
1 

 
 
 

 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
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WRITTEN RE-EVALUATION AND RECORD OF DECISION FOR THE  
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JOHN F KENNEDY (JFK) INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT REDEVELOPMENT 
PROGRAM 

AT JFK INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) issued a Final Environmental Assessment (EA) and a 
Finding of No Significant Impact/Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) to the Port Authority of NY and NJ 
(Port Authority) approving the John F. Kennedy International Airport Redevelopment Program (JFK 
Redevelopment Program) on April 21, 2020.  In October 2021, the Port Authority notified the FAA 
that the New Terminal One (NTO) consortium, the proponent of the Terminal 1 (T1) component of the 
JFK Redevelopment Program, would seek to modify certain design and construction schedule aspects 
of the T1 component of the overall JFK Redevelopment Program.  In response, the FAA requested that 
the Port Authority prepare a Technical Report documenting the changes to the design and containing 
an analysis of environmental impacts of those changes.   
 
The Port Authority submitted a Technical Report, which addressed FAA comments and concerns on 
previous iterations on May 31, 2022.  The Technical Report analyzed potential impacts associated with 
proposed design and construction schedule changes, as compared to the potential impacts of the T1 
component of the overall Redevelopment Program analyzed in the April 2020 EA and FONSI/ROD.   
 
This Written Re-evaluation and Record of Decision (WR/ROD) of the April 2020 EA was prepared to 
evaluate the analysis presented in the Technical Report.  This WR/ROD identifies FAA decisions and 
Federal Actions associated with the proposed New T1 design and construction schedule modifications.  It 
also examines consistency with the individual and cumulative impacts discussed in the April 2020 EA 
and FONSI/ROD.  This WR/ROD also determines the on-going validity of the information relative to the 
T1 portions of the overall redevelopment contained in the April 2020 EA and FONSI/ROD.  The April 
2020 EA and FONSI/ROD are incorporated by reference. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The FAA issued a FONSI/ROD on April 21, 2020 for the JFK Redevelopment Program.  This approved 
three components consisting of 18 distinct projects within the overall Program. One component is the 
South Terminal Development, which includes the demolition of the existing Terminal 1, Terminal 2 and 
the Green Garage, the construction of a new Terminal 1, the realignment of taxiway exits to align with 
the proposed new terminal pier and associated taxilanes, and reconfiguration of the hydrant system to 
serve aircraft at the new terminal gates.  The April 2020 EA states that the new T1 building would 
include 2.9 million square feet of total floor area, 23 international gates and eight aircraft hardstand 
parking positions.  Copies of both the April 2020 EA and FONSI/ROD are available on the Port Authority 
website at http://www.panyni.gov/about/studies-reports.html. 
 
Following the issuance of the FONSI/ROD, New Terminal One (the design/build/finance consortium chosen 
by the Port Authority (NTO) informed the Port Authority it was proposing design and schedule changes to 
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the New T1 project that are different than those described in the EA.  NTO also indicated to the Port 
Authority that they would modify the construction schedule that was contained in the EA.  The Port 
Authority submitted a final Technical Report for the John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) 
Redevelopment Program Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact / Record of 
Decision (April 2020) - Proposed Terminal 1 Design and Schedule Modifications on May 31, 2022.  The 
Technical Report analyzes and compares potential impacts associated with the proposed changes to the 
New T1 project as compared to the potential impacts of the project approved in the April 2020 
FONSI/ROD.  A copy of the May 31, 2022 Technical Report can be found in Appendix A of this WR/ROD. 
 
FAA WRITTEN RE-EVALUATIONS 
 
To ensure compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), where there are proposed 
changes to approved projects, the FAA evaluates the potential change in environmental impacts to 
determine if a supplemental Environmental Assessment is required.  This WR/ROD is based on guidance 
provided through FAA Environmental Orders 1050.1F and 5050.4B.  Both Orders reference re-evaluating 
NEPA documents when there are new circumstances or information relevant to environmental concerns 
that come to light after the FAA has issued an EA or environmental impact statement (EIS). 
 
FAA Orders 1050.1F and 5050.4B provide guidance about the circumstances when it is necessary to 
supplement an EA. Paragraph 9-2 of FAA Order 1050.IF states when there are changes in the proposed 
action or new information relevant to environmental concerns, the FAA        may prepare a written re-
evaluation that will either conclude the contents of previously prepared environmental documents 
remain valid, or that significant changes prompt preparation of a Supplemental or new EA. 
 
Paragraph 9-2(c) of FAA Order 1050.IF states "A new or supplemental EA or EIS need not be  prepared 
if a written re-evaluation indicates that: 
 

(1) The proposed action conforms to plans or projects for which a prior EA and FONSI 
 have been issued or a prior EIS has been filed and there are no substantial changes in the 
 action that are relevant to environmental concerns; 

 
(2) Data and analyses contained in the previous EA and FONSI or EIS are still 

 substantially valid and there are no significant new circumstances or information relevant to 
 environmental concerns and bearing on the proposed action or its impacts; and  

 
(3) Pertinent conditions and requirements of the prior approval have been, or will be, met in the 

 current action.” 
 

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED CHANGES TO THE NEW T1 PROJECT 
  

 New T1 Terminal Area- The proposed changes to the New T1 design include a 440,000 square foot 
reduction of the building square footage resulting from the relocation of certain back-of-house areas 
moved to the roof and the elimination of the construction of a new AirTrain Station within the 
terminal building.  The existing AirTrain station for Terminal 1 will remain, and the AirTrain station 
for the existing Terminal 2 will be demolished.  Terminal 2 will also be demolished as described in 
the Final EA.  
 

 The New T1 will have 23 gates, as proposed in the 2020 EA, however the modifications include 
reconfiguring the contact gate composition such that there are two Group VI, 20 Group V, and one 
Group III gate.  
 

 New T1 Airfield - The proposed changes to the New T1 ramp, as presented in the 2020 EA, entail 
the elimination of one hardstand position, which will result in a total of seven hardstand positions to 
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be constructed as part of the project.  Additionally, the reconfiguration of a taxilane will no longer 
require the realignment of existing Taxiway KG and the associated throat connecting New T1 to 
Taxiway A.   

 
 Construction Schedule - In the 2020 EA, the New T1 construction duration was assumed to take 

approximately 5 years.  The schedule assumed simultaneous construction of the Headhouse, East 
Concourse, and a portion of the West Concourse.  However, the schedule has been adjusted for a 
phased approach over a 7-year period.  Phase A will commence in 2022 and includes the 
construction of the Headhouse, East Concourse, and demolition of the existing Terminal 2 and the 
Green Garage. Phase B1 will commence in 2026 with the demolition of the existing Terminal 1 and 
partial construction of the West Concourse of the New T1.  Phase B2 would commence in 2028 and 
include the expansion of the West Concourse. 
 

Additional information can be found in the Technical Report for the John F. Kennedy International Airport 
(JFK) Redevelopment Program Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant Impact / Record of 
Decision (April 2020) - Proposed Terminal 1 Design and Schedule Modifications – Appendix A of this WR/ 
ROD.  
 
PROPOSED AGENCY ACTIONS 
 
The FAA actions involved in the implementation of the Proposed New T1 Design and Schedule 
Modifications as a component of the JFK Redevelopment Program include the following: 
 

1. Unconditional Approval of a revised JFK Airport Layout Plan (ALP), pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
§40103(b) and §47107(a)(16) to include revised New T1 project modifications as described in 
the Technical Report; and determination and approval of the effects of this project upon the safe 
and efficient utilization of navigable airspace pursuant to 14 CFR Parts 77 and 157 and 49 
U.S.C. §44718; 

 
2. Determination under 49 U.S.C. §40101(d)(l) and §47105(b)(3) as to whether the Proposed 

Design Changes meet applicable design and engineering standards set forth in FAA Advisory 
Circulars; 

 
3. Environmental determinations concerning potential funding through the Federal grant-in- aid 

program authorized by the Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, as amended 
(recodified at 49 U.S.C. §47107) and/or approval of an application to use Passenger Facility 
Charges (PFCs) under 49 U.S.C. §40117 (neither the April 2020 FONSI/ROD nor this 
WR/ROD determines eligibility or availability of potential funds); 

 
4. Determination under 49 U.S.C. §44502 (b) concerning the acquisition, establishment, 

improvement, operations and maintenance of air navigation facilities and that the subject airport 
development is reasonably necessary for use in air commerce or in the interests of national 
defense; 

 
5. Continued close coordination with the Port Authority and appropriate FAA program offices, as 

required, to maintain safe, efficient use of and preservation of the navigable airspace during all 
aspects of project construction and demolition, in accordance with 14 CFR Part 77; and 

 
6. Approval of appropriate amendments to the JFK Airport Certification Manual (ACM), as required, 

pursuant to 49 U.S.C. §44706. 
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SUMMARY OF CHANGES TO ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND MITIGATION 
 
This section describes the affected environment and anticipated impacts associated with the JFK New 
T1 Design and Schedule Modifications Project. 
 
Affected Environment 
The April 2020 EA described the existing environment and conditions. The environmental setting for 
the site of the original and new T1 project has not changed since the April 2020 EA. 
 
Environmental Consequences of the Proposed New Projects 
The potential environmental impacts associated with the JFK New T1 Design and Schedule Modifications 
Project are presented in Section 7 of the attached Technical Report.  Environmental impacts associated 
with the JFK New T1 Design and Schedule Modifications Project are similar in nature and lesser in scale 
than the environmental impacts analyzed in the April 2020 EA and FONSI/ROD.  The analysis included in 
the attached Technical Report concluded that the finding of no significant impact on local or regional air 
quality, as described in the 2020 EA, remains valid.  Notably, the proposed changes will not impact aircraft 
operations when compared to the No Action Alternative, as the existing airport is capable of accommodating 
the operational forecast.  Rather, the FAA recognizes the Port Authority is seeking to improve the level of 
service at JFK for passengers.  See Section 7 of the attached Technical Report which describes the 
reevaluation of all environmental impacts and demonstrates the changes will either not impact or modestly 
reduce the environmental impacts of the project, and which supports the FAA’s determination that the data, 
analyses, and findings in the original EA are still substantially valid.  
 
REQUIRED MITIGATION MEASURES 
 
1. Environmental  
 

a. As discussed above, the JFK New T1 Design and Schedule Modifications Project will have 
similar environmental impacts to those described for the April 2020 EA and FONSI/ROD. 
As such, no new environmental mitigation measures are proposed specific to the design and 
schedule changes considered in this WR/ROD.  
 

b. The mitigation measures identified in the April 2020 EA and FONSI/ROD are unchanged and 
apply to the New T1 Design and Schedule Modifications. 

 
2. Terminal Design and Line of Sight (LOS) from the existing Air Traffic Control Tower to the aeronautical 
movement area 
 

a. The Technical Report states the Port Authority’s commitment to comply with the terms of the 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) on LOS issues executed on March 9, 2022, ensuring all 
development associated with New T1 for all phases (A, B1, and B2) shall be consistent with the 
terms and conditions of the MOU.  The MOU is incorporated by reference.  Construction of 
individual phases cannot and will not commence until an evaluation of LOS for the final design of 
these individual project phases is completed by Air Traffic Control staff and determined to be 
acceptable.  Appendix A of the Technical Report contains an evaluation of LOS for Phases A and 
B1. 
 

b. In order to adhere to the construction schedule presented in the Technical Report showing 
commencement of construction of Phase B2 by 2028, a revised design addressing the LOS 
obstructions associated with Phase B2, as documented in Appendix B of the Technical Report, shall 
be submitted by January 1, 2024.  Should this not be possible or the construction schedule changes, 
an alternate date may be requested.  This date will be subject to mutual agreement between the Port 
Authority and FAA.  This date is intended to provide sufficient lead-time for thorough iterative 
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review, vetting, and concurrence by FAA Air Traffic Organization that any LOS impacts have been 
satisfactorily resolved in accordance with Mitigation Condition #6 of the 2020 FONSI/ROD and the 
subsequently executed MOU.  

 
CONCLUSION 
 
In response to the PA request, the FAA reviewed and analyzed the May 31, 2022 Technical Report for the 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) Redevelopment Program Environmental Assessment and 
Finding of No Significant Impact / Record of Decision (April 2020) - Proposed Terminal 1 Design and 
Schedule Modifications, which analyzed and compared potential impacts associated with the New T1 
Project as compared to the potential impacts of the New T1 component of the JFK Redevelopment Program  
approved in the April 2020 EA and FONSI/ROD. Subsequent to this review and analysis, the FAA 
prepared this WR/ROD. 
 
Based on FAA Order 1050.l F, paragraph 9-2(c), the FAA concludes that a new or supplemental EA 
need not be prepared; this WR/ROD and attached Technical Report indicate that: 
 
 (l) The proposed action conforms to plans or projects for which a prior EA and FONSI 
 have been issued and there are no substantial changes in the action that are relevant to 
 environmental concerns; 
 

(2) Data and analyses contained in the previous EA and FONSI are still substantially     valid and 
there are no significant new circumstances or information relevant to environmental concerns 
and bearing on the proposed action or its impacts; and 

 
 (3) Pertinent conditions and requirements of the prior approval have been, or will be, met in the 
 current action. 
 
Based on FAA Order 5050.4B, paragraph 1402 b., FAA concludes that a supplement to the EA for this 
project is not required because the airport sponsor did not make substantial changes to the  proposed 
action that could affect the action's environmental effects and there are no significant new changes, 
circumstances or information relevant to the proposed action, its affected environment, or its 
environmental impacts. 
 
Therefore, as discussed above and in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F, Policies and Procedures for 
Assessing Environmental Impacts, and FAA Order 5050.4B, NEPA Implementing Instructions for Airport 
Actions, preparation of a new or Supplemental EA is not required. 
 
FEDERAL AGENCY FINDINGS 
 
The April 2020 EA and FONSI/ROD contained seven Federal Findings pertaining to the JFK 
Redevelopment Program that was approved. Those findings were: 
 

1. The proposed action is reasonably consistent with existing plans of public agencies for 
development of areas surrounding the airport (49 U.S.C. § 47106(a)(1)).  The FAA is 
satisfied that the Proposed Action is consistent with plans (existing at the time the Proposed 
Action is approved) of public agencies for development of areas surrounding the airport based 
on coordination efforts with pertinent public agencies.  

 
2. The interest of the communities in or near where the Proposed Action may be located 

were given fair consideration. (49 U.S.C.  § 47106(b)(2)).  The FAA is satisfied that the 
interests of the communities in or near where the Proposed Action will be located were given 
fair consideration as demonstrated by the Final EA, Appendix J, which includes responses to 
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public comments.  
 

3. The FAA has given this Proposed Action the independent and objective evaluation 
required by the Council on Environmental Quality (40 C.F.R. § 1506.5).  The FAA's review 
and ultimate decision process included the FAA's rigorous exploration and objective evaluation 
of reasonable alternatives and probable environmental consequences, regulatory agency and 
Native American consultations, as required, and public involvement. FAA furnished guidance 
and participated in the preparation of the Final EA by providing input, advice and expertise 
throughout the planning and technical analyses, along with administrative direction and legal 
review. FAA has independently evaluated the Final EA and takes responsibility for its scope 
and content. 

 
4. The Proposed Action will conform to the State Implementation Plan (SIP) in accordance 

with Section 176 of the Clean Air Act (CAA) and its amendments (42 U.S.C. §§ 7506(c)). 
JFK is located in Queens County, which is currently designated as being a serious non-
attainment area for 8-hour ozone, maintenance area for PM2.5 and a CO maintenance area. The 
Proposed Action conforms to the New York SIP and complies with CAA § 176(c)(1). The 
Proposed Action would not: cause or contribute to any new violation of any standard in any 
area; increase the frequency or severity of any existing violation of any standard in any area; or 
delay timely attainment of any standard or any required interim emission reductions or other 
milestones in any area. Specifically, the Proposed Action's total construction emissions, based 
on specific emissions calculations, are below the de minimis thresholds established by the 
General Conformity Rule (40 C.F.R. Parts 51 and 93) and therefore, would conform to the SIP. 
According to FAA Order 1050.1F and the Desk Reference for Airports Actions, no mitigation is 
necessary and further analysis is not required to comply with the CAA or NEPA. In summary, 
although the Proposed Action is taking place in a non-attainment area, the FAA determined that 
project emissions would be below de minimis thresholds under General Conformity 
requirements. Therefore, a Conformity Determination is unnecessary and significant adverse 
impacts to air quality would be unlikely. The requirements of the General Conformity Rule 
have been met as discussed in Sections 4.2.2 and 5.2 and Appendix B of the Final EA. 

 
5. There are no disproportionately high and adverse environmental effects on minority/or 

low-income populations that would result from the Proposed Action. (Executive Order 
12989) (U.S. DOT Order 5610.2(a)).  Environmental Justice concerns are addressed in detail 
in Section 5.15 of the Final EA. The minority and low-income populations immediately 
adjacent to JFK that would experience temporary, non-significant increases in noise resulting 
from the Proposed Action are similar in composition to the population of the larger 
communities in close proximity to the airport. Furthermore, no significant impacts are 
associated with the Proposed Action. In accordance with FAA guidance provided in FAA Order 
5050.4B and FAA Order 1050.1F, and the "Environmental Desk Reference for Airport 
Actions," implementation of the Proposed Action would not result in long-term effects to any 
low income or minority population greater than the general community would experience. 
Additionally, there are no impact categories that experience a significant impact as a result of 
the Proposed Action. In the long-term, intersection improvements are expected to reduce 
congestion and result in a beneficial impact to surrounding communities. Therefore, there would 
be no minority or low-income group that would bear a disproportionately high and adverse 
burden of the effects of the Proposed Action. 

 
6. Executive Order 11988, which directs federal agencies to reduce the risk of flood loss, 

minimize the impacts of floods on human safety, health and welfare, and restore and 
preserve the natural and beneficial value served by floodplains, has been followed and as 
required, complied with appropriately.  The Final EA contains analyses that address whether 
the Proposed Action would be a significant floodplain encroachment, as defined in FAA Order 
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1050.1F and Executive Order (EO) 11988.  The FAA is satisfied that the Proposed Action 
would not be a significant encroachment on floodplains and that implementation of the 
Proposed Action would comply with all the requirements of EO 11988. There is no feasible and 
prudent alternative that avoids the floodplain. A "significant encroachment" on the floodplain 
would not occur because: the probability of loss of human life is low; the Proposed Action 
would be designed to minimize future extensive damage or costs; and there would be no notable 
adverse impacts on the floodplain's natural and beneficial features. The appropriate and 
currently valid FIRMs were consulted and are included in the EA.  
 

7. The Proposed Action is consistent with the New York State Coastal Zone Management 
Program in accordance with the CZMA, as amended (16 U.S.C §§ 1451-1464). JFK is 
located within a designated New York State Coastal Zone Management Area. As indicated 
in Appendix C of the final EA, the NYSDOS, on January 28, 2020, determined that the 
Proposed Action meets their consistency concurrence criteria for determining whether the 
projects proposed are consistent with the approved coastal zone management plan. There would 
be no significant adverse impacts to the NYSDOS Coastal Zone Management Area as result of 
the Proposed Action. 

 
As this WR/ ROD for the Proposed New Terminal 1 Design and Schedule Modifications project 
demonstrates, there are no substantial changes relevant to environmental concerns to the project that 
was the subject of the April 2020 EA. Additionally, the Proposed New Terminal 1 Design and Schedule 
Modifications project does not result in any significant new circumstances or information relevant to 
environmental concerns. Therefore, the seven Federal Agency Findings of the April 2020 FONSI/ROD 
remain valid, and no changes to any of the Findings are required. 
 
DECISION AND ORDER 
 
This WR/ROD was prepared pursuant to FAA Orders 1050.l F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and 
Procedures, and 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions, 
Paragraph 1401. This WR/ROD along with the FAA's April 2020 FONSI/ROD constitute the FAA's 
decisions with regard to the JFK Redevelopment Program, including the Proposed Terminal 1 Design and 
Schedule Modifications project. The FAA has independently evaluated the information contained in the 
April 2020 EA and the May 31, 2022 Technical Report and takes full responsibility for the scope and 
content that addresses the FAA actions. 
 
I have carefully and thoroughly considered the facts contained in the April 2020 EA and FONSI/ROD, 
the May 31, 2022 Technical Report, and this Written Re-evaluation of the April 2020 EA and FONSI/ROD. 
Based on that information, I find the proposed Federal Actions are consistent with existing national 
environmental policies and objectives of Section 101(a) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (NEPA).  I also find the proposed Federal Actions with the required mitigation as presented in the 
April 2020 EA and FONSI/ROD and the May 2022 Technical Report will not significantly affect the 
quality of the human environment or include any condition requiring any consultation pursuant to 
Section 102(2)(C) of NEPA. 
 
Accordingly, pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator of the FAA, I find that the 
proposed changes summarized in this WR/ROD are reasonably supported and approved.  I hereby direct 
that action be taken together with the necessary related and collateral actions, to carry out the agency 
actions noted above.  Specifically: 
 

1. Unconditional approval of a revised JFK Airport Layout Plan (ALP), pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
§40103(b) and §47107(a)(16) to include revised T1 project modifications as described in the 
Technical Report; and determination and approval of the effects of this project upon the safe and 
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efficient utilization of navigable airspace pursuant to 14 CFR Parts 77 and 157 and 49 U.S.C. 
§44718; 

 
2. Determination under 49 U.S.C. §40101(d)(l) and §47105(b)(3) as to whether the Proposed 

Design Changes meet applicable design and engineering standards set forth in FAA Advisory 
Circulars;   

 
3. Environmental determinations concerning potential funding through the Federal grant-in- aid 

program authorized by the Airport and Airway Improvement Act of 1982, as amended 
(recodified at 49 U.S.C. §47107) and/or approval of an application to use Passenger Facility 
Charges (PFCs) under 49 U.S.C. §40117 (neither the April 2020 FONSI/ROD nor this 
WR/ROD determines eligibility or availability of potential funds); 

 
4. Determination under 49 U.S.C. §44502 (b) concerning the acquisition, establishment, 

improvement, operations and maintenance of air navigation facilities and that the subject airport 
development is reasonably necessary for use in air commerce or in the interests of national 
defense; 

 
5. Continued close coordination with the Port Authority and appropriate FAA program offices, as 

required including throughout the applicable mitigation measures detailed above, to maintain 
safe, efficient use of and preservation of the navigable airspace during all aspects of project 
construction and demolition, in accordance with 14 CFR Part  77; and 

 
6. Approval of appropriate amendments to the JKF Airport Certification Manual (ACM), as required, 

pursuant to 49 U.S.C. §44706. 
 
 
 
 
 
APPROVED: ______________________________________              ______________ 
Airports Division Director       Date  
Federal Aviation Administration  
Eastern Region  
 
 
 
DISAPPROVED: __________________________________                    ______________ 
Airports Division Director       Date  
Federal Aviation Administration  
Eastern Region  
              
 
 
Right of Appeal  
This Written Re-evaluation/Record of Decision (WR/ROD) presents the Federal Aviation Administration's findings and 
final decision and approvals for the actions identified, including those taken under the provisions of Title 49 of the 
United States Code, Subtitle VII, Parts A and B.  
 
Any party having a substantial interest may appeal this order to the United States Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia Circuit or in the court of appeals of the United States for the circuit in which the person resides or has its 
principal place of business, upon petition filed within 60 days after entry of this order in accordance with 49 U.S.C. 
§46110.  
 

DAVID A FISH Digitally signed by DAVID A FISH 
Date: 2022.06.01 14:59:15 -04'00'
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Any party seeking to stay the implementation of this ROD must file an application with the FAA prior to seeking 
judicial relief, as provided in rule l8(a) of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. 
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NTO PROPOSED SITE PLAN | PHASE A+ B
• 23 ACTIVE CONTACT GATES

• 7 HARDSTANDS

• ADG GROUP V TYPICAL GATE 
AIRCRAFT SIZE

• A380/MARS POSITIONS LOCATED AT 
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PROPOSED BUILDING

TOP OF PIER ROOF:  76.50'

APRON LEVEL: 14.00'

BUILDING HEIGHT: 62.50'
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PHASE A SECTION DIAGRAM

EL. 56.55
LOW POINT 
OF ROOF

SLOPE FROM ATCT 
EYE LEVEL TO INNER 
EDGE OF TAXIWAY A

EL. 76.50 EL. 50.50
TOP OF FIXED LINK 
FOR GATE 5 AND 6
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A

EL. 10.89' (NAVD 88)
EQUIVALENT TO 12.00' MSL

POINT WHERE LINE OF SIGHT INTERSECTS 
INNER EDGE OF TAXIWAY A
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LINE OF SIGHT ANALYSIS | HEIGHT LIMITS | EAST PIER

EYE LEVEL : 307.43' NAVD 88 (308.56' MSL)

TAXIWAY A INNER EDGE : 10.89' 
NAVD 88 (12.00' MSL)
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PROPOSED BUILDING (NAVD 88)
TOP OF PIER ROOF:  76.50'
APRON LEVEL: 14.00'
BUILDING HEIGHT: 62.50'

PROPOSED BUILDING (NAVD 88)
LOW OF PIER ROOF:  56.50'
APRON LEVEL: 14.00'
BUILDING HEIGHT: 42.50'

PROPOSED BUILDING (NAVD 88)
TOP OF FIXED BRIDGE ROOF:  50.50'
APRON LEVEL:   14.00'
BUILDING HEIGHT:   36.50'



LINE OF SIGHT ANALYSIS | VIEW FROM ATCT | EAST PIER
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PERSPECTIVE VIEW | EAST CONCOURSE FROM TAXIWAY A
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PERSPECTIVE VIEW | EAST CONCOURSE FROM TAXIWAY A
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B777-9X: W=37.33', F=28.83', T=64.75' H=27.83'
(Source: ACAP 777X (777-9) D6-86073 REVB, October 2020)

1. All elevations are in feet NAVD88.
2. Control tower eye level = 307.443' (NAVD88), Northing = 173433.5170, Easting = 1044944.8125
3. Assuming Apron elevation is 11.0'.
4. Taxiway A and adjacent pavement is 11.0'.
5. All shadows are conceptual and based on best known existing and proposed conditions at the time of
         this study. Actual shadows may vary.

6.      Aircraft wing shadows are based on highest point of the wing.
7.      Critical Aircraft Heights (AGL)

      W=Wingtip, F=Fuselage, T=Tail, H=Horizontal Stabilizer
         A359: W=31.57', F=28.80', T=57.31', H=26.13'
         (Source: ACAP A350-900/1000, Rev 01, Jul 2021)

NOTES:

LINE OF SIGHT ANALYSIS | AIRCRAFT SHADOW
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CONTROL 
POINT

NAVD 88
ELEVATION

0 10.89'

1 20.89'

2 30.89'

3 40.89'

4 50.89'

5 60.89'

6 70.89'

7 80.89'

BUILDING FLOOR ELEVATION

BHS TUNNEL 2.33'

OPERATIONS 11.33'

APRON 14.00'

ARRIVALS 14.50'

CONCOURSE 34.50'

STERILE CORRIDOR 54.50'

DEPARTURES 57.00'

TOP OF PIER ROOF 76.50'

LINE OF SIGHT ANALYSIS | WEST PIER UNDER REVIEW
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PHASE B SECTION DIAGRAM

EL. 89.55 EL. 76.50 C
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SLOPE FROM ATCT 
EYE LEVEL TO INNER 
EDGE OF TAXIWAY A
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PERSPECTIVE VIEW | WEST CONCOURSE FROM TAXIWAY A
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