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CHAPTER SIX 
Environmental Review and Analysis  
CHAPTER OVERVIEW 

The airport environmental review and analysis developed in this chapter outlines several 
environmental components and several different types of studies performed. As part of the 
Airport Master Plan we are to review current and future environmental impacts to the airport 
and surround areas for the next 20-years. These basic reviews include land uses around the 
airport, a two-day wildlife site visit to visual view types of wildlife attracts that are currently on 
or surround the airport within 2, 5 and 10-mile radius, another impacts that could pose an issue 
as we start laying out the Airport Layout Plan, 20-year Airport development.  

However, due to concerns by the Sponsors, they requested several additional environmental 
studies which included a FL Scrub-Jay site assessment, general environmental assessment, 
wetland delineations with recommendations, Habitat Conversation Plan (HCP) review, 
coordinate with the County and US Fish and Wildlife Services and update if needed. These 
studies will be outlined later in this chapter.  

ENVIRONMENTAL ACTION PLAN 

Existing conditions at X26 were determined using available literature and maps in addition to 
aerial photographs.  FAA Order 1050.1E, Environmental Impacts and Procedures, provides 
guidelines in determining if an Airport project or action will require a categorical exclusion (CE), 
environmental assessment (EA) or environmental impact statement (EIS) documentation. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION AND GUIDANCE 

As airport improvements from the master plan are initiated, the FAA’s Airports District Office 
(ADO) Environmental Program Manager will determine the required level of documentation for 
each project. Figures 6-1 through 6-3 provide flowcharts related to typical environmental 
documentation requirements: Categorical Exclusion; Environmental Assessment and 
Environmental Impact Statement. 
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Figure 6-1 

Typical Categorical Exclusion Process 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Source: FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, Appendix D, 7/16/2015 
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“The CATEXs are organized by the following functions:  
• Administrative/General: Actions that are administrative or general in nature;  

• Certification: Actions concerning issuance of certificates or compliance with 
certification programs;  

• Equipment and Instrumentation: Actions involving installation, repair, or upgrade of 
equipment or instruments necessary for operations and safety;  

• Facility Siting, Construction, and Maintenance: Actions involving acquisition, repair, 
replacement, maintenance, or upgrading of grounds, infrastructure, buildings, 
structures, or facilities that generally are minor in nature;  

• Procedural: Actions involving establishment, modification, or application of airspace 
and air traffic procedures; and  

Regulatory: Actions involving establishment of, compliance with, or exemptions to, regulatory 
programs or requirements.”1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

                                                      
1 FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, Chapter 4, pg. 5-4, July 
16, 2015. 
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Figure 6-2 

Typical Environmental Assessment Process 

 

Source: FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, Appendix D, 
7/16/2015 
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Figure 6-3 

Typical Environmental Impact Statement Process 22 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source: FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, Appendix D, 7/16/2015 
 
 
 
 
 
____________________________________ 
22 In November 2014, DOT released guidance on implementing Section 1319 of the Moving Ahead for Progress in 
the 21st Century Act (MAP-21), 42 U.S.C. § 4332a, which alters the EIS process for DOT actions. Section 1319(a) 
relates to errata sheets and reflects the CEQ regulations (see 40 CFR § 1503.4(c) and Paragraph 7-1.2(f) of this 
Order). Section 1319(b) requires DOT, to the maximum extent practicable, to expeditiously develop a single 
document that consists of a final EIS and a ROD, unless certain conditions exist. The DOT guidance is available at 
http://www.dot.gov/sites/dot.gov/files/docs/MAP-21_1319_Final_Guidance.pdf. AEE is preparing additional, 
FAA-specific guidance on implementing Section 1319 of MAP-21. LOBs/SOs are encouraged to work with AGC-
600 and AEE-400 to ensure compliance with Section 1319(b). 

http://www.dot.gov/sites/dot.gov/files/docs/MAP-21_1319_Final_Guidance.pdf
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Construction projects were identified as either having a low potential for natural resource 
environmental impacts or moderate to high potential for environmental impacts.   FAA Order 
1050.1E, Chapter 3, Section 310, Categorical Exclusions for Facility Siting, Construction and 
Maintenance, provides a list of categorical exclusions for FAA actions which are considered 
“generally minor in nature”.  However, “An action on the categorically excluded list is not 
automatically exempted from environmental review under NEPA.  The responsible FAA official 
must also review paragraph 304, Extraordinary Circumstances, before finalizing a decision to 
categorically exclude a proposed action”.2 Moderate to high potential for environmental impact 
may require either an Environmental Assessment (EA) or Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
since they may cause a change in airport operations and/or land use, such as increased use by 
heavy corporate jets, or are proposed in areas that may contain streams or forested uplands or 
are located in undeveloped uplands that do not have existing structures, access roads or 
buildings.   

Anticipated permitting requirements are based upon current federal, state, and local 
environmental regulations.  Anticipated environmental permitting associated with planned 
development at the airport may include:   

Further an environmental survey is recommended for all construction, drainage and lighting 
projects to identify and delineate wetlands, swales, surface waters, wildlife habitats, as well as 

                                                      
2 FAA 1050.1F Desk Reference and FAA Order 1050.1F, July 2015 

TABLE 6-1 
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION 

Type of Impact Permits Typically Required 

Wetland, Swales and additional stormwater 
treatment 

US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 
Section 404 

Surface Water Impact USACE Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit 

One acre or more of land impacts National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System (NPDES) Permit 

Stormwater Management Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan 
Permit and Stormwater Construction 

Permit 
Endangered Species US Endangered Species Act Permit 

Source: TKDA 2017 
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potential native vegetation impacts.  Further, staging areas for the stockpiling of construction 
debris and materials should be selected in order to avoid impacts to these areas.  If impacts to 
one or more of these areas are unavoidable then permitting, relocation and/or mitigation will 
be required.  

An NPDES construction permit is required if the disturbance of greater than one acre of soil is 
proposed.  If the area of land disturbance, including project staging area, is less than five acres, 
the NPDES permit would be for a small construction activity.  If the area of land disturbance is 
greater than five acres, an NPDES permit for a large construction activity would be required.   

If asbestos removal thresholds would be exceeded (removal of 260 linear feet or more of 
regulated asbestos containing materials (RACM) on pipe, removal of 160 square feet or more of 
RACM, removal of 35 cubic feet or more of RACM, proper notification should be provided to 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) prior to removal of RACM. 

Lastly, any anticipated development (e.g. runway strengthening or extension) which may 
initiate changes to an airport’s operations and fleet mix, would likely trigger a FAR Part 150 
Noise Study and Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impacts Statement depending upon 
the level of impacts.  Such a determination would be made by the Federal Aviation 
Administration – Airport District’s Office based upon established FAA Orders, current 
guidelines, and potential local impacts.  Additional environmental documentation required in 
conjunction with proposed development includes a Wetland and Protected Species 
Enhancement Plan, a Stormwater Pollution and Prevention Plan as well as maintaining and 
periodically updating the Airport Master Stormwater Drainage Plan.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Sebastian Municipal Airport 
Master Plan Update 
 
 
 

 
 

Chapter 6: Environmental Review and Analysis  6-8 
Final – October 2018  TKDA Aviation 

 

Wildlife Hazard Site Visit 

Because airports typically consist of large areas of open space and may be surrounded by 
undeveloped properties or property used for grazing or other agricultural uses, they are wildlife 
attractants.  Birds, mammals and reptiles may be a hazard to air navigation when they 
congregate near the airport operating area (i.e. runways, taxiways, etc.) as well as within the 
runway approach and departure paths.  Since wildlife on and adjacent to an airport can 
negatively impact aircraft operations, an initial two-day wildlife site visit was included as part of 
this master plan update as recommended under FAA Grant Assurance 19.   

The two-day wildlife site visit was performed by Mr. Gary Exner who is a FAA qualified wildlife 
biologist and Danielle Gernert (FAA wildlife biologist in training).  Mr. Exner and Ms. Gernert 
conducted daytime wildlife surveys in the morning and evening hours of February 8th - February 
10th.  The report of their findings based upon existing habitat conditions, observations of 
current wildlife migration, movement and other knowledge in addition to their interviews with 
airport staff is provided in of this report.   

Although there are only two reported wildlife strikes documented in the FAA Wildlife Strike 
Databased at X26, there have been unreported bird strikes.  According to users and airport 
staff, bird strikes do occur but have not caused any damage to aircraft.   

In addition, Mr. Exner and Ms. Gernert saw many types of bird species, including raptors. In 
addition, we noticed mammal activity on the airport including small mammals, such as moles, 
mice, ground squirrels, and rabbits.  Although these small mammals do not normally pose a 
direct hazard to aeronautical activity, their presence may be likely to attract large predatory 
species of birds and mammals, which can cause damage to aircraft, passenger injury and 
possible death.   Further, since X26 is surrounded by residential and conservation land, the 
study assumed that other meso-mammals and large mammals such as hogs, coyotes and 
bobcats may be found within the vicinity of the airport.  

The biologists did observe various species of birds and waterfowl within the vicinity of the 
airport. With the Indian River less than five-miles of the airport’s east-side and conservation 
land on the north and west sides of the airport, biologists noted witnessed birds and waterfowl 
in the morning coming out of roost, flying over the airport to the river and back again in the 
evening.  Also, noted that a large portion of the airport is surrounded by a very active golf 
course which in itself is a wildlife attractant. Ponds are known to attract birds, waterfowl and 
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other wildlife species, discussions with the owner and operators of the ponds as well as airport 
management, the Sponsor and on-airport tenants have stated that they have never seen any 
waterfowl or other birds on or near the ponds.   

Since wildlife activity both on and around the airport was observed during the morning and 
evening site visit, it is recommended that a year-long wildlife hazard assessment be performed 
to determine the level and type of activity.  Based upon the wildlife site assessment, it will be 
subsequently determined if a Wildlife Hazard Management Plan is required for Sebastian 
Municipal Airport. With new regulations about wildlife management on the horizon, we feel 
that X26 would benefit greatly and easily be able to implement a Wildlife Hazard Management 
Plan.     

In the meantime, the initial findings and facility recommendations of the preliminary wildlife 
site visit used to populate the airport layout plan set as well as 20-year Airport Capital 
Improvement Program developed as part of this master plan update.  Facility recommendations 
include repairs and maintenance to existing fence, (upgrade to approved wildlife fence) around 
the perimeter of the airport as well as some habitat modification.  It was also recommended 
that X26 staff utilize a wildlife log to record wildlife observations, dispersal and other efforts to 
keep wildlife off the airport.    

These initial recommendations along with others will be incorporated into recommended 
airport development.  Preliminary cost estimates will be created to support infrastructure 
improvements including fencing and possible pond relocation, if found viable, as well as costs 
for the recommended year-long wildlife hazard assessment and potential development of a 
wildlife hazard management plan and associated airport personnel training.  Although FAA 
Airport Improvement Program (AIP) funding may not be available to support a recommended 
Wildlife Site Assessment and Management Plan since aircraft operations at X26 are not 
expected to exceed 75,000 during the twenty-year planning period, funding may be available 
from other sources including FDOT Aviation, United States Wildlife Services, and the airport 
sponsor.  Anticipated project phasing, costs and anticipated funding analysis is provided in 
Chapter 9, Airport Implementation Plan. 
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Wildlife Hazard Assessment Site Visit Evaluation Data  
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State and Federally Listed Species for Indian River County 
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Map Showing the Observation Radius 
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Report and Map Showing Bald Eagle Nest Near the Airport  
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Wildlife Hazard Daily Inspection Forms  

Wildlife Hazard Daily Inspection Notes of Concern 
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• Muck with snails 
• Various bird prints in muck 
• Grass within AOA cut to short 
• Trees and vegetation to close to fence 
• Large body of water with muck and animal prints  
• Several large dirt piles within the AOA allowing for birds to perch  

 

Florida Scrub-Jay Assessment 

Florida Scrub-Jay General Survey Guidelines and Protocols 

 (Updates 08/24/2007 - 05/02/2016 office address only) 

Adapted from: J.W. Fitzpatrick, G.E. Woolfenden and M.T. Kopeny. 1991. Ecology and 
development-related habitat requirements of the Florida scrub-jay (Aphelocoma coerulescens). 
Florida Game and Fresh Water Fish Commission, Nongame Wildlife Program Technical Report 
No. 8. Tallahassee, FL. 49pp.  

The most effective method for surveying a site for Florida scrub-jays is to traverse the area 
systematically, using a high quality tape recording of Florida scrub-jay territorial scolding in an 
attempt to attract the jays. The recording should include clear examples of all typical territorial 
scolds, including the female " hiccup" call. Vocalizations are available by contacting: 

Macaulay Library 
Cornell Lab of Ornithology 
159 Sapsucker Rd. 
Ithaca, NY 14850 
Contact them via email by clicking here or visit them online at: http://birds.cornell.edu  

Map plant communities either on a 7.5 foot U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) topographic map or 
an aerial photograph at a scale of no more than 400 feet per inch. The vegetation map must 
show all forms of existing development. On the vegetation map, establish parallel line transects 
with playback stations along each transect. Space the transects and playback stations so that all 
different scrub types will be sampled for jays (i.e., so that the taped calls will be effectively 
broadcast across areas of concern). These scrub types should include not only the more " 

javascript:noSpam('macaulaylibrary','cornell.edu')
http://birds.cornell.edu/
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classic" xeric oak scrub, scrubby pine flatwoods, scrubby coastal strand, and sand pine scrub, 
but should also include: 

• pine-mesic oak 
• xeric oak 
• sand live oak 
• improved, unimproved, and woodland pastures; 
• citrus groves; 
• rangeland; 
• pine flat woods; 
• longleaf pine xeric oak; 
• sand pine; 
• sand pine plantations; 
• forest regeneration areas; 
• sand other than beaches; 
• disturbed rural land in transition without positive indicators of intended activity; and 

disturbed burned areas. 

The presence of scrub oaks, no matter how sparsely distributed, is the key indicator of " scrub" 
habitat.  

Distances between transects, and between stations along transects, depend on many factors, 
including power of the speaker used for broadcasting the calls, topography of the site, and the 
density of the surrounding vegetation. Adequate spacing between transects can be estimated 
roughly as the distance at which a person listening to the tape directly in front of the speaker 
perceives the " bird" to be no more than about 100 meters away. A distance of 100 to 200 
meters between transects and between stations is generally adequate when using a good-
quality, hand-held cassette player broadcasting at full volume. 

Surveys should be carried out on calm, clear days about one hour after sunrise, and should 
terminate before midday heat or wind. Surveys should not be conducted in winds stronger than 
a moderate breeze (5-8 mph), in mist or fog, or in precipitation exceeding a light, intermittent 
drizzle. Heat and especially wind lowers the tendency for jays to respond to distant territorial 
scolds, and wind reduces the distance over which recordings can be heard. Jays are also 
reluctant to fly on windy days regardless of hour or season. Surveys also should NOT be 
conducted if accipiters or other scrub-jay predators are present in the area; in the event this is 
the case, the surveyor should either wait until the predator is gone or come back on another 
day. 



Sebastian Municipal Airport 
Master Plan Update 
 
 
 

 
 

Chapter 6: Environmental Review and Analysis  6-20 
Final – October 2018  TKDA Aviation 

 

Surveys may be conducted anytime between March 1 through October 31. However, Ideal 
survey periods include: 1) spring (especially March), 2) fall (September and October), when 
territorial displays are most frequent and vigorous, and 3) midsummer (July) when young of the 
year are independent but still distinguishable by plumage. The poorest times of the year to 
survey are late winter, when jays are most likely to fly far for food, and late spring when the 
young are quiet and the adults are occupied with molt and feeding fledglings. 

Transects may be driven or walked. If driven, step out or stand atop the vehicle at each 
playback station. Broadcast the calls at each station for at least 1 minute in all four directions 
around the playback station, emphasizing any direction in which low-growing oak scrub is the 
predominant vegetation. On the vegetation map, plot the locations and indicate group size of 
all Florida scrub-jays where they are first seen or heard. Distinguish adult-plumaged jays from 
juvenile-plumaged jays whenever possible. 

At localities with car trails, large areas of scrub can be surveyed with a vehicle in one day. On 
foot, the process is more laborious because of the relatively large size of territories (often 10 to 
40 acres). Once a group is located, stop broadcasting at that station. Remaining at this station 
briefly should result in the assembly of the entire group. This allows one to estimate group size 
and, if done during the midsummer, to distinguish young of the year from adults. 

Sometimes two or more groups will be attracted to one station, usually from different 
directions. Observers should be careful, therefore, to plot each group where it was first spotted 
or heard, not at the site to which the jays were attracted. In rare circumstances, especially at 
sites where numerous groups congregate at artificial food or water sources, it may be difficult 
to differentiate groups. This is especially true where jays have become habituated and tame to 
human approach. Again, in such cases careful observation is extremely important. Studies of 
such congregations using color-marked jays have confirmed that almost always they consist of 
members of different family groups. Often they may have crossed several territory boundaries 
to reach the neutral feeding or drinking areas. The result gives a false impression of extremely 
high jay density. 

It is essential that the subject area be surveyed as often as necessary (for a minimum of 5 days) 
to establish an accurate count of jay groups and territorial boundaries. If more than 8 to 10 jays 
are encountered at a single playback station during a fall or spring survey period, the jays at this 
site should be monitored carefully over several visits and different times of day. Numbers will 
shift as groups arrive and depart. Often it is possible to watch where the jays come from or 
return to as a means of determining how many groups are represented. For determining 
territorial boundaries, it is essential that the surveyor be familiar with different types of 
behavior exhibited by scrub-jays. Territorial boundaries may be most accurately predicted 
through a combination of observing scrub-jays and listening for territorial behavior (in the case 
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where several families of scrub-jays exist in contiguous habitat) or by including habitat suitable 
for occupation by scrub-jays within a territorial boundary (in the case where a family of scrub-
jays is somewhat isolated from other groups). If a question exists as to how many groups of 
scrub-jays are onsite, or where to draw territorial boundaries, it is strongly recommended that 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service receive permission from the land owner to conduct an 
independent survey onsite. 

The key end products of this procedure are: (1) a complete count of all jay groups onsite and (2) 
an approximate territory map or home range center for each group. Provide the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service with a final report that includes the following, as applicable: 

A. An information sheet including: 

• Dates and starting and ending times of all surveys conducted. 
• Weather conditions during all surveys, including average temperature, wind speed and 

direction, visibility, and precipitation. 
• Total number of jay groups found, number of jays in each group and number of juvenile-

plumaged jays in each of these groups. 

B. An aerial photograph or vegetation map depicting: 

• The entire area of interest. 
• Transect lines and playback stations. 
• Locations of all jays seen or heard while conducting the survey or at any other time, 

including flight direction. 
• Approximate suspected territory boundaries between jay groups or suspected home 

range centers for each group. 

Mail Scrub-jay survey reports to: 

North Florida Counties  

Scrub-Jay Survey  
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
7915 Baymeadows Way, Suite 200 
Jacksonville , FL 32256-7517 

 

 

https://www.fws.gov/northflorida/gotocty.htm
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South Florida Counties  

Scrub-Jay Survey 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
1339 20 th St. 
Vero Beach, FL 32960-3559  

Scrub-Jay Surveyed Areas 

Survey Days: Sunday May 7, 2016 - Thursday May 11, 2016 

Time: 6:30am – noon each day.  

Area 1 is near the conservation area with reported current Jay population, we are 
looking for birds in number, nesting, feeding and flying. These birds maybe banded, if 
so we need to try to get band numbers so I can report this active back to the county and 
include in the site visit daily reports.  

Area 2 is totally cleared and last monitored no birds on the site, just doing this as a 
formality so that we have it documented that this area is not active.  

https://www.fws.gov/verobeach/index.cfm?Method=programs&NavProgramCategoryID=3&programID=73&ProgramCategoryID=3
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We did not enter the AOA during these visits as both locations are outside the fence.  

Area 1       Area 2 

Observation Points for Area 1 
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Data Sheets for Area 1 
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Areas 1 is part of the current incidental take permit and is able to be developed in the future. 
This area is home to gopher tortoise populations (medium to high). During the planning phase 
of development, a plan needs to be in place as to how and where these animals will be 
removed and relocated. Permits will be required. 
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No Observation Points for Area 2  

 
Data Sheets for Area 2 

 

Areas 2, is able to be developed in the future. However, this area has the potential to become 
habitat for gopher tortoise, during the planning phase of development a plan needs to be 
developed as to how and where these animals will be relocated (if needed). If development is 
not going to occur within 6 months of this report, a new survey will need performed to insure 
that gopher tortoise have not inhabit in this area. Permits will be required. 
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Photos During Daily Site Visits (Area 1) 
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Wetland Delineations and Recommendations 

The TKDA team along with Gary Exner (Advantage Consulting) conducted a wetland delineation 
site survey. Site survey was completed August 30, 2017 – September 1, 2017. The team using 
the map from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services (USFWS) National Wetlands Database to 
identify potential wetland locations and determine if in fact a wetland existed as noted by 
USFWS. A total of 7 potential wetlands were identified and investigated, below are the areas in 
question and determinations of the finds at each location.  All guidelines from The Florida 
Wetland Delineation Manual were followed as each site was surveyed.  
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Site A: 
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Site B: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Site C: 
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Site D: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Site E: 
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Site F: 

 
Site G: 
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Wetland Map Legend  

Wetland Identification and Recommendations 
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Area A: This area is currently .14 acres, less than a ¼ acre.  Since this area is less than ¼ acre, 
mitigation is very unlikely. However, coordination at the time of development is suggested.    
Recommendation: Area can be developed, however, this area is home to gopher tortoise, 
during the planning phase of development a plan needs to be developed as to how and where 
these animals will be relocated. Permits will be required. 
 
Area B: This area is currently .64 acres, over a ½ acre.  Since this area is large than ¼ acre, 
mitigation will need to be done a time of development.   Recommendation: Design 
development around the wetland. This area is home to gopher tortoise, during the planning 
phase of development a plan needs to be developed as to how and where these animals will be 
relocated. Permits will be required. 
 
Area C: This area is currently 1.82 acres. Since this area is large than ¼ acre, mitigation will need 
to be done a time of development.   Recommendation: Due to the size and nature of the site, 
development in this area will be extensive and expensive. This area is currently a habitat for 
Florida Scrub-Jays, however, this area is part of the City’s Incidental Take Permit. 

Area D: This area is currently 1.99 acres. Since this area is large than ¼ acre, mitigation will 
need to be done a time of development.   Recommendation: Due to the size and nature of the 
site, development in this area will be extensive and expensive. This area is currently a habitat 
for Florida Scrub-Jays, however, this area is part of the City’s Incidental Take Permit. 

Area E: This area is currently .19 acres, less than over ¼ acre. This area is not a wetland due to 
the plant base and lack of water.  Recommendation: No action needed for future development. 
This area is home to gopher tortoise, during the planning phase of development a plan needs to 
be developed as to how and where these animals will be relocated. Permits will be required. 
 
Area F: This area is currently 3.64 acres.  Since this area is large than ¼ acre, mitigation will 
need to be done a time of development.   Recommendation: Due to the size and nature of the 
site, development in this area could be extensive and expensive.  

Area G: This area is currently 1.03 acres.  Since this area is large than ¼ acre, mitigation will 
need to be done a time of development. Recommendation: Due to the size and nature of the 
site, development in this area could be extensive and expensive. 

General Environmental Assessment 

The TKDA team was asked to perform a General Environmental Assessment of the Airport and 
the areas for future development. In the Airport’s proposed Master Plan and Layout Plan (ALP) 
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future development is shown for the next 20-years. As the TKDA team started to develop the 
ALP we looked at potential environmental impacts to each area of proposed development. 
Currently the City and Airport have Incidental Take Permit in place for the taking of Florida 
Scrub-Jay Habitat for development on Airport property. The permit allows for 88 acres to be 
taken if need for future development.  The City and Airport are extremely proactive in only 
taking habitat that is crucial for the continuing sustainability of the Airport. Throughout this 
chapter we have noted several types of surveys/studies that the TKDA performed as part of the 
overall environmental assessment and we have also made recommendations.  
 
Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) Review and Agency Coordination 

The TKDA team was asked to review the current HCP and Incidental Take Permit. As part of our 
review we met with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services (USFWS) and Indian River County Staff to 
discuss the ongoing master plan and layout plan for future development of the Airport. We are 
still currently working with USFWS and Indian River County to make updates to the HCP if 
needed. As of right now the current permits in place allow for the future development 
proposed in this master plan update. We anticipate all coordination with USFWS and the 
County to be complete by the final approval issued by Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
and Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT).  We have provided the notes from our 
meeting with USFWS and Indian River County Staff.  
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Meeting Notes with USFWS and Indian River County Staff 
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