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Orlando Airports District Office

U.S. Departrment 8427 South Park Circle, Suite 524
of Transportation Orlando, FL 32819
Federal Aviation Phone: (407) 487-7220

Administration Fax: (407) 487-7135
May 28, 2021
[Sent vial e-mail to: compliancepermits@dos.myflorida.com]
p p y

Timothy A. Parsons, Ph.D.

Director, Division of Historical Resources
& State Historic Preservation Officer
R.A. Gray Building

500 South Bronough Street

Tallahassee, Florida 32399

RE: Section 106 Consultation for Proposed Runway Extension
North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45)
Palm Beach County, Florida

Dear Dr. Parsons,

Palm Beach County has requested approval from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) to extend
one the runways at the North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45). The federal actions
associated with the proposed development project is an undertaking subject to the National Historic
Preservation Act and its implementing regulations at 36 CFR Part 800. This letter is intended to initiate
Section 106 consultation.

Proposed Undertaking

The proposed development project would extend Runway 14-32 from its present length of 4,300 feet
to 6,000 feet. The project’s purpose is to better accommodate the needs of existing and other users that
cannot use the airport or are required to use smaller aircraft when using the airport. Other related
improvements include widening the runway from 60 feet to 100 feet, grading and drainage
improvements, and relocating a section of the airport’s entrance road. The proposed development
project is depicted on the enclosed Figure 1. A more descriptive summary of the project elements is
included with this letter.

Area of Potential Effect (APE)

The construction and operation of the proposed development project was reviewed to identify an
appropriate APE for the evaluation of potential impacts on historic, archaeological, and cultural
resources. Based on a review of the proposed project, the Direct Effects portion of the APE includes
the areas where ground disturbance is expected to occur. This area would generally be limited to areas
associated construction of the proposed runway and taxiway extension, including adjacent runway and
taxiway Safety Areas and Object Free Areas; areas associated with relocation of a portion of the airport
access road and airport maintenance roads; access road construction; and, construction of a new
Airport Traffic Control Tower. The Indirect Effects portion of the APE would encompass an area
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around the runway likely to be exposed to increased noise (DNL 65 dB or higher), air emissions, light
emissions, etc. The APE is depicted on Figure 2.

Historic and Archaeological Resources in the APE

NRHP Search — A review of information contained in the Florida Master Site File showed no known
resources listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) within the APE or near the airport.
The nearest National Register-eligible resource is the Seaboard Airline Railroad Station (PB12917),
which is located approximately 9 miles east of the airport.

Cultural Resource Assessment Desktop Analysis — Archaeological Consultants, Inc. (ACI) prepared a
desktop analysis for the proposed development project. The study included the identification and
description of all known archaeological sites and historic resources located within or proximate to the
APE!, as well as a discussion of potential archaeologically sensitive areas. A copy of ACI’s report is
enclosed with this letter.

Background research indicated that no archacological sites have been recorded within or near the APE.
The report states there is a low probability for aboriginal and historic archaeological site occurrence.
This is due to lack of preferred soil types; the areas low, wet setting; and no evidence of hammaocks is
present. The potential for unrecorded historic period archaeological sites was also assessed and found
to be low. A review of the property appraiser data suggests no potential for historic structures and the
historic aerial photos and maps revealed no historic buildings or structures. Because there is a low
potential for archaeological and historic sites, ACI recommended that a Cultural Resource Assessment
Survey (CRAS) does not appear to be warranted for this project.

Determination of Effect

Based on a review of the proposed development project and ACI’s research and professional opinion,
the FAA has determined the undertaking would not affect historic properties. Because the proposed
project includes ground disturbance activities, the FAA will require Palm Beach County to implement
special conditions regarding unexpected discoveries during construction.

FAA appreciates your review of the enclosed project information and response within 30 days of
receipt of this letter, indicating if you concur with the APE and our determination. Please direct

correspondence and questions to me at (407) 487-7296 or peter.m.green@faa.gov.

Sincerely,

Peter M. Green, AICP
Environmental Protection Specialist

Enclosures

Cc: Gary Sypek, Palm Beach County Department of Airports
Amy Paulson, Environmental Science Associates

! Subsequent to the completion of ACI’s Desktop Survey, the APE was enlarged slightly for FAA’s consideration of potential
indirect effects (e.g., aircraft noise). The Direct Effects portion of the APE (areas subject to disturbance) remain unchanged.
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| POORLY DRAINED - RIVIERA FIME SAND, 0 TO 2 PERCENT SLOPES
- POORLY DRAINED - WABASSO FINE SAND, 0 TO 2 PERCENT SLOPES
L] vERY POORLY DRAINED - RIVIERA FINE SAND, FREGUENTLY PONDED
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Table 1. CRAS projects conducted proximate to the property.

# of # of
Newly Previously
REESEENCH B ULLCLL Recorded Recorded
Resources | Resources
A Cultural Resource Assessment Survey of the
2807 / (Fuhrmcister Proposcd Cranc-Bridge-Plumosus 230 KV 0 0
and Hardin 1991) Transmission Linc Project Corridor, Palm Bcach and
Martin Countics, Florida
A Culwral Resource Assessment Survey of Eight
6173 (Ambrosino Alternative Routes for State Road 7 from Okeechobee 0 0
and Estabrook 2000) | Boulevard (SR 704) to the Beeline Highway (SR 710)
Palm Beach County, Florida
12752 (Mankowski | A Phasc I Archacological Survey of ihe Vavrus North | 0
and Longo 2005) Parccl. Palim Becach County, Florida
Phase [ Cultural Resource Survey and Archaeological
9061 (Labadiactal. | Inventory of the Onshorc Flotida Portion of the 2 2
2003) Proposed Seafarer U.S. Pipeline System Project in
Palm Beach and Martin Countics, Florida
Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archaeological
10954 / (Labadia et Inventory of the Onshore Florida Portion of the 2 2
al. 2004) Proposed Seafarer US Pipeline System Project in Palm
Bcach County, Florida
12730 (Carr and A Phase I Archaeological Survey of the Vavrus South 0 0
.ongo 2005) Parcel, Palm Beach County, Florida
Cultural Resources Assessment Survey SR 710
19570 (Janus (Bcglinc Highway) Projcct Development a_nd
Research 2012) En.wronmem (PD&E) Study frpm Approximately One 3 4
Mile East of SR 76 (Kanner Highway) to SR 708 (Blue
Heron Bivd), in Martin and Palm Beach Countics
27198 / (Davenport Letter Report of Findings: Sandhill Cranc West 0 0
and Green 2013) Restoration Projcct, Palm Beach County, Florida

ACI examined the site data in terms of distance to water and soil types using the April 2020
FMSF data, specifically looking at the distribution of sites withing the Easter Valley physiographic
region. There are 144 sites recorded in this area with confirmed site locations and aboriginal in nature;
historic sites were not included in this analysis. Table 2 shows the distribution of the sites by water
type and distance. As can been seen over 90% of the sites are within 100 m (328 ft) of a water sourccs,
of which 55% are associated with swamps or wetlands. Creeks and sloughs account for another 27%
of the sites. Over 7% are located along a river with another 7% being along the shore of Lake Worth.

Table 2. Site distribution by water type and distance.

<100 m (328 ft) <200 m (656 ft) >200 m (656 ft) Total
Water type N % N % N % N %
Creck/slough 371 25.69% 1 0.69% 1 0.69% 39 27.08%
Lake ] 0.69% 0.00% 0.00% ] 0.69%
Lake Worth 10 6.94% 0.00% 0.00% 10 6.94%
Ocean 3 2.08% 0.00% 0.00% 3 2.08%
River 10 6.94% 1 0.69% 0.00% 11 7.64%
Swamp/weltland 741 51.39% 2 1.39% 4 2.78% 80 55.56%
Total 135 | 93.75% 4 2.78% S 3.47% 144 | 100.00%
2 840
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Soil types and their drainage characteristics can also be used to assess the likelihood for
aboriginal site occurrence (Almy 197K). However, it should be noted that this may not provide an
accurate representation of their distribution. While we know the percentage of sites for cach soil type,
we do not know the percentage of each soil type that has been examined for archacological resources.
There are 43 soil types within the Eastern Valley of Palm Beach County; 33 of which have recorded
archacological sitcs (Table 3). It should be noted that many of these soil types are not suitable as sie
predictors, these are included in the “Other” category, which accounts for #.3% of the area. These
include varictics of made land, urban areas where soil types cannot be ascertained, and water bodics.
Although water is a site predictor, one docs not expect to find many sites in water, although they arc
koown to occur, Many of the sites occurred on more than one soil type. This analysis only included the
four types covering the greatest acreage for each site, which totaled 851 soil type occurrences. Column
*“1™ indicates that this soil type had the greatest area of the site, and so on down the line, so that column
*4™ had the smallest site acreage. Within this study area, the poorly drained soils account for 58.7% of
the area, with another 30.2% of the soils being very poorly drained. The remaining lands: include | 72%
excessively drained, 0.75% moderately well dramed, 0.25% somewhat poorly drained, and 0006% well
drained,

Table 3. Site distribution by dramnape class and soil type.

i T Suily o ol
DEATN AGE Sl type, % slopes O o T e Tatal ol diffcrence
EXCESSIVELY DRAINED
En;:; Beach-Urban land comples, 006% 4 3 0.98% 0.97%
f‘uh';;ﬁ'ﬁjf,,‘r;‘”‘““ kind e ] a| 19wl ns0%

Tuaial 1.72% 4 i il L] 6] L% 1.22%
MODERATELY WELL DEAINED
Pomclio fine sand, 0-5% 0, 75% 1] i 2 94% 2.1 9%
Taial 0n.75% (1] ] il L] i 1.94% L1%%
POORLY DRAINED
Basingper fnc sand, 01%-1% 4. 57% 2 I 3 1.47% -1
Basingcr-Lrban kand comiplex i, 78% [ 0K -11, 78 %
Beaches (AN % L} (L% (LM %
Boca Nine samd, (%-2% 4. 54% 5 2 7 1.43% =1L 11%
Hallandale ling sand, 0% 1.18% 3 I 4 |9 % i, 78%
Holopaw finc sand (%6-2% 3 ¥5% 4 4 |, 0% =11, 2%
Immokalee ling sand, (6-2% 5. 18% LH] | 5 5.30% 0,21%
Jupiter fine sand, (Me=-2% (02 % i i 2 1L Y 1L %
Myakka NMnc sand (%-2% 7.1 1% i 1 2 1L Y W El
hiyakka-Llrban lind coonplex ih61% 1] (AN Y -11,61 %
Oildsmar sand, 0%-1% 2 29% | | (449% = |80
Pimeda line sand, (Me-2% 4 % 1 i 2 i1 Y -1.11
Pineltas fine sand 2 21% i) i 1 14 T30 % 7.09%
Pompano fine samd, 1%=-2% i, 3% 1] 0.1 %% =], Wt
Raviera Nme sand, 0%-1% 181 1% 25 I 35| 1T6% 16 %
Riveera-Lirban band complex 01 1% 1] {1 (Y -1, 1 1%
Wabsasso line sand 1.24% i I (49 % =175
Winder Mne sand, (¥G-2% 1.75% 24 P 2 28] 13 Ti% | 1.97%
Total | SE.T0%% M 23 5 1 119 S5E.33% =0.37%
SOMEWHAT POORLY DRAINED
Canaveral-Urban lind complex (.25% 5 i ] 2% 2 6%%
Total .25% bl 1 ] i B 2.94% 1.69%
AT 8 P2 1040
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: Bl &f,lg i % af
VERY POORLY DRAINED
Anclote fine sand (). 46% 2 1 3 | 47% 1.0 %
Basinger and Myakka sands, o 3 5 -
 depressional 307% : | 1 5| 24%% 0.62%
Chobee line sandy loaum i, 35% i 1 & i1, %% 11,65%
Florsdana fing sand, frequently - 3 :
Mm@‘ml% i 55% . | 4 1.96% | 42
E.csson mucky sand, tidal 0% 1 | 2 1.5 % i HE%
?_;“E““ muck, draincd, fp, (- Lzl 2 2 1 5| 24%% 1.33%
Pahokes muck, draned, =I'g. =1 %% £ (2% 1] LI AL
Rivicra [ine sand, fp, (%1% 23 KT 13 K 1 22 L. TES -{ 2108
Sambel muck {h.21% | 1 2 00 % 1h.75%
| Tequesia muck, Ip, (P 1% |.36% ] | 2 {1, 0% (L3R %
r;'_,"“ Ceiamuck, drained, fip, (%6 0.07% of .00 .07%
Tormy muck 101 % f (W% -00%s
Wullers amed Darhin ruck, iidal % 0 h M =[x
Total | J.232% 23 1] & (] 47| 13.04% -T. 1R
WELL DRAINED
Canaveral-Urban land complex i, 25% 5 | {5 2 94% Y
Tostal n.25Rag, 5 1 il (1] fi 2.94%, 2.0
(OTHER
i‘;:“""’u""“’" land complex, 1% 200%| 4 sl 196%|  -nee%
Argnts-Urban Lind compléx,
; 0,57 1t 04
of paiic substialum 5T% 2 . 0.5% %
Pits., {105-50% i, 53% H | 2 R -t 0,455,
E:f““l"“mmms.shapm.:m- o1l 8| 6l 204 717
Lidoribenls, 2%-15% iA5% 0 (LI [ E5%
Lrban lund i), RS %% | | L4985 =L 360 %%
Waoker 2.62% | | R 1 2 | 3
Total B31% 13 1 1] 1] Ih T R4 ). 46%:
Grand Totsl 100.00%| S38[ 233] 60 20] 8S1[ 100.00% 0.00%

As can been seen in the table, there is a relatively normal distribution of sites across the
landscape. The more interesting differences are highlighted in red (preferred soils) or blue (less
preferable). This is calculated by the percentage of sites minus the percent of area; anything with a
difference of 2% or more is highlighted, The moderately well and somewhat poorly dmined soils have
a positive cormelation with sites, but not nearly as high as some of the poorly drained soils. Winder sand
has a 12% difference and Pincllas sand has a 7.1% difference. The very poorly drained soils overall
have a negative cormelation with sites, which 15 not unexpected. Specifically, the frequently ponded
Riviera sand has a -12. 1% difference. The other four avoided soils are Myakka (-6.1%), Basinger (-
3.4%) and Pineda (-3.1%).

In addition to the soil and water factors, it has been determined that cak/palm hammocks, with
a slightly higher terrain than the surrounding lands have a high potential for archacological sires, A
review of the 1953 aerial, which shows much of the APE as undeveloped, was conducted to ascenain
whether such features were present. Figure 5 shows thosc arcas that may have been small hammocks;

ACT 9 Prinsn
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Based on the environmental setting, the project APE was considered to have a low probability
for abonginal archacological site occwrrence. The preferred soil types are absent, and no evidence of
hammaocks is present. The potential for yet unrecorded historic period archacological sites was also
assessed and found to be low. The project area was initially surveyed in the 1845 by A H. Jones and
George MacKay (State of Florida |845a, |845h, 1845¢). The plats depict no development within or
ncar the APE (State of Flonda | 8454, 1846) (Figure 6). It was described as 2™ rate pine covered with
sawpalmetto and interspersed with ponds and savannahs (State of Flonida 1845a:547, 1845b;309-310).
All of Sections 2, 3, and | 1, and the cast half of Section 34 were deeded 1o the Florida Coast Line Canal
and Transportation Company in 1906, the west half of Section 34 was deeded o the Jacksonville,
Tampa, and Key West Railway Company in 1881 (State of Florida n.d.: 191-192). It is unlikely that
either of these companics did anything with these tracts.

Township 41425, Range 41E, 18455

b
-

=

A review of the historic acrnial photos available from the PALMM indicated that in 1953, the
northwest portion of the APE appears to have been cleared for row crops or possible pines. No
development of the remainder of the APE occurred until the construction of the airport. Although
scveral dirt trails crossed the APE as of 1986 (FDOT 1986; USDA 1953a, 1953b).

Background research indicated that no recorded historic (50 vears of age or more) resources
{buildings, structures, cemetenies, bridges) are locaked within or adjscent 1o the APE. The Seaboand Air
Line Railroad corridor (8PB12917) is located northwest of the APE. Although it has been determined
eligible for listing in the NRHP, the proposed undertaking will have no direct or indirect affects w©
qualitics that have been used to determing its significance. A review of the historic acrial photos
available from the PALMM, historic quad maps, and the Palm Beach County property appraiser’s data
suggests no potential for historic resources within the APE (FDOT 1986; Jacks 2021; USDA 1953a,
1953b; USGS 1945, 1950) (sce Figure 5, Figure 7).
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Orlando Airports District Office

U.S. Departrment 8427 South Park Circle, Suite 524
of Transportation Orlando, FL 32819

Federal Aviation Phone: (407) 487-7220
Administration Fax: (407) 487-7135

July 27,2021
[Sent via e-mail: section106(@mcn-nsn.gov]
Ms. Corrain Loe-Zepeda
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Historic and Cultural Preservation Department
Muscogee (Creek) Nation Cultural Preservation
PO Box 580
Okmulgee, Oklahoma 74447

RE:  Project Notice and Invitation for Consultation
Proposed Runway Extension and Related Improvements
North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45)
Palm Beach County, Florida

Dear Ms. Loe-Zepeda,

Palm Beach County has requested approval from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) to
extend Runway 14-32 at the North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45). The federal
actions associated with the proposed development project is an undertaking subject to the National
Historic Preservation Act (Section 106) and its implementing regulations at 36 CFR Part 800. This
letter is to inform the Muscogee (Creek) Nation of the proposed project and invite your Tribe to
consult on the project.

Proposed Undertaking

The proposed development project would extend Runway 14-32 from its present length of 4,300 feet
to 6,000 feet. The project’s purpose is to better accommodate the needs of existing and other users
that cannot use the airport or are required to use smaller aircraft when using the airport. Other related
improvements include widening the runway from 60 feet to 100 feet, grading and drainage
improvements, and relocating a section of the airport’s entrance road. The proposed development
project is depicted on the enclosed Figure 1. A more descriptive summary of the project and its
individual elements is included with this letter.

Area of Potential Effect (APE)

The construction and operation of the proposed development project was reviewed to identify an
APE for the evaluation of potential impacts on historic, archacological, and cultural resources. Based
on a review of the proposed project, the Direct Effects portion of the APE includes all areas where
ground disturbance is expected to occur. This portion of the APE would those areas associated with
runway and taxiway construction, the relocation of airport access and maintenance roads, and select
removal of vegetation (e.g., trees) within the Runway Object Free Area and Runway Protection
Zones. A majority of the Direct Effects portion of the APE was disturbed when the airport was


mailto:section106@mcn-nsn.gov

developed in the mid- to late 1980s. The Indirect Effects portion of the APE encompass an area
around the runway likely to be exposed to increased noise (DNL 65 dB or higher), air emissions,
light emissions, etc. The APE is depicted on Figure 2.

Historic and Archaeological Resources in the APE

NRHP Search — A review of information contained in the Florida Master Site File showed no known
resources within the APE or near the airport that are listed on the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). The nearest National Register-eligible resource is the Seaboard Airline Railroad Station
(PB12917), which is located approximately 9 miles east of the airport.

Cultural Resource Assessment Desktop Analysis — Archaeological Consultants, Inc. (ACI) prepared
a desktop analysis for the proposed development project. The study included the identification and
description of known archaeological sites and historic resources located within or proximate to the
APE!, as well as an evaluation of potential archaeologically sensitive areas. A copy of ACI’s report
is enclosed with this letter.

Background research did not identify any recorded archaeological sites within or near the APE. The
report states there is a low probability for aboriginal and historic archaeological site occurrence in the
APE. This is due to lack of preferred soil types; the area’s low, wet setting; and no evidence of
remaining hammocks in the APE. The potential for unrecorded historic period archaeological sites
was also assessed and found to be low. A review of property appraiser data and aerial photographs
and maps showed no indication historic buildings or structures. Because there is a low potential for
archaeological and historic sites, ACI recommended that a Cultural Resource Assessment Survey
(CRAS) does not appear to be warranted for this project. However, it was recommended that because
the proposed project includes ground disturbance activities, special conditions be in place regarding
unexpected discoveries during construction.

Consultation

Based on site conditions, a review of the proposed development project, and the research conducted,
the FAA’s preliminary determination is the undertaking would not affect historic properties or
cultural resources. However, we are interested in knowing if the Muscogee (Creek) Nation has any
concerns or interests related to the proposed project and would like to enter into Section 106
consultation. We welcome your knowledge and opinion on the APE, whether additional study is
needed for this undertaking, and the effects of the proposed project. FAA appreciates your review of
the enclosed project information and response within 30 days of receipt of this letter. Please direct
correspondence and questions to me at (407) 487-7296 or peter.m.green@faa.gov.

Slncerely,.
_.-"'1":"'/-;- ﬁ'rf ;/ -
Peter M. Gree 'AICP

Environmental Protectlon Specialist

Enclosures

! Subsequent to the completion of ACI’s Desktop Survey, the APE was enlarged slightly for FAA’s consideration of potential
indirect effects (e.g., aircraft noise). The Direct Effects portion of the APE (areas subject to disturbance) remain unchanged.
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From: Section106

To: Green, Peter M (FAA)
Subject: Re: Section 106 Consultation - North Palm Beach County GA Airport Runway Extension
Date: Wednesday, September 08, 2021 10:29:20 AM

Good morning Mr. Green,

Thank you for sending the correspondence regarding the proposed extension of Runway 14-
32 located at the North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport in Palm Beach County,
Florida. Palm Beach County is located within the Muscogee (Creek) Nation's historic area of
interest and is of importance to us. After review, the Muscogee (Creek) Nation is unaware of
any Muscogee sacred sites, burial grounds, or significant cultural resources located within the
immediate project area. The Muscogee Nation concurs that there should be no effects to any
known historic properties and that work should continue as planned. However, due to the
historic presence of Muscogee people in the project area, inadvertent discoveries of cultural
resources, human remains and related NAGPRA items may occur, even in areas of existing or
prior development. Should this occur, the Muscogee (Creek) Nation requests that all work
cease and our office as well as other appropriate agencies be notified immediately. Please feel
free to contact me if there are any questions or concerns.

Thank you,

Robin Soweka, Jr.

Cultural Resource Specialist, Historic and Cultural Preservation Department
The Muscogee Nation

P.O. Box 580 | Okmulgee, OK 74447

T918.732.7726 | F 918.758.0649

rosoweka@MuscogeeNation.com

MuscogeeNation.com

i

!
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From: Green, Peter M (FAA) <peter.m.green@faa.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, July 27, 2021 2:08 PM

To: Section106 <Section106@muscogeenation.com>

Subject: Section 106 Consultation - North Palm Beach County GA Airport Runway Extension

Dear Ms. Loe-Zepeda

Palm Beach County (Florida) has requested approval from the Federal Aviation Administration to
extend Runway 14-32 at the North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45). The federal
actions associated with the proposed development project require consultation under Section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act. FAA appreciates your review of the project and letting us
know if the Muscogee (Creek) Nation has an interest in the project area and would like to participate


mailto:Section106@muscogeenation.com
mailto:peter.m.green@faa.gov
mailto:Section106@muscogeenation.com
mailto:peter.m.green@faa.gov
mailto:rosoweka@MuscogeeNation.com

in the Section 106 consultation process.

Best regards,

Peter Green

Peter M. Green, AICP
Environmental Protection Specialist
Orlando Airports District Office
Federal Aviation Administration
8427 SouthPark Circle

Orlando, Florida 32819
407-487-7296
peter.m.green@faa.gov
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Orlando Airports District Office

U.S. Departrment 8427 South Park Circle, Suite 524
of Transportation Orlando, FL 32819

Federal Aviation Phone: (407) 487-7220
Administration Fax: (407) 487-7135

July 27, 2021
[Sent via e-mail: THPOCompliance@semtribe.com]
Mr. Bradley Mueller
Compliance Review Supervisor
Tribal Historic Preservation Office
Seminole Tribe of Florida
30290 Josie Billie Highway, PMB 1004
Clewiston, Florida 33440

RE:  Project Notice and Invitation for Consultation
Proposed Runway Extension and Related Improvements
North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45)
Palm Beach County, Florida

Dear Mr. Mueller,

Palm Beach County has requested approval from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) to
extend Runway 14-32 at the North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45). The federal
actions associated with the proposed development project is an undertaking subject to the National
Historic Preservation Act (Section 106) and its implementing regulations at 36 CFR Part 800. This
letter is to inform the Seminole Tribe of Florida of the proposed project and invite your Tribe to
consult on the project.

Proposed Undertaking

The proposed development project would extend Runway 14-32 from its present length of 4,300 feet
to 6,000 feet. The project’s purpose is to better accommodate the needs of existing and other users
that cannot use the airport or are required to use smaller aircraft when using the airport. Other related
improvements include widening the runway from 60 feet to 100 feet, grading and drainage
improvements, and relocating a section of the airport’s entrance road. The proposed development
project is depicted on the enclosed Figure 1. A more descriptive summary of the project and its
individual elements is included with this letter.

Area of Potential Effect (APE)

The construction and operation of the proposed development project was reviewed to identify an
APE for the evaluation of potential impacts on historic, archaeological, and cultural resources. Based
on a review of the proposed project, the Direct Effects portion of the APE includes all areas where
ground disturbance is expected to occur. This portion of the APE would those areas associated with
runway and taxiway construction, the relocation of airport access and maintenance roads, and select
removal of vegetation (e.g., trees) within the Runway Object Free Area and Runway Protection
Zones. A majority of the Direct Effects portion of the APE was disturbed when the airport was


mailto:THPOCompliance@semtribe.com

developed in the mid- to late 1980s. The Indirect Effects portion of the APE encompass an area
around the runway likely to be exposed to increased noise (DNL 65 dB or higher), air emissions,
light emissions, etc. The APE is depicted on Figure 2.

Historic and Archaeological Resources in the APE

NRHP Search — A review of information contained in the Florida Master Site File showed no known
resources within the APE or near the airport that are listed on the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). The nearest National Register-eligible resource is the Seaboard Airline Railroad Station
(PB12917), which is located approximately 9 miles east of the airport.

Cultural Resource Assessment Desktop Analysis — Archaeological Consultants, Inc. (ACI) prepared
a desktop analysis for the proposed development project. The study included the identification and
description of known archaeological sites and historic resources located within or proximate to the
APE!, as well as an evaluation of potential archaeologically sensitive areas. A copy of ACI’s report
is enclosed with this letter.

Background research did not identify any recorded archaeological sites within or near the APE. The
report states there is a low probability for aboriginal and historic archaeological site occurrence in the
APE. This is due to lack of preferred soil types; the area’s low, wet setting; and no evidence of
remaining hammocks in the APE. The potential for unrecorded historic period archaeological sites
was also assessed and found to be low. A review of property appraiser data and aerial photographs
and maps showed no indication historic buildings or structures. Because there is a low potential for
archaeological and historic sites, ACI recommended that a Cultural Resource Assessment Survey
(CRAS) does not appear to be warranted for this project. However, it was recommended that because
the proposed project includes ground disturbance activities, special conditions be in place regarding
unexpected discoveries during construction.

Consultation

Based on site conditions, a review of the proposed development project, and the research conducted,
the FAA’s preliminary determination is the undertaking would not affect historic properties or
cultural resources. However, we are interested in knowing if the Seminole Tribe of Florida has any
concerns or interests related to the proposed project and would like to enter into Section 106
consultation. We welcome your knowledge and opinion on the APE, whether additional study is
needed for this undertaking, and the effects of the proposed project. FAA appreciates your review of
the enclosed project information and response within 30 days of receipt of this letter. Please direct
correspondence and questions to me at (407) 487-7296 or peter.m.green@faa.gov.

Slncerely,,

.-"" .-"" ,-"T-
,,ff,,/i /1 @/
Peter M. Gre AICP

Environmental Protectlon Specialist

Enclosures

! Subsequent to the completion of ACI’s Desktop Survey, the APE was enlarged slightly for FAA’s consideration of potential
indirect effects (e.g., aircraft noise). The Direct Effects portion of the APE (areas subject to disturbance) remain unchanged.
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Orlando Airports District Office

U.S. Departrment 8427 South Park Circle, Suite 524
of Transportation Orlando, FL 32819

Federal Aviation Phone: (407) 487-7220
Administration Fax: (407) 487-7135

July 27,2021
[Sent via e-mail: leader.bs@sno-nsn.gov]
Brigita Leader, MS
Interim Director/TCNS Coordinator
Historic Preservation Office
Seminole Nation of Oklahoma
Post Office Box 1498
Wewoka, Oklahoma 74884

RE:  Project Notice and Invitation for Consultation
Proposed Runway Extension and Related Improvements
North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45)
Palm Beach County, Florida

Dear Ms. Leader,

Palm Beach County has requested approval from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) to
extend Runway 14-32 at the North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45). The federal
actions associated with the proposed development project is an undertaking subject to the National
Historic Preservation Act (Section 106) and its implementing regulations at 36 CFR Part 800. This
letter is to inform the Seminole Nation of Oklahoma of the proposed project and invite your Tribe to
consult on the project.

Proposed Undertaking

The proposed development project would extend Runway 14-32 from its present length of 4,300 feet
to 6,000 feet. The project’s purpose is to better accommodate the needs of existing and other users
that cannot use the airport or are required to use smaller aircraft when using the airport. Other related
improvements include widening the runway from 60 feet to 100 feet, grading and drainage
improvements, and relocating a section of the airport’s entrance road. The proposed development
project is depicted on the enclosed Figure 1. A more descriptive summary of the project and its
individual elements is included with this letter.

Area of Potential Effect (APE)

The construction and operation of the proposed development project was reviewed to identify an
APE for the evaluation of potential impacts on historic, archacological, and cultural resources. Based
on a review of the proposed project, the Direct Effects portion of the APE includes all areas where
ground disturbance is expected to occur. This portion of the APE would those areas associated with
runway and taxiway construction, the relocation of airport access and maintenance roads, and select
removal of vegetation (e.g., trees) within the Runway Object Free Area and Runway Protection
Zones. A majority of the Direct Effects portion of the APE was disturbed when the airport was
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developed in the mid- to late 1980s. The Indirect Effects portion of the APE encompass an area
around the runway likely to be exposed to increased noise (DNL 65 dB or higher), air emissions,
light emissions, etc. The APE is depicted on Figure 2.

Historic and Archaeological Resources in the APE

NRHP Search — A review of information contained in the Florida Master Site File showed no known
resources within the APE or near the airport that are listed on the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). The nearest National Register-eligible resource is the Seaboard Airline Railroad Station
(PB12917), which is located approximately 9 miles east of the airport.

Cultural Resource Assessment Desktop Analysis — Archaeological Consultants, Inc. (ACI) prepared
a desktop analysis for the proposed development project. The study included the identification and
description of known archaeological sites and historic resources located within or proximate to the
APE!, as well as an evaluation of potential archaeologically sensitive areas. A copy of ACI’s report
is enclosed with this letter.

Background research did not identify any recorded archaeological sites within or near the APE. The
report states there is a low probability for aboriginal and historic archaeological site occurrence in the
APE. This is due to lack of preferred soil types; the area’s low, wet setting; and no evidence of
remaining hammocks in the APE. The potential for unrecorded historic period archaeological sites
was also assessed and found to be low. A review of property appraiser data and aerial photographs
and maps showed no indication historic buildings or structures. Because there is a low potential for
archaeological and historic sites, ACI recommended that a Cultural Resource Assessment Survey
(CRAS) does not appear to be warranted for this project. However, it was recommended that because
the proposed project includes ground disturbance activities, special conditions be in place regarding
unexpected discoveries during construction.

Consultation

Based on site conditions, a review of the proposed development project, and the research conducted,
the FAA’s preliminary determination is the undertaking would not affect historic properties or
cultural resources. However, we are interested in knowing if the Seminole Nation of Oklahoma has
any concerns or interests related to the proposed project and would like to enter into Section 106
consultation. We welcome your knowledge and opinion on the APE, whether additional study is
needed for this undertaking, and the effects of the proposed project. FAA appreciates your review of
the enclosed project information and response within 30 days of receipt of this letter. Please direct
correspondence and questions to me at (407) 487-7296 or peter.m.green@faa.gov.

Sincerely,,

.-“’

f,r’
i:e;/l\/fl- Gre57 KICP

Environmental Protection Specialist

Enclosures

! Subsequent to the completion of ACI’s Desktop Survey, the APE was enlarged slightly for FAA’s consideration of potential
indirect effects (e.g., aircraft noise). The Direct Effects portion of the APE (areas subject to disturbance) remain unchanged.


mailto:peter.m.green@faa.gov

Orlando Airports District Office

U.S. Departrment 8427 South Park Circle, Suite 524
of Transportation Orlando, FL 32819

Federal Aviation Phone: (407) 487-7220
Administration Fax: (407) 487-7135

July 27,2021
[Sent via e-mail: lhaikey@pci-nsn.gov]
Mr. Larry D. Haikey
PBCI Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
Poarch Band of Creek Indians
5811 Jack Springs Road
Atmore, Alabama 36502

RE:  Project Notice and Invitation for Consultation

Proposed Runway Extension and Related Improvements
North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45)
Palm Beach County, Florida

Dear Mr. Haikey,

Palm Beach County has requested approval from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) to
extend Runway 14-32 at the North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45). The federal
actions associated with the proposed development project is an undertaking subject to the National
Historic Preservation Act (Section 106) and its implementing regulations at 36 CFR Part 800. This
letter is to inform the Poarch Band of Creek Indians of the proposed project and invite your Tribe to
consult on the project.

Proposed Undertaking

The proposed development project would extend Runway 14-32 from its present length of 4,300 feet
to 6,000 feet. The project’s purpose is to better accommodate the needs of existing and other users
that cannot use the airport or are required to use smaller aircraft when using the airport. Other related
improvements include widening the runway from 60 feet to 100 feet, grading and drainage
improvements, and relocating a section of the airport’s entrance road. The proposed development
project is depicted on the enclosed Figure 1. A more descriptive summary of the project and its
individual elements is included with this letter.

Area of Potential Effect (APE)

The construction and operation of the proposed development project was reviewed to identify an
APE for the evaluation of potential impacts on historic, archaeological, and cultural resources. Based
on a review of the proposed project, the Direct Effects portion of the APE includes all areas where
ground disturbance is expected to occur. This portion of the APE would those areas associated with
runway and taxiway construction, the relocation of airport access and maintenance roads, and select
removal of vegetation (e.g., trees) within the Runway Object Free Area and Runway Protection
Zones. A majority of the Direct Effects portion of the APE was disturbed when the airport was
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developed in the mid- to late 1980s. The Indirect Effects portion of the APE encompass an area
around the runway likely to be exposed to increased noise (DNL 65 dB or higher), air emissions,
light emissions, etc. The APE is depicted on Figure 2.

Historic and Archaeological Resources in the APE

NRHP Search — A review of information contained in the Florida Master Site File showed no known
resources within the APE or near the airport that are listed on the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). The nearest National Register-eligible resource is the Seaboard Airline Railroad Station
(PB12917), which is located approximately 9 miles east of the airport.

Cultural Resource Assessment Desktop Analysis — Archaeological Consultants, Inc. (ACI) prepared
a desktop analysis for the proposed development project. The study included the identification and
description of known archaeological sites and historic resources located within or proximate to the
APE!, as well as an evaluation of potential archaeologically sensitive areas. A copy of ACI’s report
is enclosed with this letter.

Background research did not identify any recorded archaeological sites within or near the APE. The
report states there is a low probability for aboriginal and historic archaeological site occurrence in the
APE. This is due to lack of preferred soil types; the area’s low, wet setting; and no evidence of
remaining hammocks in the APE. The potential for unrecorded historic period archaeological sites
was also assessed and found to be low. A review of property appraiser data and aerial photographs
and maps showed no indication historic buildings or structures. Because there is a low potential for
archaeological and historic sites, ACI recommended that a Cultural Resource Assessment Survey
(CRAS) does not appear to be warranted for this project. However, it was recommended that because
the proposed project includes ground disturbance activities, special conditions be in place regarding
unexpected discoveries during construction.

Consultation

Based on site conditions, a review of the proposed development project, and the research conducted,
the FAA’s preliminary determination is the undertaking would not affect historic properties or
cultural resources. However, we are interested in knowing if the Poarch Band of Creek Indians has
any concerns or interests related to the proposed project and would like to enter into Section 106
consultation. We welcome your knowledge and opinion on the APE, whether additional study is
needed for this undertaking, and the effects of the proposed project. FAA appreciates your review of
the enclosed project information and response within 30 days of receipt of this letter. Please direct
correspondence and questions to me at (407) 487-7296 or peter.m.green@faa.gov.

Slncerely.,
H,,m / .

Peter M. Green AICP
Environmental Protection Specialist

Enclosures

! Subsequent to the completion of ACI’s Desktop Survey, the APE was enlarged slightly for FAA’s consideration of potential
indirect effects (e.g., aircraft noise). The Direct Effects portion of the APE (areas subject to disturbance) remain unchanged.
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Orlando Airports District Office

U.S. Departrment 8427 South Park Circle, Suite 524
of Transportation Orlando, FL 32819

Federal Aviation Phone: (407) 487-7220
Administration Fax: (407) 487-7135

July 27,2021
[Sent via e-mail: kevind@miccosukeetribe.com]
Mr. Kevin Donaldson
Environmental Specialist
Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida
Tamiami Station
Post Office Box 440021
Miami, Florida 33144

RE:  Project Notice and Invitation for Consultation
Proposed Runway Extension and Related Improvements
North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45)
Palm Beach County, Florida

Dear Mr. Donaldson,

Palm Beach County has requested approval from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) to
extend Runway 14-32 at the North Palm Beach County General Aviation Airport (F45). The federal
actions associated with the proposed development project is an undertaking subject to the National
Historic Preservation Act (Section 106) and its implementing regulations at 36 CFR Part 800. This
letter is to inform the Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida of the proposed project and invite your
Tribe to consult on the project.

Proposed Undertaking

The proposed development project would extend Runway 14-32 from its present length of 4,300 feet
to 6,000 feet. The project’s purpose is to better accommodate the needs of existing and other users
that cannot use the airport or are required to use smaller aircraft when using the airport. Other related
improvements include widening the runway from 60 feet to 100 feet, grading and drainage
improvements, and relocating a section of the airport’s entrance road. The proposed development
project is depicted on the enclosed Figure 1. A more descriptive summary of the project and its
individual elements is included with this letter.

Area of Potential Effect (APE)

The construction and operation of the proposed development project was reviewed to identify an
APE for the evaluation of potential impacts on historic, archacological, and cultural resources. Based
on a review of the proposed project, the Direct Effects portion of the APE includes all areas where
ground disturbance is expected to occur. This portion of the APE would those areas associated with
runway and taxiway construction, the relocation of airport access and maintenance roads, and select
removal of vegetation (e.g., trees) within the Runway Object Free Area and Runway Protection
Zones. A majority of the Direct Effects portion of the APE was disturbed when the airport was
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developed in the mid- to late 1980s. The Indirect Effects portion of the APE encompass an area
around the runway likely to be exposed to increased noise (DNL 65 dB or higher), air emissions,
light emissions, etc. The APE is depicted on Figure 2.

Historic and Archaeological Resources in the APE

NRHP Search — A review of information contained in the Florida Master Site File showed no known
resources within the APE or near the airport that are listed on the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP). The nearest National Register-eligible resource is the Seaboard Airline Railroad Station
(PB12917), which is located approximately 9 miles east of the airport.

Cultural Resource Assessment Desktop Analysis — Archaeological Consultants, Inc. (ACI) prepared
a desktop analysis for the proposed development project. The study included the identification and
description of known archaeological sites and historic resources located within or proximate to the
APE!, as well as an evaluation of potential archaeologically sensitive areas. A copy of ACI’s report
is enclosed with this letter.

Background research did not identify any recorded archaeological sites within or near the APE. The
report states there is a low probability for aboriginal and historic archaeological site occurrence in the
APE. This is due to lack of preferred soil types; the area’s low, wet setting; and no evidence of
remaining hammocks in the APE. The potential for unrecorded historic period archaeological sites
was also assessed and found to be low. A review of property appraiser data and aerial photographs
and maps showed no indication historic buildings or structures. Because there is a low potential for
archaeological and historic sites, ACI recommended that a Cultural Resource Assessment Survey
(CRAS) does not appear to be warranted for this project. However, it was recommended that because
the proposed project includes ground disturbance activities, special conditions be in place regarding
unexpected discoveries during construction.

Consultation

Based on site conditions, a review of the proposed development project, and the research conducted,
the FAA’s preliminary determination is the undertaking would not affect historic properties or
cultural resources. However, we are interested in knowing if the Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of
Florida has any concerns or interests related to the proposed project and would like to enter into
Section 106 consultation. We welcome your knowledge and opinion on the APE, whether additional
study is needed for this undertaking, and the effects of the proposed project. FAA appreciates your
review of the enclosed project information and response within 30 days of receipt of this letter.
Please direct correspondence and questions to me at (407) 487-7296 or peter.m.green@faa.gov.

Sincerely,
Il'
I___.-"i-"‘.-'/;_ ﬁ'r.-r’ Ea,/ -

Peter M. Green! AICP
Environmental Protection Specialist

Enclosures

! Subsequent to the completion of ACI’s Desktop Survey, the APE was enlarged slightly for FAA’s consideration of potential
indirect effects (e.g., aircraft noise). The Direct Effects portion of the APE (areas subject to disturbance) remain unchanged.
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Table 1. CRAS projects conducted proximate to the property.

# of # of
Newly Previously
RENEEENL L Recorded Recorded
Resources | Resources
A Cultural Resource Assessment Survey of the
2807 / (Fuhrmcister Proposcd Cranc-Bridge-Plumosus 230 KV 0 0
and Hardin 1991) Transmission Line Project Corridor, Palm Bcach and
Martin Countics, Florida
A Culwural Resource Assessment Survey of Eight
6173 (Ambrosino Alternative Routes for State Road 7 from Okeechobee 0 0
and Estabrook 2000) | Boulevard (SR 704) to the Beeline Highway (SR 710)
Palm Beach County, Florida
12752 (Mankowski | A Phasc I Archacological Survey of ih¢ Vavrus North | 0
and Longo 2005) Parccl, Palin Bcach County, Florida
Phase [ Cultural Resource Survey and Archaeological
9061 (Labadiactal. | Inventory of the Onshorc Flotida Portion of the 2 2
2003) Proposed Seafarer U.S. Pipeline System Project in
Palm Beach and Martin Countics, Florida
Phase I Cultural Resources Survey and Archaeological
10954 / (Labadia et Inventory of the Onshore Florida Portion of the 2 2
al. 2004) Proposed Seafarer US Pipeline System Project in Palm
Bcach County, Florida
12730 (Carr and A Phase I Archaeological Survey of the Vavrus South 0 0
f.ongo 2005) Parcel, Palm Beach County, Florida
Cultural Resources Asscssment Survey SR 710
19570 (Janus (Bcglinc Highway) Project Development a_nd
Research 2012) En.wronmem (PD&E) Study frpm Approximately One 3 4
Mile East of SR 76 (Kanner Highway) to SR 708 (Blue
Heron Bivd), in Martin and Palm Beach Counties
27198 / (Davenport Letter Report of Findings: Sandhill Cranc West 0 0
and Green 2013) Restoration Projcct, Palm Beach County, Florida

ACI examined the site data in terms of distance to water and soil types using the April 2020
FMSF data, specifically looking at the distribution of sites withing the Easter Valley physiographic
region. There are 144 sites recorded in this area with confirmed site locations and aboriginal in nature;
historic sites were not included in this analysis. Table 2 shows the distribution of the sites by water
type and distance. As can been scen over 90% of the sites are within 100 m (328 ft) of a water sourccs,
of which 55% are associated with swamps or wetlands. Creeks and sloughs account for another 27%
of the sites. Over 7% are located along a river with another 7% being along the shore of Lake Worth.

Table 2. Site distrifsution by water type and distance.

Desktop — North Palm Beach Airport

<100 m (328 ft) <200 m (656 ft) >200 m (656 ft) Total
Water type N % N % N % N %
Creck/slough 371 25.69% 1 0.69% 1 0.69% 39 27.08%
Lakc 1 0.69% 0.00% 0.00% 1 0.69%
Lake Worth 10 6.94% 0.00% 0.00% 10 6.94%
Ocean 3 2.08% 0.00% 0.00% 3 2.08%
River 10 6.94% 1 0.69% 0.00% 11 7.64%
Swamp/welland 74| 51.39% 2 1.39% 4 2.78% 80 55.56%
Total 135 | 93.75% 4 2.78% 5 3.47% 144 | 100.00%
2 840
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Soil types and their drainage characteristics can also be used to assess the likelihood for
aboriginal site occurrence (Almy 197K). However, it should be noted that this may not provide an
accurate representation of their distribution. While we know the percentage of sites for cach soil type,
we do not know the percentage of each soil type that has been examined for archacological resources.
There are 43 soil types within the Eastern Valley of Palm Beach County; 33 of which have recorded
archacological sitcs (Table 3). It should be noted that many of these soil types are not suitable as sie
predictors, these are included in the “Other” category, which accounts for #.3% of the area. These
include varictics of made land, urban areas where soil types cannot be ascertained, and water bodics.
Although water is a site predictor, one docs not expect to find many sites in water, although they arc
koown to occur, Many of the sites occurred on more than one soil type. This analysis only included the
four types covering the greatest acreage for each site, which totaled 851 soil type occurrences. Column
*“1™ indicates that this soil type had the greatest area of the site, and so on down the line, so that column
*4™ had the smallest site acreage. Within this study area, the poorly drained soils account for 58.7% of
the area, with another 30.2% of the soils being very poorly drained. The remaining lands: include | 72%
excessively drained, 0.75% moderately well dramed, 0.25% somewhat poorly drained, and 0006% well
drained,

Table 3. Site distribution by dramnape class and soil type.

i T Suily o ol
DEATN AGE Sl type, % slopes O o T e Tatal ol diffcrence
EXCESSIVELY DRAINED
En;:; Beach-Urban land comples, 006% 4 3 0.98% 0.97%
f‘uh';;ﬁ'ﬁjf,,‘r;‘”‘““ kind e ] a| 19wl ns0%

Tuaial 1.72% 4 i il L] 6] L% 1.22%
MODERATELY WELL DEAINED
Pomclio fine sand, 0-5% 0, 75% 1] i 2 94% 2.1 9%
Taial 0n.75% (1] ] il L] i 1.94% L1%%
POORLY DRAINED
Basingper fnc sand, 01%-1% 4. 57% 2 I 3 1.47% -1
Basingcr-Lrban kand comiplex i, 78% [ 0K -11, 78 %
Beaches (AN % L} (L% (LM %
Boca Nine samd, (%-2% 4. 54% 5 2 7 1.43% =1L 11%
Hallandale ling sand, 0% 1.18% 3 I 4 |9 % i, 78%
Holopaw finc sand (%6-2% 3 ¥5% 4 4 |, 0% =11, 2%
Immokalee ling sand, (6-2% 5. 18% LH] | 5 5.30% 0,21%
Jupiter fine sand, (Me=-2% (02 % i i 2 1L Y 1L %
Myakka NMnc sand (%-2% 7.1 1% i 1 2 1L Y W El
hiyakka-Llrban lind coonplex ih61% 1] (AN Y -11,61 %
Oildsmar sand, 0%-1% 2 29% | | (449% = |80
Pimeda line sand, (Me-2% 4 % 1 i 2 i1 Y -1.11
Pineltas fine sand 2 21% i) i 1 14 T30 % 7.09%
Pompano fine samd, 1%=-2% i, 3% 1] 0.1 %% =], Wt
Raviera Nme sand, 0%-1% 181 1% 25 I 35| 1T6% 16 %
Riveera-Lirban band complex 01 1% 1] {1 (Y -1, 1 1%
Wabsasso line sand 1.24% i I (49 % =175
Winder Mne sand, (¥G-2% 1.75% 24 P 2 28] 13 Ti% | 1.97%
Total | SE.T0%% M 23 5 1 119 S5E.33% =0.37%
SOMEWHAT POORLY DRAINED
Canaveral-Urban lind complex (.25% 5 i ] 2% 2 6%%
Total .25% bl 1 ] i B 2.94% 1.69%
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: Bl &f,lg i % af
VERY POORLY DRAINED
Anclote fine sand (). 46% 2 1 3 | 47% 1.0 %
Basinger and Myakka sands, o 3 5 -
 depressional 307% : | 1 5| 24%% 0.62%
Chobee line sandy loaum i, 35% i 1 & i1, %% 11,65%
Florsdana fing sand, frequently - 3 :
Mm@‘ml% i 55% . | 4 1.96% | 42
E.csson mucky sand, tidal 0% 1 | 2 1.5 % i HE%
?_;“E““ muck, draincd, fp, (- Lzl 2 2 1 5| 24%% 1.33%
Pahokes muck, draned, =I'g. =1 %% £ (2% 1] LI AL
Rivicra [ine sand, fp, (%1% 23 KT 13 K 1 22 L. TES -{ 2108
Sambel muck {h.21% | 1 2 00 % 1h.75%
| Tequesia muck, Ip, (P 1% |.36% ] | 2 {1, 0% (L3R %
r;'_,"“ Ceiamuck, drained, fip, (%6 0.07% of .00 .07%
Tormy muck 101 % f (W% -00%s
Wullers amed Darhin ruck, iidal % 0 h M =[x
Total | J.232% 23 1] & (] 47| 13.04% -T. 1R
WELL DRAINED
Canaveral-Urban land complex i, 25% 5 | {5 2 94% Y
Tostal n.25Rag, 5 1 il (1] fi 2.94%, 2.0
(OTHER
i‘;:“""’u""“’" land complex, 1% 200%| 4 sl 196%|  -nee%
Argnts-Urban Lind compléx,
; 0,57 1t 04
of paiic substialum 5T% 2 . 0.5% %
Pits., {105-50% i, 53% H | 2 R -t 0,455,
E:f““l"“mmms.shapm.:m- o1l 8| 6l 204 717
Lidoribenls, 2%-15% iA5% 0 (LI [ E5%
Lrban lund i), RS %% | | L4985 =L 360 %%
Waoker 2.62% | | R 1 2 | 3
Total B31% 13 1 1] 1] Ih T R4 ). 46%:
Grand Totsl 100.00%| S38[ 233] 60 20] 8S1[ 100.00% 0.00%

As can been seen in the table, there is a relatively normal distribution of sites across the
landscape. The more interesting differences are highlighted in red (preferred soils) or blue (less
preferable). This is calculated by the percentage of sites minus the percent of area; anything with a
difference of 2% or more is highlighted, The moderately well and somewhat poorly dmined soils have
a positive cormelation with sites, but not nearly as high as some of the poorly drained soils. Winder sand
has a 12% difference and Pincllas sand has a 7.1% difference. The very poorly drained soils overall
have a negative cormelation with sites, which 15 not unexpected. Specifically, the frequently ponded
Riviera sand has a -12. 1% difference. The other four avoided soils are Myakka (-6.1%), Basinger (-
3.4%) and Pineda (-3.1%).

In addition to the soil and water factors, it has been determined that cak/palm hammocks, with
a slightly higher terrain than the surrounding lands have a high potential for archacological sires, A
review of the 1953 aerial, which shows much of the APE as undeveloped, was conducted to ascenain
whether such features were present. Figure 5 shows thosc arcas that may have been small hammocks;
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hese ve 1l been desroyed d ring irpor onsr ion. o h mmo ks ppe wihin e re
proposed rnew onsr ion.

Figure 5. Lo ono hepoten alhammo swth he | acr al
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Based on the environmental setting, the project APE was considered to have a low probability
for abonginal archacological site occwrrence. The preferred soil types are absent, and no evidence of
hammaocks is present. The potential for yet unrecorded historic period archacological sites was also
assessed and found to be low. The project area was initially surveyed in the 1845 by A H. Jones and
George MacKay (State of Florida | B45a, [845h, 1845¢). The plats depict no development within or
near the APE (State of Flonida 1 8454, 1846) (Figure 6). It was described as 2™ rate pine covered with
sawpalmetto and interspersed with ponds and savannahs (State of Florida 18452547, 1 845b:309-310).
All of Sections 2, 3, and | 1, and the east half of Scction 34 were deeded to the Florida Coast Line Canal
and Transportation Company in 1906, the west half of Section 34 was deeded to the Jacksonville,
Tampa, and Key West Railway Company in 1881 (State of Florida n.d_:191-192). It is unlikely that
cither of these companics did anything with these tracts.

Township 414425, Range 41E, 1845 : - 't‘

! L bz 3 -.ﬂ'-"- :'. .

Figure 6. 1845 and 1846 plats of di:pmjm APE.

A review of the historic acrial photos available from the PALMM indicated that in 1953, the
northwest portion of the APE appears to have been cleared for row crops or possible pines. No
development of the remainder of the APE occurrcd until the construction of the airport. Although
scveral dirt trails crosscd the APE as of 1986 (FDOT 1986; USDA 1953a, 1953b).

Background research indicated that no recorded historic (50 years of age or more) resources
{buildings, structures, cemelenies, bndges) are located within or adjscent (o the APE. The Seaboand Air
Line Railroad corridor (8PB12917) is located northwest of the APE. Although it has been determined
eligible for listing in the NRHP, the proposed undertaking will have no direct or indirect affects o
qualitics that have been used to determing its significance. A review of the historic acrial photos
available from the PALMM, historic quad maps, and the Palm Beach County property appraiser’s data
suggcsts no potential for historic resources within the APE (FDOT 1986; Jacks 2021; USDA 1953a,
1953b; USGS 1945, 1950) (sce Figure 5, Figure 7).
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Figure 7. 1945 quad map of the APE.

The background research revealed no recorded archacological sites or historic resources within
the APE. Although there is a low potential for abongzinal and historic archacolopical sies and a low
potential for historic resources. As a result, 8 CRAS may not be necessary, but if required during the
permitting process the fieldwork should mecet the requirements of Chapters 267, 373, and B72.05, I8,
Flerida’s Coastal Management Program, and implementing staie regulations, for possible effects on
historic propertics listed, or chigible for Listing, in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), or
otherwise of historical, architectural or archacological value, as well as the standards contained in
FIHR s Crlroral Reseivroe Managerment Standards and Clperarionral Mamad (FDHR 2003 ), the report
should also meet the specifications set forth in Chapter | A-46, FAC.
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