Consultation
with resource agencies, field analysis, or computer modeling may be required to aid the FAA in
determining the extent of impacts. The preparer should contact the MEM-ADO representative to
determine the level of agency coordination, field analysis, and modeling needed.

Although multiple variations exist for adequately completing the NEPA process, the MEM-ADO
recommends following the generalized steps below for Short-Form EAs:

1. Finalize planning process 8. Obtain concurrence from MEM-ADO to
2. Conduct preliminary environmental initiate public involvement
analysis 9. Make draft EA available to public and
3. Obtain concurrence from MEM-ADO on issue public notice
use of this form 10. Hold public meeting (if required)
4. Conduct agency scoping, field analysis, 11. Revise draft EA as needed
and modeling as needed 12. Submit final draft EA to MEM-ADO
5. Complete draft short form EA 13. Receive FONSI
6. Submit draft EA to MEM-ADO 14. Issue public notice for availability of final
7. Revise draft EA as needed EA and FONSI

Completion of the EA will permit the FAA to issue one of the following determinations: (1) issue a
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), (2) request that a full EA be prepared, (3) request that
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) be prepared.



Section I

1. Airport and Project Information:

Airport Name and Three Letter Identifier:  Fayetteville Regional Airport (FAY)
Airport Address: 400 Airport Road

City: Fayetteville County: Cumberland State: NC

Project Name: Rental Car Facility Relocation

Estimated Start Date: June 2026 Estimated Completion Date: May 2027

2. Preparer Information:

Name: Brianna Barrineau

Title: Aviation Planner

Organization: WK Dickson, An Ardurra Company
Address:1320 Main Street, Suite 400

City: Columbia State: SC

Telephone: 281-253-1304
E-mail:_bbarrineau@ardurra.com

Preparer Certification

| certify that the information | have provided in this document is, to the best of my knowledge, correct.

Signature Date

3. Airport Sponsor Information:

Name: Deontac Watson, A.A.E

Title: Deputy Airport Director

Organization: Fayetteville Regional Airport (FAY), City of Fayetteville, NC
Address: 400 Airport Road, Suite 1

City: Fayetteville State: NC

Telephone: 910-433-1160

E-mail:DeontacWatson@fayettevillenc.gov

Airport Sponsor Certification

| certify that the information | have provided in this document is, to the best of my knowledge, correct. |
also recognize and agree that no construction activity, including but not limited to site preparation,
demolition, or land disturbance, shall proceed until the FAA issues a final environmental decision for the
proposed action described in this document.

Signature Date




Section 11

1. Provide purpose and need statement.

The purpose of this project is to utilize non-aeronautical airport land that is currently undeveloped
to accommodate and relocate a consolidated rental car facility. The proposed facility will provide
a more efficient and updated system for the maintenance and ingress/egress of rental vehicles
from several companies in an efficient consolidated facility. The need for the project is to provide
additional revenue to the airport. The consolidation of the facility diversifies the tenants by
providing a single point for them to perform rental car maintenance. This allows flexibility for the
rental car companies to scale their operations up/down accordingly and fosters competition.
Furthermore, it reduces the airports overhead maintenance costs by creating one shared facility
rather than multiple.

The Proposed Action from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) include:
1. Review and approval of the Airport Layout Plan depicting the rental car facility relocation.

2. Describe the preferred alternative and include all connected actions. Attach a graphic
depiction of the proposed action, including haul routes and staging areas if applicable, to the
back of this form or in an appendix.

The attached graphic (Appendix A) shows the proposed development on a site that was
determined to be suitable based on the size, proximity to terminal parking access, building
height restrictions, land use considerations, highway/road access, utility availability, and
terminal area nexus. As a result, only the No Action and Proposed Project Alternative are being
environmentally assessed in this study. Under the No Action, the proposed development would
not occur, and the Proposed Project site would remain undeveloped.

The Proposed Project includes two roadway connections, one for facility access and fuel tank
offloading and one for quick return access to the terminal parking lot. The proposed facility is
comprised of a car wash and maintenance area with staged parking, fuel and vacuum positions,
security fencing/access gates, and a potential stormwater management area (to be refined
during the design phase) to accommodate the additional impervious surface on the site.

The environmental impacts to this site under the Proposed Action include: the removal of trees
and grading of the site, removal of unused buildings, increased impervious surface, and
potential introduction of an additional stormwater management area. Noise, pollutants, and air
quality are not anticipated to increase as part of this project, as these activities are already
occurring onsite.

The Proposed Action increases operational efficiencies by creating a consolidated facility and
streamlining the ingress/egress of rental cars between the facility and terminal parking lot. The
Proposed Action is uniformly revenue generating for the airport and several rental car tenants.




3. Describe the no action alternative including the environmental, operational, and economic
impacts that would occur if used.

The No Action Alternative would leave the site as-is, which is partially paved with prior
residential access roadways, and partially wooded areas. Unused buildings also stand on the

property, which have been a nuisance to the city caused by transient squatting and other illegal
or unsavory activities.

4. List and describe other reasonable alternatives.

The proposed site was determined to be suitable (see discussion in Section 2), and therefore
only the No Action and Proposed Project Alternative (Alternative 4) are being environmentally
assessed in this study. Other facility configurations and locations were considered but quickly
eliminated for the following reasons: operational efficiency, safety, ability to meet the purpose
and need of the project, investment, and environmental factors. These other alternatives

included: (1) Crossfield New Development, (2) Redevelopment of Current Area, (3) Non-
Consolidated Facility on Proposed Property.

5. Provide rationale for why other reasonable alternatives were removed from consideration.

Other facility configurations and locations included non-consolidated facilities, which are less
efficient, require larger developments, and can create a lack of tenant diversity and/or
hamstring the number of tenants that can operate at the airport. Other consolidated facility
configurations and locations were eliminated from consideration because the fuel tanker and
rental car ingress/egress were less efficient and/or safe and were projected to create extended
operational times for movement of rental cars within tenant operations locations and the ready
return lot. The matrix below provides a summary of the alternatives.




Alternative Alternative Description Meets Site Requirement Needs |Utility Access|Existing Surface Infrastructure| Potential Environmental Impacts Operational Impact Cost Prohibitive Elimination Reasoning
Cost prohibitive due to lack of existin
Additional impervious surface, . P . 8
. infrastructre and ingress/egress
ingress/egress through through surrounding environmentall
1 Crossfield New Development Yes No No environmentally sensitive High Yes g g L y
sensitive areas. Impactto airfield and
stream/wetland areas, tree ) L )
X . rental car operations is high during
clearing, grading. .
and after construction.
Removal & mitigation of Site does not meet development
hazardous waste, reconfiguration requirements, and additional site
2 Redevelopment of Current Rental Car Facility No Yes Yes of roads through environmentally Low No preparation to meet these needs
sensitive stream areas, tree introduces potential environmental
clearing, grading. impacts.
Anon-consolidated facility is less
Minimal. Tree clearing to occur efficient, requires larger development
within USFWS designated window footprint, and creates opportunity for
3 Non-Consolidated Facility on Proposed Property Yes Yes Yes . g . Medium No P . . pp Y .
for Tricolored Bat habitat lack of tenant diversity. This alternative
requirements. does not meet the sponsor goals for
operational efficiency.
Minimal. Tree clearing to occur
Consolidated Facility on Proposed Proper within USFWS designated window
4 vy P perty Yes Yes Yes g Low No Proposed Alternative (not eliminated).

(Proposed Alternative)

for Tricolored Bat habitat
requirements.




Section II1

(A) Air Quality
Factors to consider: (1) Impacts from aircraft, ground vehicle, and equipment emissions (2) Project location
with respect to NAAQS attainment/maintenance/non-attainment areas. (3) Modeling requirements
Note: Impacts should be discussed for any action involving outside construction.
Resources:
Resources:
(1) FAA Order 1050.1F Exhibit 4-1. Significance Determination for FAA
Actions:https://www.faa.gov/documentLibrary/media/Order/FAAOrder10501F.pdf
(2) EPA Greenbook: http://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/

The Proposed Project is a relocation of an existing facility and is intended to replace/maintain
the current levels of surface traffic operations at FAY. As previously noted, the consolidated
facility and streamlined ingress/egress should marginally decrease the emissions per vehicle
during rental car operations. The Air Quality information from the above-described resources is
as follows:

The project area is located in an "in attainment" area for all National Ambient Air Quality emissions.
Following the FAA Air Quality Handbook Figure 4-1: The action is not anticipated to create a reasonably
foreseeable emissions increase. Additionally, this project falls under the list of presumed to conform
actions (Table 4-2, #12 — Commerical Vehicle Staging Areas, and falls within the numeric limits

The following answers are provided in concurrence with the Attainment Area Screening Methodology:

1. The FAA decision will not cause a direct result of an increase of 5,000 aircraft operations per year. The
proposed action accommodates the current aircraft operational level.

2. This commercial and general aviation facility does not have capacity issues in regard to pattern, takeoff,
landing, or taxi times. The proposed action would not increase aircraft delays.

3. The proposed action will not result in an additional 25 million VMT. The proposed action will not
substantially increase vehicle traffic for the facility.

4. The scale of this project and site size are such that the proposed action will not utilize more than 125
construction vehicles/GSE.




(B) Biological Resources
Factors to consider: (1) Impacts to federal and state-listed species (2) Impacts to non-listed species and
migratory birds (3) Impacts to habitat
Note: Impacts should be discussed for any action involving terrain/vegetation disturbance.
Resources:
(1) USFWS IPAC: http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/
(2) NC state list http://www.ncnhp.org/

Staff Field Surveys and an IPaC were completed to identify potential habitat for Federal and
State Listed species on the site of Proposed Action. Currently, the site consists of forest,
previously developed open space, and transitional habitats along maintained roadways and
edges.

Wildlife on the site are likely limited to common species including songbirds, raptors, mammals
(mouse, vole, rabbit, raccoon, etc.), and reptiles (snakes, lizards, etc.). Although the Proposed
Action Site does support wildlife habitat, the species potentially present on the site are mobile
and no long-term impacts are expected from the Proposed Action. The presence of similar
vegetation throughout the region will continue to support migratory bird species.

According to an IPaC Analysis conducted through the USFWS (Appendix B) the following species
were identified and discussed:

¢ American Chaffseed (no habitat is present on this site)

e Atlantic Pigtoe (no habitat is present on this site)

¢ Michaux’s Sumac (suitable habitat does not exist on site)

e Monarch Butterfly (no habitat is present on this site)

e Pondberry (suitable habitat does not exist on this site)

¢ Red-Cockaded Woodpecker (suitable habitat does not exist on this site)

* Rough-Leaved Loosestrife (suitable habitat does not exist on this site)

e Tricolored Bat (conservation should include habitat preservation within the action area)

No reasonably foreseeable effects are anticipated. The project will require tree clearing, which
is potential tricolored bat habitat. Clearing of the site should occur in winter months to avoid
potential disturbance of Tricolored Bat habitat. USFWS did not respond to coordination letters,
but is being contacted again by FAA during the advertisement period.

(C) Climate®

Factors to consider: (1) Impacts from Greenhouse Gases (GHGs) from aircraft, ground vehicles, or other
sources (2) Qualitative analysis should be used unless air quality modeling was used in part of Section III (A)
Air Quality

Resources: (none)

The Proposed Project is a relocation of an existing facility and is intended to replace/maintain
the current levels of surface traffic operations at FAY. (continued on next page)

3 Consistent with FAA Order 1050.1F, the FAA retains climate as an impact category in its analysis, but it does not include an
evaluation of social cost of carbon or a monetization of impacts of greenhouse gas emissions, in accordance with Executive Order
14154, Unleashing American Energy, and Office of Management and Budget guidance (OMB memorandum M-25-27, dated May 5,
2025).



As previously noted, the consolidated facility and streamlined ingress/egress should marginally
decrease the emissions per vehicle during rental car operations. Furthermore, the proposed
action will not utilize construction vehicles/GSE in quantities that will increase GHGs or impact
air quality.

(D) Coastal Resources
Factors to consider: (1) Impacts to Coastal Barrier Resources and Coastal Zone Management (CAMA) (2) Need
for Federal Consistency Review
Note: This section is only applicable to the 20 coastal counties in NC
Resources:
(1) USFWS coastal barrier mapper http://www.fws.gov/cbra/Maps/Mapper.html

The Airport is not located in a coastal zone management area, nor is Cumberland County, North
Carolina, designated as a Coastal Zone Management County.

(E) DOT Section 4(f) and 6(f)

Factors to consider: (1) Impacts to parks, national forest, wildlife refuge, or other recreational areas (2) Impacts
to Section 106 resources (3) Constructive use impacts from noise (4) Impacts to Section 6(f) Lands

Resources: (none)

There are no anticipated impacts to parks, recreational areas, or wildlife refuges, nor any
Section 106 resources or Section 6(f) lands. Given proximity to the terminal area and state
highways, and that this is a relocation of an existing facility, impacts from noise will be
negligible.

(F) Farmland
Factors to consider: (1) Impacts to farmlands considered to be prime, unique, or statewide and locally important
(2) Farmlands include pasturelands, croplands, and forest (even if zoned for development)
Note: In certain cases, airport owned land may be considered farmland.
Resources:
(1) NRCS/USDA AD 1006 Form:
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_ DOCUMENTS/stelprdb1045394.pdf

According to the Web Soil Survey, 100% of the Proposed Action site consists of Lakeland-Urban
land complex soil at 1-8% slopes (LbB). The NRCS lists this soil type as “not prime farmland”.

(G) Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention
Factors to consider: (1) Impacts or removal of hazardous materials/waste from existing sites or facilities (2) Use
of hazardous materials for new construction (3) Impacts to solid waste facilities from construction and post-
construction activities (4) Use of pollution prevention activities, plans, programs, or policies
Resources:

(1) EPA Superfund site search: http://cumulis.epa.gov/supercpad/cursites/srchsites.cfm

(2) EPA hazardous waste cleanup sites: http://www.epa.gov/cleanups/cleanups-my-community

(3) EPA solid waste generation: http://www3.epa.gov/epawaste/conserve/imr/cdm/pubs/cd-meas.pdf




The proposed rental car facility relocation will include above-ground storage tanks with
secondary containment for fuel, which are easier to maintain and repair, if necessary. The
underground storage tanks at the previous site will be removed and/or mitigated following EPA
procedures and guidelines and the airports SPCC plan, which will be updated to reflect their
removal. Design of the new facility will include best management practices (BMPs) for pollutant
containment and disposal to ensure no adverse environmental impacts.

(H) Historical, Architectural, Archeological, and Cultural Resources
Factors to consider: (1) Impacts to above and below ground resources (2) Indirect impacts from light emissions,
vibration, and noise (3) Impacts to viewshed from construction or removal of buildings, trees, and other objects
Note: Obtain FAA concurrence before completing any of the following: (1) Initiating formal Section 106
proceedings (2) Coordinating the APE or determination of effects (3) Consulting with THPOs
Note: “Previously disturbed” terrain does not necessarily exclude the action from Section 106
Resources:

(1) NPS NRHP database: http://www.nps.gov/nr/research/

(2) NC GIS historic sites: http://gis.ncdcr.gov/hpoweb/

Note: These databases do not feature all known or potential sites.

The resource databases do not provide any nearby historic, architectural, archeological, and/or
cultural resources. Coordination with NCSHPO and the Section 106 proceedings will follow this
document at the direction of the NC Division of Aviation (on behalf of the FAA).

(I) Land Use

Factors to consider: (1) Impacts to existing and/or planned land uses or zoning (2) Compatibility with airport
design standards such as RPZs (3) Consistency with local public agencies (4) Creation of wildlife attractants
Resources: (none)

The Proposed Action site is in an area currently zoned for airport non-aeronautical use,
consistent with the proposed project. FAY owns the project site. Adjacent land uses will not be
disrupted by the Proposed Action.

(J) Natural Resources and Energy Supply

Factors to consider: (1) Impacts on fuel, electricity, gas, water, wood, asphalt, aggregate, and other construction
material supplies (2) Impacts from construction as well as post-construction and maintenance activities
Resources: (none)

Construction of the Proposed Action of Proposed Action would require the use of readily
available construction materials. Neither the physical structure nor the construction process
would consume a notable quantity of natural resources that would exceed local supply.

No unusual energy uses would occur on this site. Fuel will be made available through tanker
deliveries to above-ground storage tanks. Water consumption consistent with the regular
maintenance and cleaning of rental vehicles is to be expected. The levels of consumption will
be comparable with the current rental car operation at FAY. It is anticipated that the
construction and implementation of the Proposed Action will not result in demand for natural
resources or energy supply more than the current supply.




(K) Noise and Compatible Land Use
Factors to consider: (1) Impacts to non-compatible land uses and local land use standards (2) Changes in
operational activity, fleet mix, flight tracks, or engine runups (3) Modeling requirements
Note: Effective 5/29/15 all modeling must be completed with AEDT. See FRN:
https://www.federalregister.gov/articles/2015/05/15/2015-11803/noise-fuel-burn-and-emissions-modeling-
using-the-aviation-environmental-design-tool-version-2b
Resources:
(1) FAA 1050.1F Desk Reference noise section:
http://www.faa.gov/airports/environmental/environmental desk ref/media/desk-ref-chap17.pdf
(2) FAA noise/land use compatibility chart: http://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-
1dx?SID=1ae7ac2b63580049ff71cc00aS7ce7fa&kmc=true&node=ap14.3.150 135.a&rgn=div9

The proposed project would not increase operations, change fleet mix, or create new flight
tracks. As a result, the Proposed Action would not result in changes to the noise environment at
FAY and does not require a noise analysis per FAA Order 1050.1F.

(L) Socioeconomics, Children’s Environmental Health and Safety Risks*
Factors to consider: (1) Impacts from property acquisition and/or relocation of displaced persons/businesses (2)
Impacts to population, economic activity, employment, income, public services, transportation networks, and
planned development (3) Impacts to children
Resources:

(1) Census Bureau fact finder: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml

(2) Bureau of Economic Analysis: http://www.bea.gov/

The existing structures on the site are vacant. No homes or businesses would be acquired, and
no homes or businesses would need to be relocated.

(M)Visual Effects (including light emissions)

Factors to consider: (1) Impacts to residential areas, Section 106 resources, Section 4(f) properties, protected
coastal areas and rivers, scenic roads/byways, scenic trails, and sensitive wildlife species (2) Impacts from new
construction or modification (3) Impacts from object removal (e.g. trees, buildings, etc.)

Resources: (none)

There will not be an increase in the net light emissions produced at FAY caused by this project.
However, there will be an increase in light emissions on the Proposed Action site, which is
adjacent to businesses, transportation corridors, and the airport. Nearby businesses may
experience seasonal light impacts from the roadway and the airside at FAY during their
business hours. However, light emissions generally happen outside of business hours and
therefore, would not impact adjacent properties. (continued on next page)

40n Jan. 20, 2025, President Trump issued Executive Order 14148, Initial Rescissions of Harmful Executive Orders and Actions,
rescinding Executive Order 14096, Revitalizing Our Nation's Commitment to Environmental Justice for All (2023). Executive Order
14096 supplemented Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-
Income Populations (1994), establishing a government-wide mandate to advance environmental justice. As a result, FAA no longer
evaluates Environmental Justice (EJ) as a part of its NEPA reviews. Thus, the EA does not include any discussion of EJ, and EJ was
not considered by FAA in its decision-making.



Light emissions during construction of the Proposed Action are not anticipated to cause any
impact to the surrounding areas, as most of the construction would occur during the daytime
hours. Therefore, no light impacts are anticipated because of the proposed project.

(N) Water Resources

Factors to consider: (1) Impacts to floodplains, wetlands, surface waters, groundwater, and wild and scenic
rivers (2) Impacts to jurisdictional and non-jurisdictional wetlands (3) Impacts from increased stormwater
runoff (4) Changes in hydrologic patterns (5) Impacts to ground water recharge capability and drinking water
supplies (6) Impacts from sedimentation, petroleum/chemical/hazmat spills, or other factors causing water
quality degradation (7) Impacts to NRI listed rivers, river segments, or study rivers
Resources:

(1) FEMA Flood Map Service Center: https://msc.fema.gov/portal

(2) USGS National Map: http://viewer.nationalmap.gov/viewer/

(3) USFWS National Wetland Inventory: http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html

Note: The NWI is not considered an official wetland delineation.
(4) NPS National River Inventory: http://www.nps.gov/ncrc/programs/rtca/nri/index.html
(5) National Wild and Scenic River’s website http://www.rivers.gov/map.php

A USACE Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination (JD) is attached (Appendix C) for the Proposed
Action Site and surrounding areas. While the JD outlines the presence of waters and wetlands in
the area, the proposed development concepts used this data to avoid those resources. Figure 6
within the JD illustrates that the approximate stream, wetland, pond, and ephemeral drainage
locations are outside of the Proposed Action Site. Therefore, no impacts to these resources are
anticipated.

A stormwater management area is proposed as part of this project, to solve for potential
stormwater drainage issues related to the increased impervious surface. Details are to be
determined in the design phase. BMPs will be implemented to minimize sedimentation and
maintain water quality during the construction phase.

No FEMA-indicated floodplains, wild and scenic rivers, wetlands, streams, groundwater, or other
water resources will be impacted by the Proposed Action.

(O) Permits and Certifications
List all permits and certifications required to be obtained.

NCDEQ Stormwater Permit

Cumberland County Building Permit

Utilities Permits (water, sewer)

NCDOT Encroachment Permit (if necessary for access road tie-in)
FAA 7460-1 Notification of Potential Hazard to Air Navigation

(P) Mitigation
Describe mitigation required as part of the project. Include mitigation cost and when/where mitigation will
occur. Do not include best management practices (BMPs).

Based on the analysis within this EA, no mitigation is required related to the Proposed Action.







