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I. INTRODUCTION     

 
The purpose of this Finding of No Significant Impact and Record of Decision (FONSI/ROD) is to briefly 
present the reasons why the approval of Federal actions supporting the funding of a grant for the proposed 
construction and operation of a new Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) at the Tulsa International Airport 
(TUL), which serves the metropolitan area of Tulsa, Oklahoma will not have a significant effect on the 
human environment.  The Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust (TAIT), the owner of the airport, has requested 
the following Federal actions:  
 

 Federal Aviation Administration’s (FAA) approval of the revised Airport Layout Plan with the 
proposed development. 

 Implementation of the following actions:  1) construction of a new 255-foot tall ATCT on a new 
location 1,500 feet northwest of the existing ATCT, 2) relocation of utilities and equipment, 3) 
access road and associated landside parking, 4) removal of the existing ATCT, and 5) 
construction of associated buildings. 

 Federal funding for eligible components of the above development.    
 
The FAA is the Federal agency responsible for the approval of the proposed federal actions outlined below 
and analyzed in the Environmental Assessment (EA).  The FAA has determined that the Proposed Action 
will have no significant impact on the human environment. 
 
Attached to this FONSI/ROD is the EA on which the finding is made. 
 
II. SUMMARY 
 
The EA was prepared pursuant to the provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 
and the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 C.F.R. Parts 1500-1508).  Additionally, 
the EA meets the guidelines identified in FAA Orders 1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and 
Procedures and 5050.4B, NEPA Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions.  
  
No thresholds of significance were found to be exceeded in the EA. After review of the EA and other 
supporting documentation, the FAA determined that a FONSI/ROD was justified for the proposed airport 
improvements.  
  
Public involvement has been conducted through news articles and public board meetings. The Final EA will 
be released with this FONSI.  
 
III. PURPOSE AND NEED 
 
According to the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT), the average ATCT facility has an expected 
useful life of approximately 25 to 30 years. The current ATCT was constructed in 1961.  As identified 
during an assessment and worker observations, the exterior of the building shows advanced signs of 
deterioration; elevator malfunctions; outdated and outmoded interior building systems; and regulatory non-
compliant systems.  The non-compliance includes building code compliance and Americans with 



 

Disabilities Act for structures, systems, life safety, and accessibility. Additionally, the current placement of 
the ATCT does not allow for full visibility of aircraft from the ATCT.   
 
A. Need for the Proposed Project  
The need for the Proposed Action is described in Chapter 1 in the EA.  The need is supported based on 
TUL’s role within the National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS) designated as a small hub, 
Class I airport, as it translates to the airport’s level of importance within the national aviation system.  In 
order to allow TUL to continue to fulfill its assigned role, it needs an ATCT that allows for full visibility of 
aircraft.  

 
B. Purpose of the Proposed Project   
The purpose of the construction and operation of a new ATCT is to improve air traffic control services to 
TUL while increasing visibility to taxiways. All elements associated with the proposed solution are 
described in Chapter 2 in the EA. 
 
IV. ALTERNATIVES 
 
The FAA explored and objectively evaluated reasonable alternatives that were considered practical and 
feasible in meeting the purpose and need.  Chapter 2 of the EA describes the alternatives considered to 
meet the airport’s purpose and need.  
  
Two alternatives were proposed in the EA.  These consisted of the Proposed Action as described above 
and the No Action Alternative. A detailed explanation of each alternative is provided in the EA and will not 
be repeated herein. Note that the No Action Alternative is always required to be analyzed in accordance 
with the CEQ regulations 40 CFR § 1502.14.   
  
The FAA has determined in this FONSI/ROD that the TAIT’s Proposed Action is the FAA’s preferred and 
selected alternative.  In arriving at this decision, the FAA considered all pertinent factors, including the 
environmental impacts as well as the FAA statutory charter in the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended, to encourage and foster the development of civil aeronautics (49 U.S.C. § 40101). 
 
V. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

 
A. Potential Impact Resource Categories 
The EA analyzed relevant environmental categories based on FAA Order 5050.4B, “National 
Environmental Policy Act Implementing Instructions for Airport Projects”. Those resource categories that 
the selected alternative has the potential to impact are discussed below. Any mitigation measures 
proposed are discussed in Section VII. 
 
i. Air Quality 
Temporary increases in emissions resulting from construction activities may occur for a limited period of 
time.  This temporary increase will also not rise to the level of significance. 
 
ii. Climate Change 
Temporary increases in greenhouse gas (GHG) resulting from construction and demolitions activities may 
occur for a limited period of time.  Energy efficiency associated with the new ATCT has potential to 
decrease energy consumption, reducing emissions from power generating facilities. Neither the temporary 
increase in construction GHG nor the long-term efficiencies associated with the new ATCT will rise to a 
significant level. (Section 3.5.1) 
 
iii. Biological Resources  
This proposed project site is located on developed airport property with high level of human presence and 
is regularly mowed and maintained.  The construction and operation of the Proposed Action will remove 
the maintained lawn and replaced it with pavement.  Removal of this habitat type would displace the 
existing generalist wildlife within the area.  An updated official species list was acquired from the U.S Fish 
and Wildlife Service for this project with six federally listed or candidate species potentially present in the 
area and no designated critical habitat. Due to lack of listed species habitat and no presence of listed 
species, the FAA has determined that there will be no effect to listed species or their habitat with 
implementation of the Proposed Action.   





 

silt fences, or wheel washers; and suspension of earth-moving activities during high wind 
conditions. 

 Preparation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan and implementation of best management 
practices to minimize potential water quality impacts.  Authorization under OKR10 Stormwater 
General Permit for Construction Activities must be obtained.  

 If species listed under the Endangered Species Act are seen on-site during the time of 
construction, all activities will be halted.  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service will be contacted and 
Section 7 consultation will be conducted. 

 If buried cultural resources are discovered during construction activities, construction activity will 
immediately cease, and the SHPO and Cherokee Nation will be notified. 
 

VIII.   DECISION CONSIDERATIONS AND ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 
 
Throughout the development of the airport, including the proposed improvements described in Part III 
above, the FAA has made every effort to adhere to the policies and purposes of NEPA, as stated in CEQ 
Regulations for Implementing NEPA, 40 CFR § 1500-1508.  In its determination whether to prepare an EIS 
or process the EA as a FONSI/ROD, the FAA weighed the following considerations: 
 
In accordance with 40 CFR § 1507.3 and 1501.5, FAA Orders 1050.1F and 5050.4B, represent Agency 
procedures to supplement the CEQ Regulations for airport development projects. 
 
After examination of the EA as well as all other evidence available to the FAA, the FAA has determined the 
available record demonstrated that no thresholds indicating the potential for significant impacts were 
exceeded, and an EIS is not required.  In addition, the FAA determined that existing evidence available to 
the agency clearly points to the proposed project as beneficial in fulfilling the FAA's statutory mission of 
promoting a safe and efficient nationwide airport system, and further study of the issues in an EIS will 

technical expertise to develop, evaluate, and select actions and alternatives that would result in safe and 
efficient use of U.S airspace as prescribed in 49 U.S.C. §40103(a).  In accordance with 49 U.S.C. Section 
44502(b), the FAA has determined that the proposed action is reasonably necessary for use in air 
commerce.  
  
The EA has adequately provided the agency with the information it needs: (a) to make an informed, 
objective decision on the environmental effects, as well as other effects, of the proposed project; and (b) to 
take actions that protect, restore, and enhance the environment. The FAA weighed both the potential 
positive and negative consequences that this proposed action may have on the quality of the human 
environment.  Further processing of this proposed action in an EIS would needlessly generate additional 
paperwork and a rehashing of issues, while simultaneously impeding the FAA from carrying out its mission 
and blocking a primary goal of NEPA -- that of fostering excellent action.    
  
In summary, the FAA opts to use a Finding of No Significant Impact based on its conclusions that the 
proposed project will not have a significant effect on the human environment.   
  
I have carefully and thoroughly considered the facts contained in the attached EA. Based on that 
information, I find the proposed Federal action is consistent with existing national environmental policies 
and objectives of Section 101(a) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and other 
applicable environmental requirements. I also find the proposed Federal action 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.  As a result, the FAA will not prepare an EIS for this action. 
 
 
RECOMMENDED   
FOR APPROVAL:        ______________________________________________________ 
                  Environmental Protection Specialist, AR/OK Airports District Office      
       
 
 APPROVED:       ______________________________________________________  
         Manager, AR/OK Airports District Office 
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1.0 Chapter 1: Purpose and Need 

1.1 Introduction 

The primary purpose of this Environmental Assessment (EA) is to document and 
evaluate the potential effects to the human health and the environment associated with 
the implementation of the Proposed Action as well as the ability of the alternatives to 
meet the purpose and need for the Proposed Action. The Proposed Action is to construct 
and operate a new Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) at the Tulsa International Airport 
(TUL) to replace the existing ATCT as the existing ATCT is does not meet the current FAA 
standards and building codes for structures, systems, life safety, and accessibility. 

This EA has been prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
of 1969, as amended (42 United States Code [USC] 4321 et seq.), as implemented by the 
regulations promulgated by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) (40 Code of Federal 
Regulations [CFR] §1500-1508). The principal objectives of NEPA are to ensure the careful 
consideration of environmental aspects of proposed actions in Federal decision-making 
processes and to make environmental information available to decision makers and the 
public before decisions are made and actions are taken. The intent of NEPA is to protect, 
restore, or enhance the environment through a well-informed decision-making process. The 
CEQ was established under NEPA to implement and oversee federal policy in this process. 
To this end, the CEQ issued the Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of 
NEPA.  The CEQ regulations declare that an EA serves to accomplish the following 
objectives:  

• Briefly provide sufficient evidence and analysis for determining whether to prepare 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) or a Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI);  

• Aid in an agency's compliance with NEPA when an EIS is not necessary; and 

• Facilitate preparation of an EIS when necessary. 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is the lead federal agency to ensure 
compliance with the NEPA for airport development actions. The FAA has established a 
process to ensure compliance with the provisions of NEPA through, FAA Order 1050.1F, 
Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, 1050.1F Desk Reference, and FAA 
Order 5050.4B, NEPA Implementing Instructions for Airport. These federal regulations 
establish both the administrative process and substantive scope of the environmental 
impact evaluation designed to ensure that deciding authorities have a proper 
understanding of the potential environmental consequences of a contemplated course of 
action. This EA has been prepared in accordance with the regulations and guidance 
documents. 



 Purpose and Need 

Environmental Assessment         
Construction and Operation of New ATCT at Tulsa International Airport    2 

1.2 Background Information 

The TUL is located at 7777 Airport Drive, Tulsa, Oklahoma and is owned by the City of 
Tulsa and leased to the Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust (TAIT). The TAIT operates, 
manages, and administers the TUL and Tulsa Riverside (RVS). TUL is a medium sized 
multi-use, small hub, airport that serves air carrier, air cargo, business and general 
aviation (FAA 2023). TUL encompasses 4,400 acres and is one of the largest industrial 
employers in the region.  Tenants of the TUL include: the Oklahoma Air National Guard, 
Army Aviation Support Facility, American Airlines Tech Ops-Tulsa, L3 Harris, Lufthansa, 
US Aviation, Intercontinental Jet and the Air and Space Museum. Service providers 
include Atlantic Aviation, BizJet, Legacy Jet Center, and Sparks Aviation (TIA 2018). 

The airport was dedicated on July 3, 1928, and by the end of 1929, the Tulsa Municipal 
Airport led all airports in the world in paid passenger volume. In 1932 a new terminal 
was constructed, and in 1946 and 1955, new hangers were constructed in response to 
the growing need for passenger travel. The airport was renamed the TUL in 1963. In 
1971-1972, a new terminal and cargo areas were constructed (Airports Guide 2016). In 
2015, the terminal was renovated and includes two concourses. In September 2022, 
260,489 passengers visited the TUL and operations included 8,888 flights (TIA 2022a); 
numbers exceeding September 2019 travel counts. The FAA projects that by 2025, the 
TUL will have 1,643,810 visitors and 98,313 flights which is a 20% increase in visitors 
and 10% increase in operations from the 2022 projections (FAA 2022a).   

Figure 1 Site Location  

 
Source: ESRI World Image 
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The TUL has three paved runways: Runway 18L/36R with the dimensions of 9,999 x 150 
feet (ft), Runway 18R/36L with the dimensions of 6,101 x 100 ft, and Runway 8/26 with 
the dimensions of 7,376 x 150 ft. Two of the three runways are parallel and are oriented 
in a general north-south direction. In 2021, the airport served 25 nonstop destinations, 
and as of 2022, the average daily aircraft operation is 254, with 37 percent as 
commercial (AirNav 2022). The third runway (Runway 8/26) is a crosswind runway, 
oriented in an east-west direction. The runways are supported by a system of parallel 
and connecting taxiways. Outside of the runway/taxiway system are landside facilities 
which include the passenger terminal building, passenger terminal support facilities, 
airport support facilities, aircraft storage and maintenance (including five aprons), fixed 
based operators, airport storage facilities, fuel storage, and automotive areas including 
parking and roadways.  

The passenger terminal is located between the north-south parallel runways and south of 
the cross-wind runway. The terminal was constructed in 1961 and has been expanded 
and renovated since its construction. The terminal includes two concourses with 22 gate 
positions. Currently six commercial airlines serve TUL: Allegiant, American Airlines, 
Breeze, Delta Airlines, Southwest Airlines, and United Airlines (TIA 2022b).  The terminal 
is surrounded by access roadways, public and employee parking, a rental car facility, two 
hotels, and terminal ancillary facilities.   

The ATCT is centrally located within the airport property, on the north side of cross wind 
runway and between the two north-south runways (see Figure 2). The ATCT is classified 
as Level 8 Airport Traffic Control-8 with a combined tower and radar approach control 
facility. The ATCT is owned and maintained by TAIT and leased to the FAA. The ATCT is 
157 ft above ground surface (AGS) and three areas within the airfield have restricted 
visibility to/from ATCT; these are Taxi-lanes QQ and NN and the southern portion of 
Taxiway L.  
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Figure 2 TUL Layout 

 

Source: TIA 2018 
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1.3 Proposed Project Purpose and Need 

1.3.1 Purpose  

The purpose of the construction and operation of a new ATCT is to improve air traffic control 
services to TUL while increasing visibility to taxiways.  

1.3.2 Needs 

The ATCT, which was commissioned in 1958 and construction as completed in 1961, has 
exceeded its useful life. According to the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT), the 
average ATCT facility has an expected useful life of approximately 25 to 30 years (USDOT 
2008). As identified during the assessment and worker observations, the exterior of the 
building shows advanced signs of deterioration; elevator malfunctions; outdated and 
outmoded interior building systems; and regulatory non-compliant systems.  The non-
compliance includes building code compliance and Americans with Disabilities Act for 
structures, systems, life safety, and accessibility. Additionally, the current placement of the 
ATCT does not allow for full visibility of aircraft from the ATCT.   

1.4 Federal Decision to be Made 

TUL is included in the FAA’s National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS) and is 
designated as a small hub, Class I, airport, on the Part 139 Airport Certification Status 
List. Inclusion in the NPIAS signifies that the FAA considers this airport an important part 
of the nation’s air transportation system, which makes TUL eligible to receive federal 
grants under the FAA’s Airport Improvement Program. As such, the FAA is the federal 
decision-maker concerning the funding of the grant. The TAIT will be responsible for the 
activities associated with the funding of the grant including construction and 
maintenance of the new ATCT.    
 
The purpose of this EA is to inform the public and decision-makers of the potential 
environmental effects of the Proposed Action and alternatives prior to making a federal 
decision to move forward with any action. In this manner, federal decision-makers can 
make a fully informed decision, aware of the potential environmental effects of their 
Proposed Action. Overall, the purpose of this EA is to: 

• Document the NEPA process; 
• Inform decision-makers of the possible environmental effects of the Proposed Action 

and its considered alternatives, as well as methods to reduce these effects; 
• Allow for public, regulatory agency and tribal input into the decision-making process; 

and 
• Allow for informed decision-making by the federal government. 
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This decision-making includes identifying the actions that the federal government will 
commit to undertake to minimize environmental effects, as required under the NEPA and 
associated CEQ Regulations.  

FAA will ultimately decide if the grant is funded and the actions associated with the funds 
are performed. 
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2.0 Chapter 2: Alternatives 

2.1 Introduction 

This section of the EA provides a brief history of the formulation of alternatives, 
identification of alternatives eliminated from further consideration, a description of the 
Proposed Action, and a description of the No Action Alternative.  The screening criteria and 
the review of alternatives was developed and evaluated jointly by the FAA and TAIT to hone 
the number of reasonable alternatives for the Proposed Action. The Proposed Action was 
selected based on the evaluation and its ability to meet the Purpose and Need.   

2.2 Identification of Potential Alternatives  

This section discusses the alternatives selection process and defines the alternatives that 
were considered.  The implementing procedures for NEPA establish a number of policies for 
federal agencies to follow in order to avoid or minimize the adverse effects of their actions.  
The FAA has also issued agency guidance associated with the act.  Under FAA Order 
1050.1F, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, Chapter 6, EAs should be 
prepared with a level of analysis that identifies reasonable alternatives, including a no action 
alternative. Alternatives are to be considered to the same level of assessment of the 
proposed action. Alternatives that are eliminated from detailed analysis must be 
identified, along with a brief discussion of the reasons for eliminating them.   

Four alternatives for the Proposed Action were considered.  These alternatives included:  

• Renovating the existing ATCT (Alternative 1);  

• Construction of a new ATCT at Site #1 (Alternative 2);  

• Construction of a new ATCT at Site #2 (Alternative 3); and  

• The No Action alternative. (Alternative 4).  

To develop Alternatives 2 and 3, the airport engaged the FAA in a tower siting and height 
study (Airport Facilities Terminal Integration Lab [(AFTIL]) in September 2019.  The study 
was officially complete on June 17, 2021 and became effective May 2022.  The study 
identified and analyzed the two potential locations for the new ATCT. Site #1, Alternative 2, 
is approximately 1,500 feet to the northwest of the existing and Site # 2, Alternative 3, is 
immediately to the northwest of the existing ATCT. See Figure 3 for the proposed Site #1 
and #2.  The study reviewed visibility, operational, and communication constraints/hazards.  
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Figure 3 Proposed New ATCT Locations 

 

Alternative 1  

Under this alternative, the existing ATCT would be renovated to meet current FAA 
standards. Renovations would include upgrading the existing communication systems 
including electrical to increase the existing workspace, replacing existing mechanical and 
plumbing systems, roof maintenance, glass replacement, upgrading stairs to current 
building standards, new drywall and paint, resealing of exterior walls, and repaving of the 
current parking area.  

Renovation of the existing ATCT, Alternative 1, was dismissed from consideration due to 
budgetary constraints. It is estimated that renovation activities would cost an additional 4.1 
million dollars above the existing maintenance budget and would not allow for expansion of 
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staff or capabilities or meet the mandatory workspace requirements. The constraint of the 
structure would not allow this alternative to meet the purpose and need of this action 
(meeting the requirements in FAA Orders 1600.69B, FAA Facility Security Management 
Program and 6480.7E, ATCT and Terminal Radar Approach Control Design Policy) and 
therefore was dismissed. Under this alternative the Purpose and Need of the Proposed 
Action would not be met as the location does not improve the visibility to taxiways from the 
ATCT.  

Alternative 2 (Site #1)  

Site #1 is located approximately 1,500 feet to the northwest of the existing ATCT.  The top 
of the tower at the site is proposed to be 243 feet above ground surface (AGS) with the cab 
floor level at 238 feet AGS and eye level of 243 feet AGS.  This location provided no 
restrictions on visibility, no operational hazards, and no safety hazards Impacts were noted 
to existing radio frequencies including remote communications outlets at Runway 18L, 
Taxiway E, and Taxiway J; remote transmitter/receiver at Runway 18R, Taxiway L, Taxiway 
M; and line of sight (LOS) from the current ATCT to the approach at the end of Runway 18R 
during construction and impacts to LOS to Taxiway J and Taxiway B LOS restrictions would 
be present until the existing ATCT is demolished.  Remote communications outlets and 
remote transmitter/receiver are transceivers that extend the communication capability for 
ground-to-ground communication between air traffic control specialists and pilots (FAA 
2022b).  

Alternative 3 (Site #2) 

Site #2 is located immediately to the northwest of the existing ATCT. Once constructed, the 
new ATCT would be 259 feet AGS with the cab floor level at 224 feet AGS and eye level of 
229 feet AGS.  The site passed the visibility analysis; however, the location did not provide 
the best view of aircraft approaching RW 36L and impacts to remote communications outlets 
were present. Runway 18L, Taxiway E, and Taxiway J remote communications had the 
potential to be impacted; and impacts to remote transmitter/receiver impacts at Runway 8, 
Taxiway 36L, Taxiway C2, Taxiway K, Taxiway L, and Taxiway M are anticipated. Impacts to 
LOS from the site to the approach end of Runway 18R would exist until the demolition of the 
existing ATCT. No operational hazards and safety hazards were found to be present.     

Beyond the impacts to communications, the location of the alternative had the potential to 
provide a constraint on the growth for hangar construction/availability, south of the site.  If 
facilities were constructed to the south of the site, visibility to aircraft would be limited; 
creating an unsafe environment. Due to the location of the site limiting growth at the TUL, 
Alternative 3 was dismissed.   

Alternative 4 (No Action)  

Under the No-Action Alternative, the existing ATCT would remain in its current condition. 
The existing ATCT would continue to receive annual and emergency maintenance, a new 
facility would not be constructed, and the existing ATCT would not be demolished. Under 
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this alternative the Purpose and Need of the Proposed Action would not be met as the 
location does not improve the visibility to taxiways from the ATCT. 

2.3 Alternatives Retained for Analysis in This EA 

2.3.1 Proposed Action (Alternative 2) 

The Proposed Action is to construct a new ATCT, located approximately 1,500 feet 
northwest of the existing ATCT (Figure 3).   The area of potential effect is identified in 
Figure 4. The new ATCT would be constructed to a height of 243 ft at control lab eye level, 
255 ft to the top of the tower.  The current ATCT is a height of 157 ft AGS, with a cab eye 
level of 150 ft AGS. The increased height is intended to improve visibility for controllers over 
existing and future hangars and was based upon the FAA Airport Traffic Control Visibility 
Analysis Tool (FAA 2021). The Proposed Action includes the site development, site utilities, 
access roads, the actual tower and base building including the Terminal Radar Approach 
Control (TRACON), any support buildings, and all necessary FAA control communications 
connections to airfield lights and NAVAIDS. The tower cab will contain 550 square feet of 
floor space and will contain all new FAA equipment. The new TRACON and base building will 
contain approximately 15,000 square feet. The current ATCT and base building will be 
demolished once the new tower is placed into service. All demolition debris will be 
transported and disposed of in accordance with local and state regulations.  

The equipment, including, but not limited to communication and radar, within and currently 
in operation at the existing ATCT will be in use until the new ATCT is operational. The 
equipment is owned by the FAA, and prior to demolition of the existing ATCT, the equipment 
will be returned to the agency, and the agency will be responsible for its salvage and/or use 
as surplus equipment. The new ATCT will require new FAA-owned air traffic control 
equipment which will become operational upon commissioning of the new ATCT. 

No land acquisition will be necessary for the Proposed Action to be implemented. The new 
tower will be built to minimize ambient light glare at night and be visible from all areas 
associated with air travel. 

The Proposed Action is an approved capital item in the airport’s long-term capital program 
and was approved by TUL signatory air carriers in June 2019.  The TUL is also seeking 
federal funds as well as funding from the State of Oklahoma, Oklahoma Aeronautics 
Commission, City of Tulsa, and Tulsa County for the Proposed Action. It is estimated the 
Proposed Action will cost 95 million dollars.  
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Figure 4 Proposed Project Location 

 

2.3.2 No-Action Alternative (Alternative 4) 

Consideration of the No Action Alternative is required through NEPA per CEQ regulations. 
The No Action Alternative serves as a basis of comparison with other alternatives considered 
for detailed analysis. Under the No Action Alternative, the existing ATCT would remain in 
use, and the non-compliant systems and inefficient facility would remain in place and 
operation. Under this alternative, the purpose and need of the action would not be met.  
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3.0 Affected Environment and Environmental 
Consequenses 

3.1 Introduction 

This section describes the baseline, existing conditions of environmental resources 
(Technical Resource Areas) within the area potentially subject to effects from 
implementation of the alternatives. The baseline conditions presented in this section are 
described to the level of detail necessary to support analysis of potential impacts associated 
with the Proposed Action and No Action Alternative.  

3.1.1 Criteria of Analysis of Impacts  

After each description of the relevant baseline conditions of each considered Technical 
Resource Area, the potential direct and indirect effects of the Proposed Action and No Action 
Alternative are analyzed. The significance of an action is also measured in terms of its 
context and intensity. For the purposes of this analysis, the potential environmental impacts 
are described in terms of duration, whether they are direct or indirect, the magnitude of the 
impact, and whether they are adverse or beneficial. These thresholds are in accordance with 
FAA Order 1050.1F and are summarized in the following paragraphs:  

Short-term or long term. In general, short-term impacts are those that would occur only 
with respect to a particular time-lined activity, for a finite period, or only during the time 
required for construction or installation activities. Long-term impacts are those that are 
more likely to be persistent and chronic.  

Direct or indirect. A direct impact is caused by an action and occurs around the same time 
at or near the location of the action. An indirect impact is caused by an action at later in 
time or are farther removed in distance but are still reasonably foreseeable. Indirect effects 
may include growth inducing effects and other effects related to induced changes in the 
pattern of land use, population density or growth rate, and related effects on air and water 
and other natural systems, including ecosystems.  

Adverse or beneficial. An adverse impact is one having unfavorable or undesirable 
outcomes on the man-made or natural environment. A beneficial impact is one having 
positive outcomes on the man-made or natural environment.  

3.1.2 Significance Criteria  

Significance is based on the twin criteria of context and intensity (FAA Order 1050.1F, 
Section 4-3.2). Context means the affected environment in which a Proposed Action would 
occur; it can be local, regional, national, or all three, depending upon the circumstances. 
Context means that the significance of an action must be analyzed in several contexts such 
as society as a whole (human/national), the affected region, the affected interests, and the 
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locality. Significance varies with the setting of the Proposed Action. For instance, in the case 
of a site-specific action, significance would usually depend upon the effects in the locale 
rather than in the world as a whole. Both short-and long-term effects are relevant. Intensity 
refers to the severity of impact, ranging from negligible, minor, or moderate.  

Negligible impacts are generally those that might be perceptible but are at the lower level of 
detection. A minor impact is slight, but detectable. A moderate impact is readily apparent. 
Significant impacts are those that, in their context and due to their magnitude (severity), 
have the potential to meet the thresholds for significance set forth in the FAA Order 1050.1F 
and thus, warrant heightened attention and examination for potential means for mitigation 
to fulfill the policies set forth in NEPA. Significance criteria for the resources fully analyzed 
within this EA are presented below.  

Air Quality. The action would cause pollutant concentrations to exceed one or more of the 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), as established by the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) under the Clean Air Act (CAA), for any of the 
time periods analyzed, or to increase the frequency or severity of any such existing 
violations.  

Climate Change.  The potential for the climate or associated measures (flooding) would be 
modified to the extent that safety of the public would be present or facilities, or operations 
would no longer be efficient or safe.    

Biological resources. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) determines that the 
action would be likely to jeopardize the continued existence of a federally listed threatened 
or endangered species or would result in the destruction or adverse modification of federally 
designated critical habitat. 

Hazardous materials, solid waste, and pollution prevention. The potential to increase 
the amount of hazardous materials and / or solid waste generated, and the potential to 
violate applicable Federal, state, tribal, or local laws or regulations regarding hazardous 
materials and/or solid waste management.  

Historical, Architectural, Archeological, and Cultural Resources. The potential to 
result in ground disturbing/construction activities that may adversely affect known or 
unidentified cultural resources (archeological and/or historic) within the project area. 

Land use. The potential to result in disturbing the current land use or resulting in a change 
in the current zone.  

Natural resources and energy supply. The potential to result in an increase of energy 
supply and natural resources.  

Socioeconomics. The potential to create substantial economic growth in an area, either 
directly or indirectly or disrupt the community through physical or economic means. 
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Environmental justice. The potential to lead to a disproportionately high and adverse 
impact to an environmental justice population (low-income or minority population).  

3.2 Environmental Resources Not Affected 

This section describes environmental resources that would not be affected by the Proposed 
Action. Therefore, this EA does not evaluate the potential for impacts for these resources 
and they are not discussed further in this EA. 

3.2.1 Coastal Resources 

Thirty-five states are eligible to participate in the Coastal Zone Management Program, and 
Oklahoma is not one of these thirty-five states.  The study area is located more than 450 
miles from the nearest Coastal Zone Management Area, which is located within Texas. Since 
Oklahoma is not eligible to participate within the program, the Proposed Action would not 
affect any coastal resources.  

3.2.2 Farmlands  

Construction of the Proposed Action would occur entirely on Airport property. No farmland 
would be acquired or converted as a result of the Proposed Action. Under Section 
523(10)(B) of the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA), land that is committed to urban 
development is not subject to provisions of the FPPA. Airport property is zoned as 
“Industrial Moderate” (IM) and is considered an urban use. Therefore, there would be no 
impact to farmlands.  

3.2.3 Noise and Noise Compatible Land Use  

Construction activities associated with the Proposed Action would temporarily increase noise 
levels in the project vicinity. Noise associated with the operation of the construction 
equipment would be limited to the construction period. Noise associated with construction 
activities does not typically generate a predicted noise exposure of 65 dB(A) DNL or greater 
because even at extremely high rates of operation, the equipment itself does not generate 
noise so intense that averaged over the period of construction that would produce 65 dB(A) 
DNL.  The FAA’s criteria for evaluating the impact of “noise energy exposure” is expressed in 
terms of yearly day/night average sound level (DNL).  The threshold of significance for 
purposes of determining whether a proposed action will cause significant noise impacts is 
set forth in FAA Order 1050.1F.   A “significant noise impact” is defined as a 1.5 decibel (or 
greater) increase within the 65 DNL contour over any noise sensitive area when compared 
to the "no action" alternative.  Applying the above criteria, there would be no impact to 
noise. Additionally the Proposed Action does not include the modification of air traffic, which 
has the potential to modify the level of noise at varying locations creating no change in 
compatible land use. Due to the distance from sensitive receptors, no impact on residential 
communities associated with construction noise is anticipated. 
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3.2.4 Visual Effects  

Construction of the Proposed Action would occur entirely on airport property. Construction 
activity is unlikely to occur during the nighttime hours, but if nighttime construction were to 
occur, it would be restricted to terminal related construction. Light emissions from any 
nighttime-related construction would be temporary. Additionally, the closest residences 
(visual receptors) are approximately 0.9 miles to southwest of the proposed location and is 
shielded by vegetation and airport buildings. Even with the increase in height of the new 
ATCT, based upon the distance from the nearest visual receptor and the surrounding land 
use no impact to visual effects is anticipated.  

3.2.5 Light Emissions  

Construction of the Proposed Action would be conducted during daylight hours; therefore no 
additional light sources would be generated and no impact to air operations or sensitive 
receptors would be present. The Proposed Action would be constructed with the required 
number of external lights, per FAA guidelines. Upon completion of construction, the existing 
ATCT would be demolished, removing light emissions associated with that building. The light 
emissions associated with the Proposed Action is assumed to be similar than that of the 
baseline condition as lighting requirements are in accordance with FAA guidelines. The 
closest visual receptor is located approximately 0.9 miles to southwest of the proposed 
location and is shielded by vegetation and airport buildings. Due to the visual barriers and 
the similar light emissions associated between the existing ATCT and the Proposed Action, 
no impact is anticipated.  

3.2.6 Floodplains 

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map 
(FIRM) Panel No. 40143C0234L, effective October 16, 2012, TUL is mapped within Zone X, 
which lies outside the 100- and 500-year floodplain zone.  Zone X is an area of minimal flood 
hazard. TUL is not located within a floodplain; therefore, no impact to the floodplain or 
structures within are anticipated (FEMA 2012). 

3.2.7 Wild and Scenic Rivers 

Under National Wild and Scenic Rivers System, none of the rivers identified within the 
system are located within the state of Oklahoma. The closest river is the Mulberry River in 
Arkansas, which is approximately to the 130 miles east (NPS 2023).  Due to the lack of 
designated rivers within the vicinity, no impact is anticipated.  

3.3 Comparison of the Potential Effects of the Analysis 

The existing condition of the environmental resources at the area of the proposed ATCT and 
its vicinity that are potentially impacted are presented in Section 3. Section 3 also presents 
an analysis of each alternative's potential effects on the Resource Areas that were analyzed 
fully.  
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In accordance with CEQ Regulations at 40 CFR Parts 1502.14 and 1502.16, as well FAA 
Order 15050.1F, Table 3-1 presents the environmental impacts of the proposal and the 
alternatives in comparative form, thus sharply defining the issues and providing a clear 
basis for choice among options by the decision-maker and the public. 

Table 3-1 Comparison of the Potential Effects of the Analyzed Alternatives 

Resource Proposed Action No Alternative 
(Baseline) 

Air Quality Short-term, direct, minor, and adverse 
impacts – due to the increase emissions 
from heavy equipment used during the 
construction of Proposed Action. These 
impacts are less than significant. 

No change – therefore, 
no impact. 

Climate Change Short-term, direct, minor adverse impacts 
and long-term, direct, beneficial impact – 
construction equipment associated with 
the construction of the new ATCT and 
demolition of existing ATCT will generate 
emissions. Increase in efficiency 
associated with the new facility will 
reduce energy consumption, which could 
reduce emissions. These impacts are less 
than significant   

No change – therefore, 
no impact. 

Biological Resources Short-term and long-term, direct, minor, 
and adverse impact –construction and 
operation of the Proposed Action will 
remove the maintained lawn and replace 
with pavement. No listed species or 
migratory birds were found to inhabit the 
study area. These impacts are less than 
significant.  

No change – therefore, 
no impact. 

Water Resources Short-term, indirect, minor, and adverse 
impacts – due to the increase of 
impervious cover and runoff. These 
impacts are less than significant. 

No change – therefore, 
no impact. 

Hazardous Materials, Solid 
Waste and Pollution 
Prevention 

Short term, direct, minor, and adverse 
impact – The construction and of the 
Proposed Action will contribute to solid 
waste but will be short term and minor. 
These impacts are less than significant.  

No change – therefore, 
no impact. 

Cultural Resources No adverse impact – No historic 
properties will be affected by the 
Proposed Action. 

No change – therefore, 
no impact. 

Land Use No adverse impact - land will continue to 
operate as an airport and no change in 
land use is anticipated. 

No change – therefore, 
no impact 
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Natural Resources and 
Energy Supply 

Short term, long term, direct, minor, and 
adverse impact – The construction and 
operation of the Proposed Action will 
require the use of natural resources and 
energy supply. These impacts are less 
than significant.  

No change – therefore, 
no impact. 

Socioeconomics  No adverse impact - Socioeconomics may 
benefit from the employment 
opportunities for the construction and 
operation of the Proposed Action.  

No change – No new 
employment 
opportunities for the 
construction and 
operation of the 
Proposed Action.  

Environmental Justice No adverse impact – A disadvantaged 
community is present; however, all of the 
impacts associate with the Proposed 
Action are considered less than 
significant. 

No change – therefore, 
no impact. 

 

3.4 Air Quality 

The USEPA established primary and secondary NAAQS under the CAA, 42 united states code 
§ 7401 et seq. The CAA also set emission limits for certain air pollutants from specific 
sources, set new source performance standards based on best demonstrated technologies, 
and established national emission standards for hazardous air pollutants.  

The CAA specifies two sets of standards – primary and secondary – for each regulated air 
pollutant. Primary standards define levels of air quality necessary to protect public health, 
including the health of sensitive populations such as people with asthma, children, and the 
elderly. Secondary standards define levels of air quality necessary to protect against 
decreased visibility and damage to animals, crops, vegetation, and buildings. Federal air 
quality standards are currently established for six pollutants (known as criteria pollutants), 
including carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), ozone (O3), sulfur oxides (SOx), 
(commonly measured as sulfur dioxide [SO2]), lead, particulate matter equal to or less than 
10 micrometers in aerodynamic diameter (PM10), and particulate matter equal to or less 
than 2.5 micrometers in aerodynamic diameter (PM2.5). Although O3 is considered a criteria 
pollutant and is measurable in the atmosphere, it is often not considered as a pollutant 
when reporting emissions from specific sources, because O3 is not typically emitted directly 
from most emissions sources. Ozone is formed in the atmosphere from its precursors – 
nitrogen oxides (NOx) and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) – that are directly emitted 
from various sources. Thus, emissions of NOx and VOCs are commonly reported instead of 
O3. The NAAQS for the six criteria pollutants is shown in Table 3-2.  
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Table 3-2 National Ambient Air Quality Standards 

Pollutant Primary/Secondary Averaging Time Value Form 

Carbon 
Monoxide 
(CO) 

 
Primary 

8 hours  
 

35 ppm No to be 
exceeded more 
than once per 
year 

1 hour 9 ppm 

Nitrogen 
Dioxide 
(NO2) 

 
Primary 
 

1 hour 
 
100 ppb 
 

98th percentile 
of 1-hour daily 
maximum 
concentrations, 
averaged over 
3 years 
 

Primary and 
Secondary 

1 year 53 ppb Annual Mean 

Ozone (O3) 

 

Primary and 
Secondary 

8 hours 0.070 ppm Annual fourth-
highest daily 
maximum 8-
hour 
concentration, 
averaged over 
3 years 

Lead (Pb) 

 

Primary and 
Secondary 

Rolling 3 month average 0.15 µg/m3 Not to be 
exceeded 

Particle 
Matter 10 

(PM10) 

 
Primary and 
Secondary 
 

24 hours   
150 µg/m3 
 

 
Not to be 
exceeded more 
than one per 
year on 
average over 3 
years 
 

Particle 
Matter 2.5 
(PM2.5) 

 
Primary  
 

1 year  
12.0 µg/m3 

 
Annual mean, 
averaged over 
3 years 

Secondary 1 year 15.0 µg/m3 Annual mean, 
averaged over 
3 years 

Primary and 
Secondary 

24 hours 35 µg/m3 
 

98th Percentile, 
averaged over 
3 years 
 

 
Primary 

1 hour  
75 ppb 
 
 

 
99th Percentile 
of 1-hr daily 
maximum 
concentrations, 
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Pollutant Primary/Secondary Averaging Time Value Form 

Sulfur 
Dioxide 
(SO2) 

 

averaged over 
3 years  

Secondary 3 hours 0.5 ppm 
 Not to be 

exceeded more 
than once per 
year 

Source: USEPA 2022a 

ppm = parts per million 
µg/m3 = micrograms per cubic meter 

The USEPA classifies the air quality within an Air Quality Control Region (AQCR) according to 
whether the region meets federal primary and secondary air quality standards. An AQCR or 
portion of an AQCR may be classified as attainment, non-attainment, or unclassified with 
regard to the air quality standards for each of the criteria pollutants. “Attainment” describes 
a condition in which standards for one or more of the six pollutants are met in an area. The 
area is considered an attainment area for only those criteria pollutants for which the NAAQS 
are met. “Nonattainment” describes a condition in which standards for one or more of the 
six pollutants are not met in an area. “Unclassified” indicated that air quality in the area 
cannot be classified and the area is treated as attainment. An area may have all three 
classifications for different criteria pollutants.  

The CAA requires federal actions to conform to any applicable state implementation plan 
(SIP). USEPA has promulgated regulations implementing this requirement under 40 CFR 
Part 93. A SIP must be developed to achieve the NAAQS in non-attainment areas (i.e., 
areas not currently attaining the NAAQS for any pollutant) or to maintain attainment of the 
NAAQS in maintenance areas (i.e., areas that were non-attainment areas but are currently 
attaining that NAAQS). General conformity refers to federal actions other than those 
conducted according to specified transportation plans (which are subject to the 
Transportation Conformity Rule).  Therefore, the General Conformity rule applies to non-
transportation actions in non-attainment or maintenance areas. Such actions must perform 
a determination of conformity with the SIP if the emissions resulting from the action exceed 
applicability thresholds specified for each pollutant and classification of nonattainment.  
Both direct emissions from the action itself and indirect emissions that may occur at a 
different time or place but are an anticipated consequence of the action must be considered. 

Tulsa County is currently designated as in attainment for all six criteria pollutants, meaning 
that this area’s concentrations of the criteria pollutants are below (i.e., within) the threshold 
levels according to USEPA NAAQS.  
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3.4.1 Effects of the Proposed Action  

Under the Proposed Action, construction activities would generate minor amounts of fugitive 
dust (PM10) and gaseous emissions of CO, VOC, NOx, SO2, and PM2.5 from the combustion of 
fuel by construction equipment and vehicles. These quantities would be below the de 
minimis levels and as the project area is located within an area that is in attainment, no 
additional analysis is required.  

The quantity of uncontrolled fugitive dust emissions from a construction site is proportional 
to the area of land worked on and the level of construction activity. The USEPA estimates 
that uncontrolled fugitive dust emissions from ground-disturbing activities is emitted at a 
rate of 80 pounds (lbs.) of total suspended particulate (TSP) per acre day of disturbance. In 
a USEPA study of air sampling at a distance of 164 feet downwind from construction 
activities, PM10 emissions from various dust sources were determined based on the ratio of 
PM10 to TSP sampling data. The average PM10 to TSP ratios for topsoil removal, aggregate 
hauling, and cut and fill operation are reported as 0.27, 0.23, and 0.22, respectively.  Using 
0.24 as the average ratio for purposes of this analysis, the emission factor for PM10 dust 
emissions becomes 19.2 lb per acre per day of disturbance. During construction and soil 
removal associated with the spillway, the fugitive dust emissions would increase due to the 
nature of ground disturbance; however, the impact is short-term in duration. The closest 
residential area is approximately 1 mile away. Additionally, the USEPA estimates that the 
effects of fugitive dust from construction activities are reduced significantly with an effective 
watering program. Watering the disturbed are of the construction site twice per day with 
approximately 3,500 gallons per acre per day reduces TSP emissions as much as 50 percent 
(USEPA 2009). The effects from fugitive dust last only as long as the duration of 
construction activity, fall off rapidly with distance from the construction site, and do not 
result in long-term impacts.  

Combustive emissions, which include CO, VOCs, NOx and SO2, from construction equipment 
exhaust were estimated by using USEPA-approved emissions factors for heavy-duty 
diesel-powered construction along with the emission factors for the estimated types and 
numbers of equipment expected to be used during construction.  As with fugitive dust 
emissions, construction equipment would produce slightly elevated air pollutant 
concentrations on an annual basis.  However, the estimated emissions would not exceed the 
de minimis level. Air emission calculations are provided in Appendix B.  

There would be short-term, adverse, direct, and minor impact in air quality due to the 
increase emissions from heavy equipment used during the construction phase. It is 
assumed that after the construction phase, normal activities would resume, and there 
will be no increase in heavy equipment in result of the Proposed Action; therefore, no 
impact to air quality during the operation is anticipated.  

Based upon the location of TUL and the assumption that the level of emissions 
associated with operating the facility will remain consistent, the Proposed Action would 
not have adverse significant long-term operational impacts on local air quality. No 
mitigation measures would be required; however, best management practices (BMPs) 
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should be implemented to reduce emissions during the construction. These BMPs could 
include:  

• Use appropriate dust suppression methods during on-site construction activities. 
Available methods include application of water, dust palliative, or soil stabilizers; 
use of enclosure, covers, silt fences, or wheel washers; and suspension of earth-
moving activities during high wind conditions.  

• Define and post appropriate speed limits to minimize dust generated by vehicles 
and equipment on unpaved surfaces.  

• Shut off equipment when it is not in use. Visually monitor all construction 
activities regularly and particularly during extended periods of dry weather and 
implement dust control measures in additional to scheduled period when needed  

Under the Proposed Action, impacts to air quality would be short-term, minor, direct, and 
adverse; but not significant.  

3.4.2 Effects of the No Action Alternative  
Under the No Action alternative, existing conditions would be maintained, and air quality 
would not be affected.  

3.5 Climate Change 

Climate change refers to any significant changes in average climatic conditions (such as 
mean temperature, precipitation, or wind) or variability (such as seasonality, storm 
frequency, etc.) lasting for an extended period (decades or longer). Reports by the U.S. 
Climate Change Science Program, the National Academy of Sciences, and the United Nations 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change provide evidence that climate change is 
occurring and may accelerate in the coming decades (IPCC 2022). Strong evidence supports 
the idea that global climate change is driven by human activities worldwide, primarily the 
burning of fossil fuels and tropical deforestation. These activities release carbon dioxide and 
other heat-trapping gases, commonly called greenhouse gases (GHGs), into the atmosphere 
(IPCC 2022). 

Two executive orders provide a regulatory framework for reviewing projects that have the 
potential to impact climate change and how to mitigate for those impacts. Under EO 13990, 
Protecting Public Health and the Environment and Restoring Science to Tackle the Climate 
Crisis, major federal actions must be reviewed for their potential impact to substantially 
GHG emissions or the impact of climate change on the action. Additionally, under EO 14008, 
Tacking the Climate Crisis at Home and Abroad, the federal agencies are to incorporate / 
increase the resilience of its facilities and operations, programs, assets, and mission 
responsibilities operations against the impacts of climate change. 

The FAA is working under the interim guidance provided by CEQ on January 2023 as to how 
consider GHG emissions and climate change. The guidance states that agencies should 
quantify reasonably foreseeable direct and indirect gross and net GHG emissions increases 
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or reductions, both for individual pollutants and aggregated in terms of carbon dioxide 
equivalence. 

The Tulsa area average temperatures range from 28.0 to 93.6 degrees Fahrenheit (F), with 
temperatures of 90 degrees or higher are often experienced from late July to early 
September with mild winter months with temperatures occasionally fall below zero but only 
last a very short time.  The influence of warm moist air from the Gulf of Mexico is often 
noted, due to the high humidity, but the climate is essentially continental characterized by 
rapid changes in temperature (NOAA 2023). Global average temperature has increased 
approximately 1.8 degrees F from 1901 to 2016, Tulsa has an average rate of change of 
between 0.5 and 1 degrees F, from 1901 to 2021. (USEPA 2023a). 

Flood records prior to 1900s in Tulsa are rare scarce. Due to the location of the city, impacts 
by flooding of the Arkansas River can be extensive and frequent. Throughout Tulsa’s history 
flooding has occurred every two or four years and has increased in severity due to urban 
sprawl and modification of existing floodplains (City of Tulsa 2023). Tulsa was one of the 
most flood prone cities in the 1970s. Tulsa is continually improving flood management 
systems throughout the city.  

3.5.1 Effects of the Proposed Action  

Activities associated with the construction of the new ATCT and demolition of the existing 
ATCT may cause a temporary increase in local GHG. Combustive emissions from 
construction equipment exhaust, including NOx were estimated using the US EPA Motor 
Vehicle Emissions Simulator, MOVES3. Utilizing the NONROAD module, it was estimated that 
the Proposed Action would emit one ton of NOx per year of construction / demolition 
activities. This increase in GHG emissions is anticipated to be short-term and below 
quantities that would have an impact to climate change.   

Upon completion of the Proposed Action, the new ATCT would utilize energy efficient heating 
and cooling systems along with LED lighting, reducing the energy required and utilized in 
comparison to the existing ATCT. The use of efficient systems has the potential to reduce 
GHG as the facility would require less electricity  

Additionally, the ATCT and exterior equipment, will be constructed in an area that is at 
approximately 50 feet above the highest elevation of the nearest floodplain. The project 
area is 640 ft ags and the highest point (which is located to the northwest of the project 
area) is 590 ft ags.  Due to the current flood frequency associated with the area and if 
flooding frequency does increase, it is anticipated the new ATCT will not be impacted by 
flooding; therefore no impact on the project associated with resiliency. 

3.5.2 Effects of the No Action Alternative  

Under the no action alternative, no additional contributors to climate change and GHGs are 
anticipated because no activities would occur. Conversely, the potential decrease in 
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electricity demand in association with more efficient building systems would not occur, and 
the potential to decrease GHGs would not be present.  

3.5.3 Effects of Alternatives No Longer Considered 

In accordance with the guidance, alternatives that were initially considered must be 
reviewed for potential impacts on climate change. As noted in Section 2.2, four potential 
alternatives were identified, which includes the Proposed Action and No-Action as well as 
Site #2 and renovation the existing ATCT.  

Under Site #2, since the activities would include the demolition of the existing ATCT and 
construction of a new ATCT with the same construction parameters as the Proposed Action, 
the anticipated emissions to be the same as those of the Proposed Action. Under the 
renovation alternative, air emissions associated with equipment utilized in the demolition of 
the existing ATCT would not be present additionally, the air emissions associated with 
construction / renovation would be less since large vehicles such as graders and concrete 
trucks would not be utilized, decreasing quantity of fossil fuel combustion. However, as the 
existing ATCT does currently not utilize energy efficient equipment, lighting, and overall 
building systems, the renovation alternative has the potential to require additional electricity 
demand throughout the life of the building, which could increase GHGs if the power 
providers utilized fuel burning means.   

3.6 Biological Resources 

USFWS has the authority under the ESA to list and monitor the status of species whose 
populations are considered imperiled. USFWS regulations that implement the ESA are 
codified and regularly updated in 50 CFR Part 17. The federal process identifies potential 
candidate species based on biological vulnerability. The vulnerability assessment considers 
several factors affecting a species within its range and is linked to the best scientific data 
available to the USFWS. Species listed as endangered or threatened by the USFWS are 
afforded full protection under the ESA.  

The USFWS Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) website was queried to 
generate an Official Species List for the Proposed Action Site. The search area for the query 
consisted of an area entirely within the Airport property approximately 5.5 acres of vacant, 
maintained lawn. USFWS identified six federally listed or candidate species, and 12 
migratory bird species potentially in the project area (Table 3-3 and Table 3-4). No critical 
habitat, refuges or hatcheries were identified through the IPaC, USFWS Critical Habitat 
Mapper, or through a review of aerial imagery. Wetlands were not identified within the 
search area. The Official Species List can be found in Appendix C. 

The Oklahoma Natural Heritage Inventory (ONHI) was also queried to generate a species 
list for Tulsa County. ONHI identified four federally listed species that are present within 
Tulsa County (Table 3-5). The Federal and State Endangered, Threatened, and Candidate 
Species List can be found in Appendix C.  
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Table 3-3 USFWS Species Listed for Project Area. 

Species 
Common 
Name 

Species 
Scientific 
Name 

Status Species Habitat  Habitat Present 

Tricolored 
Bat  

Perimyotis 
subflavus 

Proposed 
Endangered 

During the spring, 
summer, and fall, 
tricolored bats are found 
in forested habitats 
where they roost in 
trees, primarily among 
leaves of live or recently 
dead deciduous 
hardwood trees, but 
may also be found in 
Spanish moss, pine 
trees, and occasionally 
human structures. 

No; absence of suitable 
habitat within or near the 
study area. 

Piping 
Plover 

Charadrius 
melodus 

Threatened 

This species is a 
wintering migrant along 
the Texas Gulf coast 
and are known to 
occupy coastal habitats 
such as sand spots, 
small islands, tidal flats, 
shoals, and sandbars 
with inlets. They nest in 
sandy areas near water, 
in a variety of settings: 
beaches, along Atlantic 
coast and Great Lakes; 
sandbars along major 
rivers in northern great 
plains, gravel or sand 
flats next to alkali lakes.   

No; absence of suitable 
habitat within or near the 
study area. 

Red Knot  
Calidris 
canutus  

Threatened 

This species migrates 
northward through the 
U.S. April -June, 
southward July - 
October.  Prefers 
shoreline of coast and 
bays, uses mudflats 
during rare inland 
encounters; Primarily 
inhabits seacoasts on 
tidal flats and beaches, 

No; absence of suitable 
habitat within or near the 
study area. 



 Affected Environmental and Consequences 

Environmental Assessment         
Construction and Operation of New ATCT at Tulsa International Airport    25 

Species 
Common 
Name 

Species 
Scientific 
Name 

Status Species Habitat  Habitat Present 

herbaceous wetlands, 
and tidal flat/shore. 

American 
Burying 
Beetle  

Nicrophorus 
americanus 

Threatened  

Generalist. Can be 
found in wet meadows, 
partially forested loess 
canyons, oak-hickory 
forests, shrub land and 
grasslands, lightly 
grazed pastures, 
riparian zones, 
coniferous forest, and 
deciduous forests with 
open understory. 
Prefers well-drained 
soils. 

No; absence of suitable 
habitat within or near the 
study area. The species 
prefers undeveloped areas 
including woodlands and 
grasslands for foraging, 
brood rearing and 
overwintering. The areas of 
grasslands can include 
areas of lightly grazed 
grasslands, but do not 
include mowed or 
maintained areas (USFWS 
2023a).   

Monarch 
Butterfly 

Danaus 
plexippus  

Candidate 

Prefers meadows, 
prairies, and grasslands 
with flowering plants. 
Milkweed must be 
present for reproduction  

No; absence of suitable 
habitat within or near the 
study area. Monarchs 
typically migrate through 
Oklahoma between March 
and May, migrating south 
in August through October. 
As milkweeds are the larval 
foodplants, breeding areas 
are represented by 
virtually all patches of 
milkweed in North 
America. Milkweed maybe 
present within or adjacent 
to the project area; 
however, all vegetation is 
mowed at regular 
intervals, keeping the plant 
short and does not create 
viable habitat (USFWS 
2023b). 

Alligator 
Snapping 
Turtle 

Macrochelys 
temminckii 

Proposed 
Threatened 

Found in river systems 
that flow into the Gulf of 
Mexico. In Oklahoma, 
thought to be restricted 
to east central and 

No; absence of suitable 
habitat within or near the 
study area. 
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Species 
Common 
Name 

Species 
Scientific 
Name 

Status Species Habitat  Habitat Present 

southeastern lakes, 
rivers, and sloughs. 

Table 3-4 Migratory Birds for Project Area 

Species Common 
Name 

Species Scientific 
Name 

Breeding Season Suitable Breeding 
Habitat 

American Golden-
plover   Pluvialis dominica Breeds Elsewhere  

No; absence of suitable 
breeding habitat within or 
near the study area.  

Bald Eagle  
Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus 

Breeds October 15 
to August 31 

No; absence of suitable 
breeding habitat within or 
near the study area. 

Black-billed Cuckoo 
Coccyzus 
erythropthlmus  

Breeds May 15 to 
October 10 

No; absence of suitable 
breeding habitat within or 
near the study area. 

Bobolink  Dolichonyx oryzivorous  
Breeds May 20 to 
July 31 

No; absence of suitable 
breeding habitat within or 
near the study area. 

Hudsonian Godwit Limosa haemastica  Breeds Elsewhere  
No; absence of suitable 
breeding habitat within or 
near the study area. 

Kentucky Warbler Oporornis formosus  
Breeds April 20 to 
August 20 

No; absence of suitable 
breeding habitat within or 
near the study area. 

Lesser Yellowlegs  Tringa flavipes  Breeds elsewhere  
No; absence of suitable 
breeding habitat within or 
near the study area. 

Prothonotary 
Warbler  

Protonotaria citrea 
Breeds April 1 to 
July 31 

No; absence of suitable 
breeding habitat within or 
near the study area. 

Red-headed 
Woodpecker  

Melanerpes 
erythrocephalus  

Breeds May 10 to 
September 10  

No; absence of suitable 
breeding habitat within or 
near the study area. 
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Species Common 
Name 

Species Scientific 
Name 

Breeding Season Suitable Breeding 
Habitat 

Ruddy Turnstone 
Arenaria interpres 
morinella 

Breeds elsewhere 
No; absence of suitable 
breeding habitat within or 
near the study area. 

Rusty Blackbird  Euphagus carolinus  Breeds elsewhere 
No; absence of suitable 
breeding habitat within or 
near the study area. 

Wood Thrush  Hylocichla mustelina  
Breeds May 10 to 
August 31  

No; absence of suitable 
breeding habitat within or 
near the study area. 

 

Table 3-5 ONHI Listed Species 

Species 
Common 
Name 

Species 
Scientific 
Name 

Status Species Habitat Habitat Present 

American 
Burying 
Beetle   

Nicrophorus 
americanus  

Threatened 

See Table 3-3 above No; absence of 
suitable habitat 
within or near the 
study area. 

Yellow-billed 
Cuckoo 

Coccyzus 
americanus  

Threatened  

Use wooded habitats with 
dense cover and water 
nearby, including 
woodlands with low, 
scrubby, vegetation, 
overgrown orchards, 
abandoned farmland, and 
dense thickets along 
streams and marshes. 
Nests in oaks, beech, 
hawthorn, and ash.  

No; absence of 
suitable habitat 
within or near the 
study area. 

Arkansas 
River 
Speckled 
Chub 

Macrhybopsis 
tetranema  

Endangered  

Main channels of wide, 
shallow, sandy bottomed 
rivers and larger streams 
of the Arkansas river 
basin. Prefers shallow 
channels where currents 
flow over clean, fine, 
sand, avoid calm waters 

No; absence of 
suitable habitat 
within or near the 
study area.  
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Species 
Common 
Name 

Species 
Scientific 
Name 

Status Species Habitat Habitat Present 

and silted stream 
bottoms, and appear more 
adapted for headwaters of 
streams.  

Arkansas 
River Shiner 

Notropis 
Girardi 

Threatened  

Inhabits wide and shallow 
prairie rivers with sandy 
bottoms, though it seems 
to use various 
microhabitats within these 
systems throughout its life 
cycle. This species often 
congregates on the side of 
sandbars and ridges and 
rarely occur in the open 
water of the main river 
channel.  

No; absence of 
suitable habitat 
within or near the 
study area.  

The Proposed Action area does not provide suitable habitat for any of the above referenced 
species.  

3.6.1 Effects of the Proposed Action  

Implementation of the Proposed Action would remove the existing vegetation and displace 
the existing wildlife within the area as well as those species that use the area intermittently 
or seasonally for nesting. According to the Oklahoma Department of Wildlife Conservation’s 
Ecological System Mapping, the study area is classified as Urban low Intensity, which 
includes areas that are built-up or partially cleared of vegetation but not entirely covered by 
impervious cover and includes most of the non-industrial areas within cities and towns. The 
area is dominated by a maintained lawn, and therefore will be unlikely to host any of the 
federally or state listed species or the migratory bird species. Please refer to Tables 3-3, 3-
4, and 3-5 for more information on the federally listed species, migratory birds, and state 
listed species.  

Since no critical habitat or suitable habitat of any listed species were observed through a 
desktop review, no impact to threatened or endangered species is anticipated. In addition, 
since there is a lack of vegetation such as trees and shrubs, no impact to migratory birds is 
anticipated. The Proposed Action is anticipated to have a determination of “no effect” to the 
federally listed species and migratory bird species. However, if any of these species noted in 
Section 3.5 are seen on site during the time of construction, all activities should be halted 
and a USFWS permitted Wildlife Biologist must be contacted to implement mitigation.    
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3.6.2 Effects of the No Action Alternative  

Under the No Action alternative, existing conditions would be maintained, and no adverse 
impacts to wildlife or vegetation are anticipated.  

3.7 Water Resources 

Surface Water and Wetlands 

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (Section 404) authorizes the United States Army Corps 
of Engineers (USACE) to issue permits for the discharge of dredged or fill material into 
Waters of the United States (WOTUS). According to the rule defining WOTUS that went into 
effect on June 22, 2020 (Federal Register (33CFR §328.3(a))), (1) traditionally navigable 
waters (TNW), (2) intermittent and perennial tributaries to TNWs, (3) impoundments of 
jurisdictional waters, and (4) wetlands adjacent to these waters may be considered 
jurisdictional. Under the regulations, adjacent wetlands include wetlands that: 

• Abut, meaning to touch at least at one point or side of, a water identified as 
jurisdictional;  

• Are inundated by flooding from a jurisdictional water in a typical year;  

• Are physically separated from a water identified in paragraph (a)(1), (2), or (3) of this 
section only by a natural berm, bank, dune, or similar natural feature; or 

• Are physically separated from a water identified in paragraph (a)(1), (2), or (3) of 
this section only by an artificial dike, barrier, or similar artificial structure so long as 
that structure allows for a direct hydrologic surface connection between the wetlands 
and the water identified in paragraph (a)(1), (2), or (3) of this section in a typical 
year, such as through a culvert, flood or tide gate, pump, or similar artificial feature. 
An adjacent wetland is jurisdictional in its entirety when a road or similar artificial 
structure divides the wetland, as long as the structure allows for a direct hydrologic 
surface connection through or over that structure in a typical year.  

Additionally, the revised regulations include a list of waters that are not WOTUS (33CFR 
§328.3(b). Excluded waters include ephemeral features, including ephemeral streams, 
swales, gullies, rills, and pools.  

Under the pre-June 22, 2020 rules and guidance, WOTUS may include intrastate rivers and 
streams, including impoundments and other waters. Since the 2006 Supreme Court decision 
(Rapanos v. U.S., 547 S. Ct. 715), the USACE and EPA have continued to assert jurisdiction 
over traditionally navigable waters; non-navigable tributaries of traditionally navigable 
waters where the tributaries are relatively permanent waters (i.e. streams with perennial or 
Intermittent Tributary); and wetlands directly abutting such tributaries.  

In Sacket v. EPA, the Supreme Court adopted a standard that the CWA only protects 
wetlands which are “as a practical matter indistinguishable” from traditional waters of the 
United States  Specifically, the Court held that CWA “requires the party asserting jurisdiction 
over adjacent wetlands to establish first, that the adjacent body of water constitutes waters 
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of the United States, (i.e., a relatively permanent body of water connected to traditional 
interstate navigable waters); and second, that the wetland has a continuous surface 
connection with that water, making it difficult to determine where the water ends and the 
wetland begins." 

National Wetland Inventory (NWI) data for the project site was reviewed to identify 
potential wetland areas (USFWS 2022). NWI data for the project site was published by 
USFWS and depicts possible wetland areas based on stereoscopic analysis of high-altitude 
aerial photographs. Based on a review of the project area photos documented during the 
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in 2022, a review of the surrounding watershed 
from aerial imagery, NWI, and National Hydrography Dataset (NHD) did not identify wetland 
features within the site (USGS 2022). Based upon the lack of features and the definitions 
provided in the Navigable Waters Protection Rule, the site does not contain any potentially 
jurisdictional WOTUS, or any other type of wetland. To the east of the site are three 
detention ponds. The ponds are connected to one another through culverts but are not 
connected to any other waterbody.  

Groundwater 

Federal laws focus on controlling potential sources of groundwater contamination on a 
national basis. Where federal laws have provided for general groundwater protection 
activities such as wellhead protection programs or development of state groundwater 
protection strategies, implementation of these programs is typically delegated to the states, 
in cooperation with local governments. 

A sole source aquifer is not located within the Tulsa Area, the nearest sole source aquifer is 
the Arbuckle-Simpson Aquifer which is approximately 113 miles to the southwest (USEPA 
2023b). The estimated depth to the first occurrence to groundwater is approximately 13 
feet below ground surface (Terracon 2022a). The City of Tulsa utilizes surface water from 
four lakes as their source for drinking water. The lakes are located within northeastern 
Oklahoma and include: Lake Oologah, Lake Spavinaw, Lake Eucha, and Lake Hudson (Tulsa 
2023). 

3.7.1 Effects of the Proposed Action  

The Proposed Action would result in negligible, short-term negative indirect effects to 
surface water quality as jurisdictional waters are not present and with the implementation of 
BMPs and mitigation the impacts are not significant. No impact to groundwater is 
anticipated due to the lack of use of the resource and the lack of introduction to 
contaminants to the system.   

During construction approximately over one acre of soil will be disturbed (including but not 
limited to parking and equipment/component storage), potentially increasing the 
opportunity for sediment to leave the construction site and enter surface waters, increasing 
sediment loading and decreasing water quality. Due to the quantity of soil disturbed, the 
Proposed Action would require authorization under the Oklahoma Department of 
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Environmental Quality (ODEQ) Stormwater General Permit for Construction Activities within 
the State of Oklahoma, Permit Number OKR10. 

To obtain authorization under the permit, prior to any ground disturbance, a Notice of Intent  
must be filed with the ODEQ and a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) prepared 
and implemented to minimize the impact.  Implementation of the SWPPP and BMPs 
documented within the SWPPP are anticipated to reduce the impacts to less than significant.  

Upon completion of construction activities, the project area will be overlaid with impervious 
surface, resulting in an increase in the amount of runoff and slightly decreasing infiltration 
during rain-events. The increased run-off will flow into the detention ponds located to the 
east of the new ATCT mitigating the slight increase in overland flow during rain events.  

3.7.2 Effects of the No Action Alternative  

Under the No-Action Alternative the existing land and the unimproved areas, and associated 
pervious cover, would remain; therefore, there the amount of runoff should not increase, 
groundwater infiltration would remain the same, and the potential for erosion due to 
disturbed soil would not be present. No impacts are anticipated.  

3.8 Hazardous Materials, Solid Waste, and Pollution Prevention 

This section discusses the affect hazardous materials, substances or wastes that may be 
released at, generated by, or required for the operation of a proposed facility may have in 
the context of the surrounding environment.  In addition, the environmental condition of a 
property and proposal’s management and operation activities that use or create these 
materials or wastes need to be evaluated to determine and manage risks to the 
environment and people. 

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment was conducted for the site of the new ATCT, in 
2022.  The assessment was conducted consistent with the procedures included in ASTM 
E1527-21, Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental 
Site Assessment Process (Terracon 2022a). An aircraft hangar site (approximately 800 ft 
south of project area) is listed as a brownfield in the Assessment, Cleanup, and 
Redevelopment Exchange System (ACRES) (USEPA 2022b). ACRES stores information 
reported by EPA brownfields grant recipients on brownfields properties assessed or cleaned 
up with grant funding as well as information on Targeted Brownfields Assessments 
performed by EPA Regions. With certain legal exclusions and additions, the term “brownfield 
site” means real property, the expansion, redevelopment, or reuse of which may be 
complicated by the presence or potential presence of a hazardous substance, pollutant, or 
contaminant. The EPA’s Brownfields Program provides grants and technical assistance to 
communities, states, tribes, and others to assess, safely clean up and sustainability reuse 
contaminated properties. 

Cleaning up and reinvesting in these properties protects the environment, reduces blight, 
and takes development pressures off greenspaces and working lands. This property acts as 
a storage for aircrafts and is currently developed with two pad sites and is covered with 
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maintained grass and is adjacent to an east / west taxiway. This site was awarded a grant 
by the EPA to fund cleanup activities of hazardous waste through a Cooperative Agreement. 
This site has undergone an assessment and is currently undergoing cleanup.  

There is an additional brownfields site, located approximately 6,500 ft east of project area 
(USEPA 2022c). The site is located within the TUL property and has elevated levels of lead, 
polychlorinated biphenyl, VOCs as well as other unknown contaminants within the ground 
water and soil. This site has undergone assessment and is currently still undergoing 
cleanup. This site is currently intended to be cleaned and developed into a reusable energy 
site. 

A hazardous waste site, American Airlines, Inc. Maintenance & Engineering Center, listed in 
the EPA Resource Conservation Recovery Act (RCRA) database (RCRAInfo), is located 
approximately 6,600 ft northeast of the project area (USEPA 2022d)  RCRAInfo is EPA’s 
comprehensive information system that supports the RCRA of 1976 and the Hazardous and 
Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984 through the tracking of events and activities 
related to facilities that generate, transport, and treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste. 
RCRAInfo also supports generation of the National Hazardous Waste Biennial Report. All 
generators and treatment, storage, and disposal facilities who handle hazardous waste are 
required to report to the EPA Administrator at least once every two years to support 
creation of the Biennial Report.  

Two sites were identified as recognized environmental conditions (REC), a 1,000-gallon 
underground storage tank (UST) that was in-service between 1967 and 1984, adjacent to 
the former Airport Surveillance building and a leaking UST west of the Proposed Action. The 
UST adjacent to the Airport Surveillance building was removed; however due to the duration 
in which it was in use and the lack of information on the UST, a REC was identified. The site 
to the west of the Proposed Action is associated with Sparks Aviation and elevated levels of 
contaminates were present during the removal of USTs. Since contaminates were located 
within the subsurface, the potential for the contaminates to migrate the site through the 
shallow groundwater system is present; therefore that site was also identified as a REC.  A 
Limited Site Investigation was conducted, on the proposed site, in July 2022. The 
investigation collected soil and groundwater samples from three locations on the site and 
were analyzed for Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons, and for the analytes benzene, toluene, 
ethylbenzene, and xylene. None of the contaminates were measured in concentrations 
above laboratory detection limits; therefore no impacts to subsurface soils and groundwater 
from the RECs were identified (Terracon 2022b).  

Effective November 1, 2017 all trash collected by the custodial service within the TUL 
system is to be either recycled or delivered to a renewable energy landfill. No trash 
collected for the Airport goes to the Municipal Solid Waste Landfill (MSWLF). Through 
December 2021, this initiative has rerouted almost 5,445 tons of reusable materials away 
from the MSWLF. Some of the initiatives include (but are not limited to): 

• Cardboard, paper, plastic, glass, and aluminum recycling in administrative areas, 
public areas and from participating vendors; and  
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• Post-consumer paper products in all restrooms.  

3.8.1 Effects of the Proposed Action  

The Proposed Action will consist of construction activities including ground disturbance. The 
Proposed Action would not disturb any surface areas that are known to contain hazardous 
materials and no use or removal of known hazardous materials would occur. Additionally, 
the sites in the section above are located at such a distance that any surface and / or 
subsurface soil contamination associated with the sites are not anticipated to impact the 
project area or construction activities.  

The existing ATCT, due to the age of the facility, has the potential to contain asbestos 
containing material (ACM). Prior to demolition activities, materials that have the potential to 
contain ACM will be sampled and if found to contain asbestos, will be removed and disposed 
of in accordance with ODEQs regulations.  

Solid waste will be generated during the construction and demolition of the existing ATCT. 
The solid waste generated may include concrete, scrap wire, steel, sheet rock, and packing 
materials. Some construction activities have the potential to create hazardous wastes, and 
some construction materials (fuel, oil, lubricants, paints, etc.) may consist of hazardous 
substances. The construction contractor would be required to implement proper practices to 
minimize or prevent the release of hazardous substances into the environment during 
construction activities. Any hazardous materials that may be encountered during 
construction would be managed and disposed of in compliance with federal, state, and local 
hazardous materials management guidelines. It is anticipated that all construction waste will 
be transported and disposed of at a construction and demolition landfill, therefore no impact 
to the MSWLF is anticipated during construction and demolition activities  

Upon construction, it is assumed that the number of staff within the ATCT will remain the 
same; therefore the waste generated by the employees would remain consistent. No 
adverse long-term or short-term impacts are anticipated.  

3.8.2 Effects of the No Action Alternative  

The No Action Alternative does not require any disruption of land or soil. Therefore, it would 
not affect the hazardous materials that exist at TUL or would contribute to the current 
hazardous materials.  

3.9 Historical, Architectural, Archeological, and Cultural Resources 

Cultural resources are prehistoric and historic sites, districts, structures, artifacts, or any 
other physical evidence of human activity considered important to a culture, subculture, or 
community for scientific, traditional, religious, or other reasons.  A historic district is an area 
that “possesses a significant concentration, linkage, or continuity of sites, buildings, 
structures, or objects united historically or aesthetically by plan or physical development” 
(NPS 1997). 
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The nature and potential significance of cultural resources are identified by considering the 
following definition: historic properties, under 36 CFR Part 800, are defined as “any 
prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure, or object included in, or eligible for 
inclusion in, the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).” For the purpose of these 
regulations, "historic properties" include artifacts, records, and remains that are related to 
and located within such properties. The term “eligible for inclusion in the National Register” 
includes both properties formally determined as such by the Secretary of Interior and all 
other properties that meet NRHP-listing criteria.  

A Cultural Resources Desktop Assessment was prepared on August 26, 2022 (Terracon 
2022c). Online database records from historical United States Geological Survey (USGS) 
topographic maps, historical aerial imagery, Oklahoma Interactive State Historic 
Preservation Office (SHPO) NRHP Web Map (OK SHPO), and the Oklahoma Landmarks 
Inventory for historic-age sites were reviewed. In addition, review of prehistoric and 
historic-age archaeological resources was conducted at the Oklahoma Archeological Survey 
(OAS). These sources provide information on factors that affect the likelihood of intact 
archaeological deposits, as well as recorded archaeological sites listed in, or eligible for 
listing in the NRHP within and near the study area. Several cultural resource projects have 
been conducted within one-mile search radius; however, no investigations have taken place 
within the project area. No archeological sites have been documented within the study area 
or within one-mile search radius.  

There are no NRHP listed properties or districts within the study area or the one-mile search 
radius. A thematic building survey of the Tulsa Municipal Airport, now known as the Tulsa 
International Airport was completed in 2016. The purpose of this survey was to identify, 
document, and evaluate historical resources related to Oklahoma’s role in training U.S. and 
British aviators during World War II (WWII, 1941-1945) at Oklahoma’s WWII Army Air 
Training Fields. This survey resulted in the documentation of three buildings that relate to 
World War II era Army Air Training Fields; one of these, Building A, was found to be eligible 
for listing on the NRHP. All three buildings are listed in the Oklahoma Landmarks Inventory. 

Table 3-6 WWII-era buildings documented during thematic survey. 

Map ID – Name OLI Number NRHP Eligibility 

A – Tulsa Municipal Airport 
Building No. 10 Engine 
Overhaul 

101042 Eligible under Criteria A; 
period of significance: 1941-

1945 

B – Tulsa Municipal Airport 
Building No. 11 Customer 
Engine Storage 

101043 Ineligible due to alternations 
since the period significance  

C – Tulsa Municipal Airport 
Building No. 8 Aircraft  

101044 Ineligible due to alternations 
since the period of 

significance 
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The earliest readily available aerial imagery is from 1954 and depicts the study area as 
an undeveloped parcel with developments (i.e., roads and structures) immediately 
adjacent to the north boundary of the study area (NETR 2022). The next available image 
(ca. 1967) shows a road and structure in the eastern half the study area. Later imagery 
(ca. 1995 and 2003) indicates the demolition of the structure and some ground 
disturbance to the immediate area. Current imagery (ca. 2019) shows remnant road 
features and the footprint of the once present structure.   

The earliest topographic maps are the 1898 GLO survey map and the 1954 Tulsa, 
Oklahoma 7.5-minute USGS topographic quadrangle (GLO 1898; NGMDB and NGP 
2022). According to the original land survey (ca. 1898) a road and partial telephone line 
run through Section 23, which contains the study area. The 1954 topographic map 
depicts the lack of development within the study area and developments immediately 
adjacent to the northern study area boundary. Later topographic maps (ca. 1967, 1975, 
and 1981) depict similar changes to the area and area of potential effects that are 
visible in the historical imagery. 

3.9.1 Effects of the Proposed Action  

A review of the public and confidential sources indicates that no previously identified 
archaeological or historic resources are located within the project area, and one National 
Register eligible resource is located within the one-mile search radius. No previous 
archaeological investigations are recorded within the study area. Historical imagery and 
topographic maps indicate there has been some previous disturbance to portions of the 
study area. A request for consultation under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA), and concurrence, on archeological and historic resources was 
made on October 5, 2022. The Oklahoma Archeological Survey (OAS) noted no impact to 
archeological resources was associated with the Proposed Action on November 4, 2022.  

Under the Proposed Action, the existing ATCT would be removed, once construction of the 
new ATCT was complete and the facility in operation. Upon request of the Oklahoma Historical 
Society (OHS) SHPO, on October 19, 2022, the existing ATCT was reviewed for eligibility 
under the NRHP, due to its age (over 45 years old). The FAA provided the OHS a completed 
Historic Preservation Resource Identification Form and photographs documenting 
modifications to the structure since construction, justifying the in-eligibility of the building on 
the NRHP.  The SHPO provided a response to the request for Section 106 consultation on 
January 18, 2023 (SHPO 2023) stating there are no historic properties affected by the 
Proposed Action. The letter also stated that the Proposed Action is located within the 
reservation boundaries of the Cherokee Nation and is therefore on tribal lands as defined in 
the NHPA and the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR Part 800). Tribal consultation was 
completed and all federally recognized tribes with connection to the area were contacted. The 
Cherokee Nation provided a response on February 8, 2023 and requested to be a consulting 
party; however, the Nation did not foresee this project imparting impacts to Cherokee cultural 
resources. No other tribes responded. Consultation letters are located in Appendix E.  

Since no historic properties are present; no impacts to cultural resources are anticipated. 
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3.9.2 Effects of the No-Action Alternative  

Under the No Action alternative, existing conditions would be maintained, and no construction 
of the new tower will occur.  No impacts are anticipated.  

3.10 Land Use 

The Airport is located in the City of Tulsa and is entirely within Tulsa County. The study area 
is zoned in the district IM (Esri 2022). The IM district is primarily intended to group together 
a wide range of industrial uses that may produce some moderate adverse land use or 
environmental impacts in terms of their operation and appearance.  

According to FAA Order 1050.1F, there are no established significance thresholds or specific 
independent factors to consider for land use impacts. However, the Order does state that 
“the determination of significant impacts exist in the land use impact category is normally 
dependent on the significance of other impacts.” Any conflict with state and/or locally 
designated land uses, and zoning may not individually result in a significant impact. 
Potential effects related to noise and noise-compatible land use, socioeconomics, and 
environmental justice could also result in significant land use impacts.  

3.10.1Effects of the Proposed Action 

The construction of the Proposed Action would occur entirely on TUL and would be 
compatible with the existing airport environment. As described in 1.1., the current land use 
designation is “Industrial Moderate” and is intended to be used for industrial purposes. The 
Proposed Action would not change the land use at the study area or would not have an 
impact to land use. 

3.10.2Effects of the No Action Alternative  

The No Action Alternative does not require any disruption to the zoning or land use. 
Therefore, it would not affect the current land uses that exist at the TUL.  

3.11 Natural Resources and Energy Supply 

The Airport requires the use of consumable materials to maintain various airside facilities 
and services. Those materials may include asphalt, concrete, aggregate for sub-base 
materials, various metals associated with such maintenance, as well as fuel associate with 
the operation of aircraft and vehicles. Electrical power is necessary to keep the airfield 
operational and safe. Energy is currently not being used in the Project Study Area. Public 
Service Company of Oklahoma/American Electric Power supplies TUL with electricity.  

The Tulsa International Airport has implemented environmentally friendly operational 
initiatives (TIA, 2022c). These initiatives have resulted in the reduced energy consumption, 
lower operational costs, and decreased use of natural resources. Some of the initiatives 
include (but are not limited to):  
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• Listed thermostat controls +/- 3 degrees. 

• Automated energy controls adjust the interior lighting based on the level of natural 
light in the terminal. 

• Incandescent runaway, taxiway, and guidance sign lights at the TUL are being 
replaced with LED lighting, reducing the amount of electricity both airports use to 
light the airfields at night. 

• Electric vehicle charging stations are located in the lower level of the airport parking 
garage. 

• Construction waste diversion initiatives to repurpose construction waste and avoid 
landfills.  

3.11.1 Effects of the Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action is expected to increase the demand for diesel fuel for construction 
vehicles. Temporary increase in fuel demand is expected to be minimal and would not 
exceed existing and future fuel supplies.  

Construction of the Proposed Action would temporarily increase the use of natural resources 
at TUL. These resources, which could include building components such as asphalt, water, 
plastic, stone, metals, wood, aggregate, soils, sub-base materials, and oils. The resources 
listed are not rare or in short supply; therefore the quantity required for the Proposed 
Action would not place an undue strain on supplies.  

Due to the increase in size of the new ATCT, the potential for energy consumption is 
present; increase in square footage of workspace requires additional heating/cooling needs 
and an increase in lighting requirements. However, this increase is off set by the use of 
energy efficient systems and improved insulation materials.  The existing facility was 
constructed in the 1960s and the systems including heating, cooling, and lighting the facility 
have not been upgraded due to the cost and the inability to suspend or modify operations at 
the ATCT while upgrades are installed. The new ATCT would utilize energy efficient heating 
and cooling systems along with LED lighting, reducing the energy required and utilized.  
Additionally, the installation of more efficient insulation will reduce the need for consistent 
heating / cooling, allowing for less energy usage.  

Oklahoma encompasses some of the largest natural gas and oil fields in the nation, and 
often times much of the energy produced in the state is a surplus and is sent to other states 
to meet their energy needs (U.S. Energy Information Administration 2022). With the 
quantity of energy the state is able to produce, the fuel demands of the Proposed Action is 
not anticipated to exceed the availability of energy in the region.  

The Proposed Action is not anticipated to cause demand to exceed current or future supplies 
of natural resources or energy supplies; therefore, the Proposed Action would not exceed 
this factor identified in FAA Order 1050.1F and no mitigation measures are required. 
However, the TAIT would incorporate energy efficiency and sustainability measures 
wherever possible to future reduce energy consumption as a result of the Proposed Action. 
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3.11.2 Effects of the No Action Alternative 

Under the No Action Alternative, TAIT would not construct any new facilities. Therefore, the 
No Action Alternative would not require the use of the natural resources typically used 
during construction, such as asphalt, water, plastic, stone, metals, and wood, other than the 
materials necessary for general maintenance purposes.  

Additionally, the use of electricity by the ATCT would remain the same as the facility would 
remain in operation and continue to the use same quantity of energy.  

3.12 Socioeconomics  

The TUL serves 10 counties, one of those counties is Tulsa County. Tulsa County accounts 
for over 57% of the population of the service area.  In 2018, Tulsa-area employment rose 
by 2.5 percent and manufacturing grew nearly twice as fast as overall employment, at 4.7 
percent. Between 2020 and 2022, the population within Tulsa County will have increased by 
1.2 percent. Approximately 66 percent of the residents on Tulsa County are in the civilian 
labor force, with a median household income of $60,382 (US Census 2023). Since the 
Proposed Action has the potential to impact those living and working near the TUL, the 
economic data associated with the census tracts surrounding the TUL were compared to 
Tulsa County.  

A total population of 404 reside within one mile of the Project Study Area, which is less than 
0.0 6 percent of the total population of Tulsa County. Table 3-7 shows the population and 
housing data for the census tracts that are within the Project Area and Tulsa County. Data 
from this census tract and Tulsa County were included for comparison purposes. The area 
within one mile of the Project Study Area does not contain a high-density residential area. 
According to the U.S. Census Bureau, 94 percent of the housing within this census tract is 
occupied.  

Table 3-7 
Population and Housing Characteristics in Project Study Area and General Study 

Area 

Population and Housing 
Characteristics  

Census Tracts within One 
mile of Project Study Area 

Tulsa County    

Total Population 404 650,291 

Total Households 266 253,909 

Average Persons per 
Household 

1.5 2.5 

Percent Housing Occupied  94% 89% 

Per Capita Income $24,179  $32,979 
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Source: EJSCREEN ACS Summary Report 2022 (USEPA 2022e) 

Table 3-8 shows that the area within one mile of the project area has an unemployment 
rate of 57 percent. This is compared to Tulsa County and the state of Oklahoma.   

Table 3-8 
Unemployment Rate within 1 mile of Project Study Area, Tulsa County, and State 

of Oklahoma 

 Project Study Area Tulsa County Oklahoma  
Percent 
unemployed  57% 34% 3.4% 

Source: EJSCREEN ACS Summary Report & U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics  

 

3.12.1 Effects of the Proposed Action 

The Proposed Action is anticipated to have a minor short-term, temporary positive impact 
on the local economy as a result of construction activities within the area. The temporary 
positive impact would be caused by incidental spending by construction workers and the 
purchase of construction materials. No adverse impacts to socioeconomic resources would 
be anticipated.  

3.12.2  Effects of the No Action Alternative 

Under the No Action Alternative, TUL would not implement the Proposed Action; therefore, 
no construction-related employment opportunities would be present. No impact is 
anticipated.   

3.13 Environmental Justice 

According to CEQ environmental justice guidance (1997), low-income populations should be 
identified with the annual statistical poverty thresholds from the Bureau of the Census' 
Current Population Reports, Series P-60 on Income and Poverty. In identifying low-income 
populations, agencies may consider as a community either a group of individuals living in 
geographic proximity to one another, or a set of individuals (such as migrant workers or 
Native Americans), where either type of group experiences common conditions of 
environmental exposure or effect.  

The CEQ guidance identifies a minority as Individual(s) who are members of the following 
population groups:  American Indian or Alaskan Natives; Asian or Pacific Islanders; Black, 
not of Hispanic origin; or Hispanic. Minority populations should be identified where either 
the minority population of the affected area exceeds 50 percent, or the minority population 
percentage of the affected area is meaningfully greater than the minority population 
percentage in the general population or other appropriate unit of geographic analysis 
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(1997). In identifying minority communities, agencies may consider as a community either 
a group of individuals living in geographic proximity to one another, or a geographically 
dispersed/transient set of individuals (such as migrant workers or Native American), where 
either type of group experiences common conditions of environmental exposure or effect. 
The selection of the appropriate unit of geographic analysis may be a governing body's 
jurisdiction, a neighborhood, census tract, or other similar unit that is to be chosen so as to 
not artificially dilute or inflate the affected minority population. A minority population also 
exists if there is more than one minority group present and the minority percentage, as 
calculated by aggregating all minority persons, meets one of the above-stated thresholds. 

EO 12898 requires federal agencies to identify and address disproportionately high and 
adverse human health or environmental effects of its programs, policies, and activities on 
minority populations and low-income populations.   

On April 21, 2023, EO 14096, Revitalizing Our Nation’s Commitment to Environmental 
Justice Overall, was signed, supplementing EO 12898. The EO establishes a more robust 
framework with milestones for implementing environmental justice across federal agencies. 
The EO expands the protected categories to include Indigenous populations and individuals 
with disability, and it includes affordable housing as an element of achieving environmental 
justice. Under this EO, environmental justice’ is defined as “just treatment and meaningful 
involvement of all people, regardless of income, race, color, national origin, Tribal affiliation, 
or disability so that people: 

(i) are fully protected from disproportionate and adverse human health and environmental 
effects (including risks) and hazards, including those related to climate change, the 
cumulative impacts of environmental and other burdens, and the legacy of racism or other 
structural or systemic barriers; and 

(ii) have equitable access to a healthy, sustainable, and resilient environment in which to 
live, play, work, learn, grow, worship, and engage in cultural and subsistence practices.” 

Minority and/or low-income population are present within the county of Tulsa; however, the 
percentage does not represent the majority. Within Tulsa County, approximately 39% of the 
residents identify themselves as a minority and approximately 20% identify as low income 
based upon the American Community Survey and the EJScreen prepared by the Census 
Bureau.  

Within one mile of the Proposed Project area, approximately 26% of the residents identify 
themselves as a minority and approximately 19% identified as low income based (USEPA 
2022e). A mile radius was chosen as the ROI since the closest sensitive receptor that could 
be impacted by the visual aesthetics of the Proposed Action is located within 0.9 miles.  This 
mile radius is located within Census Tract 40143011100. Beyond the socio-economic 
metrics, the population within the radius also exceeds the 90th percentile of individuals who 
have diabetes and / or heart disease and therefore would be considered to be 
disadvantaged community (CEQ 2023).  
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3.13.1 Effects of the Proposed Action  
EOs 12898 and 14096, requires Federal agencies to determine if an action would have the 
potential to lead to a disproportionately high and adverse impact to disadvantaged 
communities. Disadvantaged communities can include urban and rural areas and areas 
within the boundaries of Tribal Nations and United States Territories.  Such communities are 
found in geographic locations that have a significant proportion of people who have low 
incomes or are otherwise adversely affected by persistent poverty or inequality. 

The population of minorities and lower-income residents is less than that within Tulsa 
County; however, are disadvantaged due to health concerns; therefore it is assumed that 
an disadvantaged community is present. All of the impacts associated with the Proposed 
Action are considered less than significant and beyond visual resources are bound to the 
property boundary of TUL. Since the less than significant impacts would not impact the 
community, no impact to this a disadvantaged community is anticipated.  

3.13.2  Effects of the No Action Alternative  

Under the No Action Alternative, TUL would not implement the Proposed Action; therefore, 
no construction-noise or modification of aesthetics would be present. The airport is not 
located within an area where an environmental justice population is present; therefore no 
impact is anticipated.   
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4.0 Environmental Commitments  

Mitigation measures will be implemented prior to and during the design and construction of 
this project to reduce potential negative environmental impacts below the level of 
significance. Additionally, a number of common design and/or construction management 
measures will be implemented in accordance with good practices. Mitigation and 
management measures are summarized below. 

Air Quality 

• Use appropriate dust suppression methods during on-site construction activities. 
Available methods include application of water, dust palliative, or soil stabilizers; 
use of enclosure, covers, silt fences, or wheel washers; and suspension of earth-
moving activities during high wind conditions.  

• Define and post appropriate speed limits to minimize dust generated by vehicles 
and equipment on unpaved surfaces.  

• Shut off equipment when it is not in use. Visually monitor all construction 
activities regularly and particularly during extended periods of dry weather and 
implement dust control measures in additional to scheduled period when needed  

Water Resources 

• Obtain authorization under OKR10 Stormwater General Permit for Construction 
Activities.  

• Implementation of a SWPPP.  
• Implement BMPs to ensure that during rain events, sediment and debris do not leave 

the site and increase sediment loading and pollutants entering existing stormwater 
system. BMPs to be utilized can include: 

o Watering of disturbed areas  
o Planning and conducting earthwork in a manner that minimizes the duration of 

exposure of unprotected soils  
o Rotating staging areas during construction activities  
o Maintaining temporary erosion control measures, such as berms, dikes, drains, 

sedimentation basins, grassing, and mulching, until permanent drainage and 
erosion control facilities are completed and operative  

o Mulching of disturbed areas in lieu of permanent erosion controls, such as 
revegetation 

• If groundwater is encountered during construction activities, proper engineering 
controls would be incorporated into the proposed construction and operation of the 
structure. 
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Biological resources 
• If federal or state listed ESA species are seen on site during the time of 

construction, all activities should be halted and a USFWS permitted Wildlife Biologist 
must be contacted to implement mitigation.    

Cultural Resources 

• If buried cultural resources are discovered during construction activities, construction 
activity should immediately cease and the SHPO and Cherokee Nation notified within 
24 hours for further consultation.  
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5.0 Consultation 

As stated in Section 1.5, per 38 CFR Part 26 and the FAA’s Order 1050.1F, FAA has 
consulted with federal, state, and local agencies and Native American tribes concerning 
this Proposed Action. Comments received from all parties have been considered and 
incorporated within this EA. Communications received during this process are located in 
Appendix E. 

5.1 Agency and Organization Coordination 

Public participation opportunities with respect to the EA, as well as decision making on 
the Proposed Action, are guided by 38 CFR Part 26.  Letters of Intent and Consultation 
letters were sent to various stakeholders including, but not limited to, the following: 

• United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
• Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town  
• Apache Tribe of Oklahoma  
• Cherokee Nation 
• Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes  
• Delaware Tribe of Indians  
• Muscogee (Creek) Nation 
• Osage Nation 
• Wichita and Affiliated Tribes (Wichita, Keechi, Waco & Tawakonie)  
• State Historic Preservation Office 

 
The SHPO provided an initial response to the request for Section 106 consultation on 
October 19, 2022. The SHPO requested additional information associated with the 
existing ATCT. Additional documentation, including digital photographs and a Historic 
Preservation Resource Identification Form was provided on December 1, 2022. Upon 
review of the documentation, the SHPO determined that there are no historic properties 
affected by the Proposed Action.   
 
Tribal consultation commenced on January 3, 2023. The federally recognized tribes were 
provided a site location map, site layout, and a copy of the Desktop Cultural Resources 
Report. The requests for consultation were mailed utilizing the certified mail, signature 
required, option through the US Postal Service. The Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
with the Cherokee Nation, Elizabeth Toombs, provided a response on February 8, 2023. 
The Cherokee Nation “does not foresee this project imparting impacts to Cherokee 
cultural resources at this time.”  The Cherokee Nation requested that if items of cultural 
significance are discovered during the course of this project, work cease and they be 
contacted for further consultation. Additionally, the Cherokee Nation requested that the 
FAA conduct appropriate inquiries with other pertinent Historic Preservation Offices 
regarding historic and prehistoric resources not included in the Nation’s databases or 
records. 
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As of June 20, 2023, no additional comments were received.  

5.2 Public Involvement 

Public involvement, beyond request for consultation letters submitted to the stakeholders 
noted above, was conducted through open TAIT board meetings as well as combined 
meetings with the Tulsa Airport Authority. Meeting agendas were made available, on-line, at 
least 48 hours prior to meetings.  

The open meetings, that were held in which the Proposed Action was discussed are listed 
below.  The list also includes the context in which the Proposed Action was discussed. 
Copies of the agenda’s are in Appendix F. 

• September 12, 2019  
o Accept Oklahoma Aeronautics (OAC) grant for siting location study  

• November 9, 2021  
o Engineering/design firm selected for the design of the Proposed Action 

• December 9, 2021  
o Five year Capital Investment Plan (2023-2027) approved, which included the 

Proposed Action 
• July 13, 2022  

o Reimbursable agreement with FAA for design of ATCT and base building 
• November 10, 2022  

o Amended contract to engineering/design firm for Proposed Action 
• May 11, 2023  

o Amended contract to engineering/design firm for Proposed Action 
• June 8, 2023  

o Accepted and approved pending OAC grant for Proposed Action 

A news article was published on July 9, 2021, on Fox 23’s website, discussing the potential 
federal funding of the Proposed Action.   The proposed project was reported on by Channel 
6, which included an interview with CEO of the TAIT, on November 9, 2022.  

Additionally, information on the progress of the environmental review and permitting 
process is made available to the public, real-time via the Federal Infrastructure Projects, 
Permitting Dashboard located at: https://www.permits.performance.gov/permitting-
project/dot-projects/tulsa-international-airport-new-atct-removal-existing-atct.  

Upon finalization of this EA, this document will be posted on the FAA and TAIT websites.  

  

 
 

 

https://www.permits.performance.gov/permitting-project/dot-projects/tulsa-international-airport-new-atct-removal-existing-atct
https://www.permits.performance.gov/permitting-project/dot-projects/tulsa-international-airport-new-atct-removal-existing-atct
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Appendix B 

Air Quality 



 Run              Header Item:  Item Value

           Report Description:  Summary Report

             Report Date/Time:  2023-7-26 16:30:39
        MOVES Output Database:  atct_out

             Emission Process:  All

   1            Run Date/Time:  2023-07-26 15:55:40.0
   1        Run Specification:  C:\Users\Public\EPA\MOVES\MOVES3.1\ATCT

   1  Run Spec File Date/Time:  2023-07-26 15:55:28.0

   1     Run Spec Description:  Tulsa International Airport - construction of new ATCT and
demolition

   1               Mass Units:  ton

   1             Energy Units:  J
   1           Distance Units:  mi

   1               Time Units:  day

  Year ModelYr   Run                  CO                 CH4                NMHC          

      NOx             TotalHC                 VOC
  2024    1975     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    1976     1                   0                   0                   0          
        0                   0                   0

  2024    1977     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0
  2024    1978     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    1979     1                   0                   0                   0          



        0                   0                   0

  2024    1980     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0
  2024    1981     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    1982     1                   0                   0                   0          
        0                   0                   0

  2024    1983     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0
  2024    1984     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    1985     1                   0                   0                   0          
        0                   0                   0

  2024    1986     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0
  2024    1987     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    1988     1                   0                   0                   0          
        0                   0                   0

  2024    1989     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0
  2024    1990     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    1991     1                   0                   0                   0          
        0                   0                   0

  2024    1992     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0



  2024    1993     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    1994     1                   0                   0                   0          
        0                   0                   0

  2024    1995     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0
  2024    1996     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    1997     1                   0                   0                   0          
        0                   0                   0

  2024    1998     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0
  2024    1999     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    2000     1                   0                   0                   0          
        0                   0                   0

  2024    2001     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0
  2024    2002     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    2003     1                   0                   0                   0          
        1                   0                   0

  2024    2004     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0
  2024    2005     1                   1                   0                   0          

        1                   0                   0

  2024    2006     1                   0                   0                   0          



        0                   0                   0

  2024    2007     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0
  2024    2008     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    2010     1                   0                   0                   0          
        0                   0                   0

  2024    2011     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0
  2024    2012     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    2013     1                   0                   0                   0          
        1                   0                   0

  2024    2014     1                   0                   0                   0          

        1                   0                   0
  2024    2015     1                   0                   0                   0          

        0                   0                   0

  2024    2016     1                   0                   0                   0          
        1                   0                   0

  2024    2017     1                   0                   0                   0          

        1                   0                   0
  2024    2018     1                   0                   0                   0          

        1                   0                   0

  2024    2019     1                   0                   0                   0          
        1                   0                   0

  2024    2020     1                   0                   0                   0          

        1                   0                   0



  2024    2021     1                   0                   0                   0          

        1                   0                   0

  2024    2022     1                   0                   0                   0          
        0                   0                   0

  2024    2023     1                   0                   0                   0          

        1                   0                   0
  2024    2024     1                   0                   0                   0          

        1                   0                   0

 Category Field      Value  Description
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Biological Resources 






















 














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



























































 













 






















 


 

 

 

 







 



 














 
















 











 




















 














 


 




























 














 








 

 













































































 




















































































































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





 

 











            







































































 













            


































































 

























































































 







































































 


























 


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Federal and State Endangered, 
Threatened, and Candidate Species 
by County
Tulsa
Category Federal State Scientific Name Common Name
Beetle Listed Threatened null Nicrophorus americanus American Burying Beetle
Bird Listed Threatened null Coccyzus americanus Yellow-billed Cuckoo
Fish Listed 

Endangered
null Macrhybopsis 

tetranema
Arkansas River Speckled 
Chub

Fish Listed Threatened null Notropis girardi Arkansas River shiner
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Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust 
7777 Airport Dr   
Tulsa, OK 74115 

Attn:  Ms. Katie Smith 
E: KatieSmith@tulsaairports.com 

RE: Cultural Resource Desktop Assessment 
Tulsa Communications Tower 
Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma 
Terracon Project No. 90227177 

Dear Ms. Smith, 

Terracon Consultants, Inc. (Terracon) is pleased to submit this desktop review and 
recommendations to Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust (Client) for the above referenced site. This 
document provides the results of our cultural resource desktop review and recommendations.  

Review of public and confidential sources indicate that no previously identified archaeological or 
historic resources are located within the area of potential effects (APE), and one National Register 
eligible resource is located within the one-mile search radius. Review of Oklahoma Archeological 
Survey (OAS) records would indicate that no previous archaeological investigations are recorded 
within the APE. Historical imagery and topographic maps indicate there has been some previous 
disturbance to portions of the APE. However, due to the potential for shallow and deeply buried 
surfaces, a lack of previous investigations, and potential for historic-age archaeological resources, 
it is Terracon’s opinion that the project would likely require field-based investigations to evaluate 
the APE for cultural resources, in compliance with applicable Federal and/or State laws. 

We appreciate the opportunity to be of service to you on this project. If there are any questions 
regarding this report or if we may be of further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Terracon Consultants, Inc. 
Sincerely, 

Victoria C. Pagano, MA, RPA  Jon C. Lohse, PhD 
Staff Scientist/ Principal Investigator Authorized Project Reviewer 
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Project Information and Area of Potential Effects 
This report presents the results of a cultural resource desktop assessment of a proposed 
communications tower to be constructed on an undeveloped portion of property (5.44 acres) 
within the Tulsa International Airport complex in Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma (Figure 1). The 
proposed tower would be located north of the main terminal (approximately 36.201633 N, -
95.888022 W). The assessment was conducted in support of an Environmental Assessment (EA) 
in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, 54 U.S.C. 306108, and its implementing regulations, 
36 CFR Part 800. 

Figure 1. Location of the proposed Tulsa Airport communications tower. 



Cultural Resource Desktop Assessment  
Tulsa Communications Tower ■ Tulsa, Tulsa County, Oklahoma 
August 2022 ■ Terracon Project No. 90227177 
 

Responsive ■ Resourceful ■ Reliable   3 
 

The area of potential effects (APE) can be found within the southwest quarter of the northeast 
quarter of Section 23, Township 20 North, Range 13 East of the Indian Meridian on the Tulsa, OK 
USGS 7.5-Minute topographic quadrangle (Figure 2). Terracon conducted this desktop cultural 
resource review to evaluate the APE in accordance with Section 106 of the NHPA, and the 
Oklahoma Antiquities Law - Oklahoma Statute Title 53 Chapter 20 (Section 361). Professional 
staff meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s (SOI’s) Professional Qualifications in Archeology 
conducted an archaeological resources desktop assessment of the proposed communications 
tower. No archaeological fieldwork was performed for this desktop review. 

 

Figure 2. Location of APE on the USGS topographic basemap. 
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Environmental Context 
The APE is situated within the Central Irregular Plains (40), Level 3 ecoregion of Oklahoma 
(Woods et al. 2005). More specifically, the APE is within Tulsa county in the Osage Cuestas (40b) 
Level 4 ecoregion, consisting of irregular to undulating plains, east-facing cuestas, and low hills. 
This ecoregion is naturally covered in tall grass prairie but has some oak-hickory forest in the 
eastern portion.  
 
Bedrock geology within the APE is mapped as the Holdenville and Lenapah Formations (PAhl; 
Figure 3; Heran et al. 2003). In Tulsa, Holdenville consists of shale with minor components of 
limestone and sandstone; Lenapah consists of limestone and shale. 

 
Although agricultural in nature, county soil surveys provide a description of soil characteristics, 
including depth, color, inclusions, etc., which can be used to elucidate formation processes and 
environmental characteristics. Two soils are mapped within the APE: Dennis silt loam (12) and 
the Dennis-Radley complex (16) (UC ANR and NRCS 2022; Table 1, see Figure 3). The Dennis 
series is characterized by very deep, somewhat poorly drained soils formed on interfluve summits, 

Figure 3. Mapped soil and geologic units at the APE. 
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foot slopes, and base slopes. The Radley component is characterized by very deep, moderately 
well-drained soils formed in drainageways.  
 

Table 1. Soil profiles as described in SoilWeb (UC ANR and NRCS 2022)   
Dennis series Radley series 

Parent material: Silty and clayey residuum 
weathered from shale from the underlying 
Pennsylvanian-age bedrock 

Parent material: Stratified silty alluvium 

A – 0-28 cm; silt loam, grayish brown (10YR 5/2) Ap – 0-31 cm; silt loam, grayish brown (10YR 5/2) 

AB – 28-33 cm; silt loam, pale brown (10YR 6/3) Bw – 31-58 cm; silt loam, light brownish gray 
(10YR 6/2) 

BA – 33-43 cm; silty clay loam, brown (10YR 5/3) C – 58-107 cm; silt loam with less clay than 
horizon above, pale brown (10YR 6/3) 

Bt1 – 43-56 cm; clay, light yellowish brown (10YR 
6/4) 

Ab – 107-203 cm; silt loam, grayish brown (10YR 
5/2) 

Bt2 – 56-76 cm; clay, brownish yellow (10YR 6/6) -- 
Bt3 – 76-91 cm; clay, brownish yellow (10YR 6/6) -- 
BC – 158-201 cm; clay, light olive brown (2.5Y 
5/4) -- 

 
Site Records and Literature Review 
According to the Guidelines for Developing Archaeological Survey Reports in Oklahoma and 
Report Components (OKSHPO 2013), investigations of archaeological resources in an area must 
begin with a review of information on sites, structures, and studies that are already on record 
since this information will provide guidance for archaeological work that may follow.  
 
Terracon reviewed online database records from historical United States Geological Survey 
(USGS) topographic maps, historical aerial imagery, Oklahoma Interactive SHPO NRHP Web 
Map (OK SHPO), and the Oklahoma Landmarks Inventory (OLI) for historic-age sites. In addition, 
review of prehistoric and historic-age archaeological resources was conducted by Terracon staff 
at the Oklahoma Archeological Survey (OAS) on July 20, 2022 for the APE and within a one-mile 
search radius. These sources provide information on factors that affect the likelihood of intact 
archaeological deposits, as well as recorded archaeological sites listed in, or eligible for listing in 
the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) within and near the APE. 
 
According to OAS records (Figure 4), several cultural resource projects have been conducted 
within the one-mile search radius; no investigations have taken place within the APE. No 
archaeological sites have been documented within the APE or within the one-mile search radius.  
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There are no NRHP listed properties or districts within the APE or the one-mile search radius. A 
thematic building survey of the Tulsa Municipal Airport, now known as the Tulsa International 
Airport was completed (undertaken) in 2016 (see Figure 4: Thematic Survey Buildings A-C; Bays 
et al. 2017). The purpose of this survey was to identify document, and evaluate historical 
resources related to Oklahoma’s role in training U.S. and British aviators during World War II 
(WWII, 1941-1945) at Oklahoma’s WWII Army Air Training Fields. This survey resulted in the 
documentation of three buildings that relate to World War II era Army Air Training Fields; one of 
these, Building A, was found to be eligible for listing on the NRHP. All three buildings are listed in 
the Oklahoma Landmarks Inventory.  
 
Table 2. WWII-era buildings documented during thematic survey. 

Map ID - Name OLI Number NRHP Eligibility 
A – Tulsa Municipal Airport Building No. 10 

Engine Overhaul 101042 Eligible under Criteria A; period of 
significance: 1941-1945 

B – Tulsa Municipal Airport Building No. 11 
Customer Engine Storage 101043 Ineligible due to alterations since the 

period of significance 

Figure 4. Previous investigations and historical structures identified within the one-mile records search 
radius.  
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Map ID - Name OLI Number NRHP Eligibility 
C – Tulsa Municipal Airport Building No. 8 

Aircraft Overhaul 101044 Ineligible due to alterations since the 
period of significance 

 
The earliest readily available aerial imagery is from 1954 and depicts the APE as an undeveloped 
parcel with developments (i.e., roads and structures) immediately adjacent to the north boundary 
of the APE (NETR 2022). The next available image (ca. 1967) shows a road and structure in the 
eastern half the APE. Later imagery (ca. 1995 and 2003) indicates the demolition of the structure 
and some ground disturbance to the immediate area. Current imagery (ca. 2019) shows remnant 
road features and the footprint of the once present structure.  
 
The earliest topographic maps are the 1898 GLO survey map and the 1954 Tulsa, Oklahoma 7.5-
minute USGS topographic quadrangle (GLO 1898; NGMDB and NGP 2022). According to the 
original land survey (ca. 1898) a road and partial telephone line run through Section 23, which 
contains the APE. The 1954 topographic map depicts the lack of development within the APE and 
developments immediately adjacent to the northern APE boundary. Later topographic maps (ca. 
1967, 1975, and 1981) depict similar changes to the area and APE that are visible in the historical 
imagery. 
 
Conclusions and Recommendations 
Based on the results of our cultural resources desktop review, no previously identified 
archaeological or historic resources are located within the APE. One National Register eligible 
resource and two locally designated resources are located within the one-mile search radius. 
Review of OAS records indicates that no previously recorded archaeological investigations are 
known to have occurred within the APE. Historical imagery and topographic maps indicate there 
has been some previous disturbance to portions of the APE. However, due to the potential for 
shallow and deeply buried surfaces as indicated in the soil data, lack of previous investigations, 
and potential for historic-age archaeological resources, it is Terracon’s opinion that the project 
would likely require field-based investigations to evaluate the APE for cultural resources. 
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Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
Southwest Region 

FAA ASW-630 
10101 Hillwood Parkway 
Fort Worth, Texas 76177 

December 01, 2022 

State Historic Preservation Office  
Oklahoma History Center  
Attn:  Matthew Pearce, Ph.D., National Register Program Coordinator 
800 Nazih Zuhdi Drive  
Oklahoma City, OK 73105-7917 

Re:  File #0079-23 FAA Proposed New Air Traffic Control Tower and Removal of Existing 
Air Traffic Control Tower at Tulsa International Airport (TUL) 

Dear Dr. Pearce:  

Thank you for your letter, dated October 19, 2022, regarding the review of the proposed Air 
Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) at Tulsa International Airport (TUL). As part of this project, 
TUL would remove the airport’s current ATCT, built in 1961. As requested, we have 
enclosed the Historic Preservation Resource Identification Form and appropriate 
photographs for further review by your office.   

The project is located at 7777 Airport Drive, Tulsa County, Oklahoma. The proposed project 
is located to the northwest of the existing ATCT within an undeveloped portion of the 
airport. The new ATCT would be constructed to a height of 243 feet, with the top of the 
tower at 255 feet. The current ATCT and base building will be removed, once the new tower 
is commissioned.  

Project Location:  Tulsa County, OK. Tulsa International Airport, 7777 E Apache Street, 
Tulsa, OK 74115 
Legal Description:  USGS Topographic map – Mingo, OK, Sections 18 and 19, Township 
20 North, Range 13 East.  

If you have any questions or require additional information, please feel free to contact me at:  
Kelly.M.Oliver-Amy@faa.gov or 817-222-5645, or contact Katie Smith at Tulsa Airports 
Improvement Trust at KatieSmith@tulsaaiprorts.com or 918-838-5061. 

Sincerely, 

Kelly Oliver-Amy 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 

mailto:KatieSmith@tulsaaiprorts.com
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> State Historic Preservation Office
Oklahoma History Center • 800 Nazih Zuhdi Drive • Oklahoma City, OK 73105-7917 
(405) 521-6249'• Fax (405) 522-0816 • www.okhistory.org/shpo/shpom.htm

December 13, 2022 .

Ms. Kelly Oliver-Amy
USDOTFAAASW-630 >
10101 Hillwood Parkway 
Fort Worth, TX 76177

RE: File #0079-23: FAA Proposed New Air Traffic Control Tower & Removal of Existing Air
■---- -r—Traffie-GoHt-Fol-ToweF'at^ulsaTnternational-Airpor-t, TulsarTulsa-GouhtyT^klahoma----- -

Dear Ms. Oliver-Amy:

Thank you for submitting the requested Historic Preservation Resource Identification Form 
and photographs for the existing Air Traffic Control Tower and base building, which we 
received on December 2, 2022. We find that we are unable to complete the review of your 
project without the following additional information:

The form recommends that the tower is not eligible for the National Register of Historic 
Places (NRHP). Please provide additional information to justify your recommendation that 
the it is not eligible for the NRHP. Specifically, please provide information that places the 
existing tower in context with other historic-age resources constructed at the Tulsa 
International Airport (TUL) after World War II.

If you should have any questions concerning this request, please contact me at 405/522-4479.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this project. Please reference the above underlined file 
number when responding.

Sincerely,

Matthew Pearce, Ph.D.
National Register Program Coordinator

MP:pm

http://www.okhistory.org/shpo/shpom.htm




 
February 8, 2023 
 
Kelly Oliver Amy 
Federal Aviation Administration 
10101 Hillword Parkway 
Fort Worth, TX  76177 
 
Re:  Tulsa International Airport Air Traffic Control Tower 
 
Dear Kelly Oliver Amy: 
 
The Cherokee Nation (Nation) is in receipt of your correspondence about the proposed Tulsa 

International Airport Air Traffic Control Tower, and appreciates the opportunity to provide 
comment upon this project. Please allow this letter to serve as the Nation’s interest in acting as a 
consulting party to this proposed project. 
 
The Nation maintains databases and records of cultural, historic, and pre-historic resources in this 
area. Our Historic Preservation Office (Office) reviewed this project, cross referenced the project’s 
legal description against our information, and found no instances where this project intersects or 
adjoins such resources. Thus, the Nation does not foresee this project imparting impacts to 
Cherokee cultural resources at this time.  
 
However, the Nation requests that the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) halt all project 
activities immediately and re-contact our Office for further consultation if items of cultural 
significance are discovered during the course of this project. Additionally, the Nation requests that 
the FAA conduct appropriate inquiries with other pertinent Historic Preservation Offices regarding 
historic and prehistoric resources not included in the Nation’s databases or records.  
 
If you require additional information or have any questions, please contact me at your convenience. 
Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. 
 
Wado, 

 
Elizabeth Toombs, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
Cherokee Nation Tribal Historic Preservation Office 
elizabeth-toombs@cherokee.org 
918.453.5389 



 

January 03, 2023 
 
Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town 
Chief Wilson Yargee 
PO Box 187 
Wetumka, OK 74883 
 
 
Re: Initiation of Section 106 Consultation- 
Proposed Air Traffic Control Tower at the Tulsa International Airport, Tulsa, Oklahoma  
 
Dear Chief Yargee: 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is consulting with your Tribe regarding the above-
referenced project, located at the Tulsa International Airport (TUL), Tulsa County, Tulsa, Oklahoma. 
Due to federal financial assistance and permitting, the proposed project is a federal undertaking 
subject to compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and its 
implementing regulations found at 36 CFR Part 800. This letter is written in order to initiate 
consultation between the Alabama-Quassarte Tribal Town and the FAA regarding airport 
development that may potentially affect ancestral lands or properties that may be unique or 
significant to your Tribe. 
 
The FAA is preparing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate the potential impacts associated 
with the Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) Project at TUL. The action will not directly or indirectly 
impact changes to aircraft flight paths; therefore, the extent of the environmental study area for the 
proposed project is the site in which the ATCT will be constructed and any temporary construction 
impacts. Please see the enclosures for project location and the environmental study area.  
 
Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the FAA to consider ways to effectively avoid and 
minimize potential impacts to Tribal resources and/or cultural practices as project planning proceeds, 
and the Proposed Action is developed and refined.  
 
The FAA has also initiated Section 106 consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office and 
consultation is on-going.  
 
Project Information  
The proposed ATCT would provide a safer working environment and improved line of sight for the 
Air Traffic Controllers, improving workplace and airfield safety. The construction and operation of 
the new tower would not modify the existing approaches/aircraft flight path and/or altitudes in the 
Tulsa area. The new ATCT is anticipated to be constructed to a height of 243 feet at control lab 
eye level, 255 ft to the top of the tower, and the impacts to the ground surface is anticipated to be 
5.25 acres. Upon completion of construction, the existing ATCT will be removed.  



 

FAA Contact Information 
Any comments provided will be fully considered by the FAA prior to implementation of the 
undertaking. If you wish to comment on this undertaking, please respond to this letter within 30 days 
by email at:  Kelly.M.Oliver-Amy@faa.gov or to the following address: 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
Attn:  Kelly Oliver-Amy 
10101 Hillwood Parkway 
Fort Worth, Texas 76177 

We value the government-to-government relationship that exists between the FAA and the Alabama-
Quassarte Tribal Town and we appreciate this opportunity to consult and work with you on this 
undertaking. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns regarding this 
project at (817) 222-5645.   
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Kelly Oliver Amy 
Environmental Protection Specialist  
FAA-Southwest Region 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
 
 
CC: Ben Yahola, THPO 
 
Enclosure: 
Site Location Map 
Site Layout 
Desktop Cultural Resources Report 
 



January 03, 2023 

Apache Tribe of Oklahoma 
Chairman Bobby Komardley 
PO Box 1330 
Anadarko, OK 73005 

Re: Initiation of Section 106 Consultation- 
Proposed Air Traffic Control Tower at the Tulsa International Airport, Tulsa, Oklahoma 

Dear Chairman Komardley: 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is consulting with your Tribe regarding the above-
referenced project, located at the Tulsa International Airport (TUL), Tulsa County, Tulsa, Oklahoma. 
Due to federal financial assistance and permitting, the proposed project is a federal undertaking 
subject to compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and its 
implementing regulations found at 36 CFR Part 800. This letter is written in order to initiate 
consultation between the Apache Tribe of Oklahoma and the FAA regarding airport development 
that may potentially affect ancestral lands or properties that may be unique or significant to your 
Tribe. 

The FAA is preparing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate the potential impacts associated 
with the Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) Project at TUL. The action will not directly or indirectly 
impact changes to aircraft flight paths; therefore, the extent of the environmental study area for the 
proposed project is the site in which the ATCT will be constructed and any temporary construction 
impacts. Please see the enclosures for project location and the environmental study area.  

Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the FAA to consider ways to effectively avoid and 
minimize potential impacts to Tribal resources and/or cultural practices as project planning proceeds, 
and the Proposed Action is developed and refined.  

The FAA has also initiated Section 106 consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office and 
consultation is on-going.  

Project Information 
The proposed ATCT would provide a safer working environment and improved line of sight for the 
Air Traffic Controllers, improving workplace and airfield safety. The construction and operation of 
the new tower would not modify the existing approaches/aircraft flight path and/or altitudes in the 
Tulsa area. The new ATCT is anticipated to be constructed to a height of 243 feet at control lab 
eye level, 255 ft to the top of the tower, and the impacts to the ground surface is anticipated to be 
5.25 acres. Upon completion of construction, the existing ATCT will be removed.  



 

FAA Contact Information 
Any comments provided will be fully considered by the FAA prior to implementation of the 
undertaking. If you wish to comment on this undertaking, please respond to this letter within 30 days 
by email at:  Kelly.M.Oliver-Amy@faa.gov or to the following address: 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
Attn:  Kelly Oliver-Amy 
10101 Hillwood Parkway 
Fort Worth, Texas 76177 

We value the government-to-government relationship that exists between the FAA and the Apache 
Tribe of Oklahoma, and we appreciate this opportunity to consult and work with you on this 
undertaking. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns regarding this 
project at (817) 222-5645.   
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Kelly Oliver Amy 
Environmental Protection Specialist  
FAA-Southwest Region 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
 
 
 
Enclosure: 
Site Location Map 
Site Layout 
Desktop Cultural Resources Report 
 



 

January 03, 2023 
 
Cherokee Nation 
Principal Chief Chuck Hoskin 
PO Box 948 
Tahlequah, OK  74465 
 
 
Re: Initiation of Section 106 Consultation- 
Proposed Air Traffic Control Tower at the Tulsa International Airport, Tulsa, Oklahoma  
 
Dear Principal Chief Hoskin: 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is consulting with your Tribe regarding the above-
referenced project, located at the Tulsa International Airport (TUL), Tulsa County, Tulsa, Oklahoma. 
Due to federal financial assistance and permitting, the proposed project is a federal undertaking 
subject to compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and its 
implementing regulations found at 36 CFR Part 800. This letter is written in order to initiate 
consultation between the Cherokee Nation and the FAA regarding airport development that may 
potentially affect ancestral lands or properties that may be unique or significant to your Tribe. 
 
The FAA is preparing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate the potential impacts associated 
with the Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) Project at TUL. The action will not directly or indirectly 
impact changes to aircraft flight paths; therefore, the extent of the environmental study area for the 
proposed project is the site in which the ATCT will be constructed and any temporary construction 
impacts. Please see the enclosures for project location and the environmental study area.  
 
Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the FAA to consider ways to effectively avoid and 
minimize potential impacts to Tribal resources and/or cultural practices as project planning proceeds, 
and the Proposed Action is developed and refined.  
 
The FAA has also initiated Section 106 consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office and 
consultation is on-going.  
 
Project Information  
The proposed ATCT would provide a safer working environment and improved line of sight for the 
Air Traffic Controllers, improving workplace and airfield safety. The construction and operation of 
the new tower would not modify the existing approaches/aircraft flight path and/or altitudes in the 
Tulsa area. The new ATCT is anticipated to be constructed to a height of 243 feet at control lab 
eye level, 255 ft to the top of the tower, and the impacts to the ground surface is anticipated to be 
5.25 acres. Upon completion of construction, the existing ATCT will be removed.  
 
 



 

FAA Contact Information 
Any comments provided will be fully considered by the FAA prior to implementation of the 
undertaking. If you wish to comment on this undertaking, please respond to this letter within 30 days 
by email at:  Kelly.M.Oliver-Amy@faa.gov or to the following address: 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
Attn:  Kelly Oliver-Amy 
10101 Hillwood Parkway 
Fort Worth, Texas 76177 

We value the government-to-government relationship that exists between the FAA and the 
Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes, Oklahoma, and we appreciate this opportunity to consult and work 
with you on this undertaking. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns 
regarding this project at (817) 222-5645.   
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Kelly Oliver Amy 
Environmental Protection Specialist  
FAA-Southwest Region 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
 
 
CC: Max Bear, THPO 
 
Enclosure: 
Site Location Map 
Site Layout 
Desktop Cultural Resources Report 
 



 

January 03, 2023 
 
Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes, Oklahoma 
Governor Reggie Wassana 
P.O. Box 38 
Concho, OK  73022 
 
 
Re: Initiation of Section 106 Consultation- 
Proposed Air Traffic Control Tower at the Tulsa International Airport, Tulsa, Oklahoma  
 
Dear Governor Wassana: 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is consulting with your Tribe regarding the above-
referenced project, located at the Tulsa International Airport (TUL), Tulsa County, Tulsa, Oklahoma. 
Due to federal financial assistance and permitting, the proposed project is a federal undertaking 
subject to compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and its 
implementing regulations found at 36 CFR Part 800. This letter is written in order to initiate 
consultation between the Cheyenne and Arapaho Tribes, Oklahoma and the FAA regarding airport 
development that may potentially affect ancestral lands or properties that may be unique or 
significant to your Tribe. 
 
The FAA is preparing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate the potential impacts associated 
with the Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) Project at TUL. The action will not directly or indirectly 
impact changes to aircraft flight paths; therefore, the extent of the environmental study area for the 
proposed project is the site in which the ATCT will be constructed and any temporary construction 
impacts. Please see the enclosures for project location and the environmental study area.  
 
Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the FAA to consider ways to effectively avoid and 
minimize potential impacts to Tribal resources and/or cultural practices as project planning proceeds, 
and the Proposed Action is developed and refined.  
 
The FAA has also initiated Section 106 consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office and 
consultation is on-going.  
 
Project Information  
The proposed ATCT would provide a safer working environment and improved line of sight for the 
Air Traffic Controllers, improving workplace and airfield safety. The construction and operation of 
the new tower would not modify the existing approaches/aircraft flight path and/or altitudes in the 
Tulsa area. The new ATCT is anticipated to be constructed to a height of 243 feet at control lab 
eye level, 255 ft to the top of the tower, and the impacts to the ground surface is anticipated to be 
5.25 acres. Upon completion of construction, the existing ATCT will be removed.  
 



 

FAA Contact Information 
Any comments provided will be fully considered by the FAA prior to implementation of the 
undertaking. If you wish to comment on this undertaking, please respond to this letter within 30 days 
by email at:  Kelly.M.Oliver-Amy@faa.gov or to the following address: 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
Attn:  Kelly Oliver-Amy 
10101 Hillwood Parkway 
Fort Worth, Texas 76177 

We value the government-to-government relationship that exists between the FAA and the Cherokee 
Nation, and we appreciate this opportunity to consult and work with you on this undertaking. Please 
feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns regarding this project at (817) 222-
5645.   
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Kelly Oliver Amy 
Environmental Protection Specialist  
FAA-Southwest Region 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
 
 
CC: Elizabeth Toombs, THPO 
 
Enclosure: 
Site Location Map 
Site Layout 
Desktop Cultural Resources Report 
 



 

January 03, 2023 
 
Delaware Tribe of Indians 
Chief Brad Killscrow 
5100 Tuxedo Boulevarde 
Bartlesville, OK  74006 
 
 
Re: Initiation of Section 106 Consultation- 
Proposed Air Traffic Control Tower at the Tulsa International Airport, Tulsa, Oklahoma  
 
Dear Chief Killscrow: 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is consulting with your Tribe regarding the above-
referenced project, located at the Tulsa International Airport (TUL), Tulsa County, Tulsa, Oklahoma. 
Due to federal financial assistance and permitting, the proposed project is a federal undertaking 
subject to compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and its 
implementing regulations found at 36 CFR Part 800. This letter is written in order to initiate 
consultation between the Delaware Tribe of Indians and the FAA regarding airport development that 
may potentially affect ancestral lands or properties that may be unique or significant to your Tribe. 
 
The FAA is preparing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate the potential impacts associated 
with the Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) Project at TUL. The action will not directly or indirectly 
impact changes to aircraft flight paths; therefore, the extent of the environmental study area for the 
proposed project is the site in which the ATCT will be constructed and any temporary construction 
impacts. Please see the enclosures for project location and the environmental study area.  
 
Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the FAA to consider ways to effectively avoid and 
minimize potential impacts to Tribal resources and/or cultural practices as project planning proceeds, 
and the Proposed Action is developed and refined.  
 
The FAA has also initiated Section 106 consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office and 
consultation is on-going.  
 
Project Information  
The proposed ATCT would provide a safer working environment and improved line of sight for the 
Air Traffic Controllers, improving workplace and airfield safety. The construction and operation of 
the new tower would not modify the existing approaches/aircraft flight path and/or altitudes in the 
Tulsa area. The new ATCT is anticipated to be constructed to a height of 243 feet at control lab 
eye level, 255 ft to the top of the tower, and the impacts to the ground surface is anticipated to be 
5.25 acres. Upon completion of construction, the existing ATCT will be removed.  
 
 



 

FAA Contact Information 
Any comments provided will be fully considered by the FAA prior to implementation of the 
undertaking. If you wish to comment on this undertaking, please respond to this letter within 30 days 
by email at:  Kelly.M.Oliver-Amy@faa.gov or to the following address: 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
Attn:  Kelly Oliver-Amy 
10101 Hillwood Parkway 
Fort Worth, Texas 76177 

We value the government-to-government relationship that exists between the FAA and the Delaware 
Tribe of Indians and we appreciate this opportunity to consult and work with you on this undertaking. 
Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns regarding this project at (817) 
222-5645.   
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Kelly Oliver Amy 
Environmental Protection Specialist  
FAA-Southwest Region 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
 
 
CC: Larry Heady, THPO 
 
Enclosure: 
Site Location Map 
Site Layout 
Desktop Cultural Resources Report 
 



 

January 03, 2023 
 
Muscogee (Creek) Nation 
Principal Chief David Hill  
PO Box 580 
Okmulgee, OK 74447 
 
 
Re: Initiation of Section 106 Consultation- 
Proposed Air Traffic Control Tower at the Tulsa International Airport, Tulsa, Oklahoma  
 
Dear Principal Chief Hill: 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is consulting with your Tribe regarding the above-
referenced project, located at the Tulsa International Airport (TUL), Tulsa County, Tulsa, Oklahoma. 
Due to federal financial assistance and permitting, the proposed project is a federal undertaking 
subject to compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and its 
implementing regulations found at 36 CFR Part 800. This letter is written in order to initiate 
consultation between the Muscogee (Creek) Nation and the FAA regarding airport development that 
may potentially affect ancestral lands or properties that may be unique or significant to your Tribe. 
 
The FAA is preparing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate the potential impacts associated 
with the Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) Project at TUL. The action will not directly or indirectly 
impact changes to aircraft flight paths; therefore, the extent of the environmental study area for the 
proposed project is the site in which the ATCT will be constructed and any temporary construction 
impacts. Please see the enclosures for project location and the environmental study area.  
 
Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the FAA to consider ways to effectively avoid and 
minimize potential impacts to Tribal resources and/or cultural practices as project planning proceeds, 
and the Proposed Action is developed and refined.  
 
The FAA has also initiated Section 106 consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office and 
consultation is on-going.  
 
Project Information  
The proposed ATCT would provide a safer working environment and improved line of sight for the 
Air Traffic Controllers, improving workplace and airfield safety. The construction and operation of 
the new tower would not modify the existing approaches/aircraft flight path and/or altitudes in the 
Tulsa area. The new ATCT is anticipated to be constructed to a height of 243 feet at control lab 
eye level, 255 ft to the top of the tower, and the impacts to the ground surface is anticipated to be 
5.25 acres. Upon completion of construction, the existing ATCT will be removed.  
 
 



 

FAA Contact Information 
Any comments provided will be fully considered by the FAA prior to implementation of the 
undertaking. If you wish to comment on this undertaking, please respond to this letter within 30 days 
by email at:  Kelly.M.Oliver-Amy@faa.gov or to the following address: 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
Attn:  Kelly Oliver-Amy 
10101 Hillwood Parkway 
Fort Worth, Texas 76177 

We value the government-to-government relationship that exists between the FAA and the 
Muscogee (Creek) Nation, and we appreciate this opportunity to consult and work with you on this 
undertaking. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns regarding this 
project at (817) 222-5645.   
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Kelly Oliver Amy 
Environmental Protection Specialist  
FAA-Southwest Region 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
 
 
CC: Corain Lowe-Zepeda, THPO 
 
Enclosure: 
Site Location Map 
Site Layout 
Desktop Cultural Resources Report 
 



 

January 03, 2023 
 
Osage Nation 
Principal Chief Standing Bear 
PO Box 779 
Pawhuska, OK 74056 
 
 
Re: Initiation of Section 106 Consultation- 
Proposed Air Traffic Control Tower at the Tulsa International Airport, Tulsa, Oklahoma  
 
Dear Principal Chief Standing Bear: 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is consulting with your Tribe regarding the above-
referenced project, located at the Tulsa International Airport (TUL), Tulsa County, Tulsa, Oklahoma. 
Due to federal financial assistance and permitting, the proposed project is a federal undertaking 
subject to compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and its 
implementing regulations found at 36 CFR Part 800. This letter is written in order to initiate 
consultation between the Osage Nation and the FAA regarding airport development that may 
potentially affect ancestral lands or properties that may be unique or significant to your Tribe. 
 
The FAA is preparing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate the potential impacts associated 
with the Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) Project at TUL. The action will not directly or indirectly 
impact changes to aircraft flight paths; therefore, the extent of the environmental study area for the 
proposed project is the site in which the ATCT will be constructed and any temporary construction 
impacts. Please see the enclosures for project location and the environmental study area.  
 
Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the FAA to consider ways to effectively avoid and 
minimize potential impacts to Tribal resources and/or cultural practices as project planning proceeds, 
and the Proposed Action is developed and refined.  
 
The FAA has also initiated Section 106 consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office and 
consultation is on-going.  
 
Project Information  
The proposed ATCT would provide a safer working environment and improved line of sight for the 
Air Traffic Controllers, improving workplace and airfield safety. The construction and operation of 
the new tower would not modify the existing approaches/aircraft flight path and/or altitudes in the 
Tulsa area. The new ATCT is anticipated to be constructed to a height of 243 feet at control lab 
eye level, 255 ft to the top of the tower, and the impacts to the ground surface is anticipated to be 
5.25 acres. Upon completion of construction, the existing ATCT will be removed.  
 
 



 

FAA Contact Information 
Any comments provided will be fully considered by the FAA prior to implementation of the 
undertaking. If you wish to comment on this undertaking, please respond to this letter within 30 days 
by email at:  Kelly.M.Oliver-Amy@faa.gov or to the following address: 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
Attn:  Kelly Oliver-Amy 
10101 Hillwood Parkway 
Fort Worth, Texas 76177 

We value the government-to-government relationship that exists between the FAA and the Osage 
Nation, and we appreciate this opportunity to consult and work with you on this undertaking. Please 
feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns regarding this project at (817) 222-
5645.   
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Kelly Oliver Amy 
Environmental Protection Specialist  
FAA-Southwest Region 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
 
 
CC: Andrea A. Hunter, THPO 
 
Enclosure: 
Site Location Map 
Site Layout 
Desktop Cultural Resources Report 
 



 

January 03, 2023 
 
Wichita and Affiliated Tribes (Wichita, Keechi, Waco & Tawakonie), Oklahoma 
President Terri Parton 
PO Box 729 
Anadarko, OK  73005 
 
 
Re: Initiation of Section 106 Consultation- 
Proposed Air Traffic Control Tower at the Tulsa International Airport, Tulsa, Oklahoma  
 
Dear President Parton: 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is consulting with your Tribe regarding the above-
referenced project, located at the Tulsa International Airport (TUL), Tulsa County, Tulsa, Oklahoma. 
Due to federal financial assistance and permitting, the proposed project is a federal undertaking 
subject to compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and its 
implementing regulations found at 36 CFR Part 800. This letter is written in order to initiate 
consultation between the Wichita and Affiliated Tribes (Wichita, Keechi, Waco & Tawakonie), 
Oklahoma and the FAA regarding airport development that may potentially affect ancestral lands or 
properties that may be unique or significant to your Tribe. 
 
The FAA is preparing an Environmental Assessment to evaluate the potential impacts associated 
with the Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) Project at TUL. The action will not directly or indirectly 
impact changes to aircraft flight paths; therefore, the extent of the environmental study area for the 
proposed project is the site in which the ATCT will be constructed and any temporary construction 
impacts. Please see the enclosures for project location and the environmental study area.  
 
Early identification of Tribal concerns will allow the FAA to consider ways to effectively avoid and 
minimize potential impacts to Tribal resources and/or cultural practices as project planning proceeds, 
and the Proposed Action is developed and refined.  
 
The FAA has also initiated Section 106 consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office and 
consultation is on-going.  
 
Project Information  
The proposed ATCT would provide a safer working environment and improved line of sight for the 
Air Traffic Controllers, improving workplace and airfield safety. The construction and operation of 
the new tower would not modify the existing approaches/aircraft flight path and/or altitudes in the 
Tulsa area. The new ATCT is anticipated to be constructed to a height of 243 feet at control lab 
eye level, 255 ft to the top of the tower, and the impacts to the ground surface is anticipated to be 
5.25 acres. Upon completion of construction, the existing ATCT will be removed.  
 



 

FAA Contact Information 
Any comments provided will be fully considered by the FAA prior to implementation of the 
undertaking. If you wish to comment on this undertaking, please respond to this letter within 30 days 
by email at:  Kelly.M.Oliver-Amy@faa.gov or to the following address: 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
Attn:  Kelly Oliver-Amy 
10101 Hillwood Parkway 
Fort Worth, Texas 76177 

We value the government-to-government relationship that exists between the FAA and the Wichita 
and Affiliated Tribes (Wichita, Keechi, Waco & Tawakonie), Oklahoma, and we appreciate this 
opportunity to consult and work with you on this undertaking. Please feel free to contact me if you 
have any questions or concerns regarding this project at (817) 222-5645.   
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Kelly Oliver Amy 
Environmental Protection Specialist  
FAA-Southwest Region 
Arkansas/Oklahoma Airports District Office 
 
 
CC: Gary McAdams, THPO 
 
Enclosure: 
Site Location Map 
Site Layout 
Desktop Cultural Resources Report 
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Public Involvement 



Combined Meeting of
TULSAAIRPORTS IMPROVEMENT TRUST - ANNUAL MEETING

and TULSA AIRPORT AUTHORITY - ANNUAL MEETING
THURSDAY ~ SEPTEMBER 12, 2019 ~ 8:30 a.m.

(or as soon thereafter as the 8:30 a.m. meetings ofTIADT and TMAT are concluded)
AIRPORT CONFERENCE ROOM #A21 1

TULSA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT
7777 AIRPORT DRTVE
TULSA, OKLAHOMA

AGENDA-

Call Combined Annual JVIeeting of the Trustees of the Tulsa Airports
Improvement Trust and Annual Meeting of the Members of the Tulsa Airport
Authority to order.

1. Approve the Minutes of the August 8, 2019 Special Meeting of TAIT and
the Regular Meeting ofTAA.

2. Financial and Operating.
2.A. Receive and File Operating Reports - TUL/RVS.

This agenda item is to receive a report with the board. No vote is necessaryfor this agenda item.
• C.E.O.Report
• Financial Report
• Airport Customer Siirvey Report

2.B. Receive and File the Aimual Report from TAIT Secretary - TUL/RVS.
This agenda item is to receive andfile a report with the board. No vote is necessaryfor this agenda item.

2.C. Ajmiual Election of Officers of Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust and Tulsa
Airport Authority - TUL/RVS.

2.DJ Accept OAC Grant for Airport Facilities Terminal Integration Laboratory
(AFTIL) in the amount of $300,000.00 - TUL.

This Grant will help fund the FAA required study to select the optimal Air
Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) location.

Management recommends acceptance. (FER)

2.E.) Enter into a Reimbursable Agreement (RA) (AFTIL Study - Relocate ATCT
without TRACON at Tulsa Intemational Airport (TUL)) with the FAA in the
amount of $494,608.23 - TUL.

This RA provides ftmding for the FAA to perform the AFTIL study for the
newATCTlocation.
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Management recommends approval. (FER)
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2.G.

2.H.

Enter into a Reimbursable Agreement (RA) (Non-Federal Limited Design
and Implementation Reimbursable Agreement) with the FAA in the amoimt
of $99,412.50-TUL.

This RA provides funding for the FAA to perform a plan review, location
study, and miscellaneous design options for relocation of the Glideslope
ToweronR\W18R-36L.

Management recommends approval. (FER)

Approve Amendment No. 1 to Ground Transportation Operating Agreement
with Rasier, LLC (Uber), effective August 1,2019 - TUL.

This amendment reflects changes in the geo-fence made when TAIT moved
the TNC staging area from the cell lot to its new location in the fonner
Spartan parking lot on the west side offhe airport.

Management recommends approval. (JS)

Receive for review TAIT's Draft Policy on Free Speech and Expressive
Activity - TUL/RVS.

This new policy provides the airport and public with guidelines regarding
expressive activity at fhe Airports. As a non-public fomm, TAIT's main
piupose in the community is to provide to fhe travelling public a safe and
efGcient airport, maximize passenger traffic flow, avoid congestion, and
avoid ofher operational disturbances. This policy provides procedures for an
application and pemiitting process.
This agenda item is to receive a report with the board. No vote is necessaryfor this agendaitem.

2.1. Receive for review TAIT's Draft Purchasing Policy - TUL/RVS.

This amended policy is reorganized and reworded for clarity and no
substantive changes have been made.
This agenda item is to receive a report 'with the board. No vote is necessaryfor this agenda item.

2.J. Receive and Reject Bid (Parking Revenue Control System) - TUL.

Three (3) bids were received and each bidder had made changes to the bid
sheet resulting in the review panel being iinable to fairly assess the bids.

Management recommends rejecting bids. (FS)



TULSA AIRPORTS IMPROVEMENT TRUST ANNUAL MEETING
TULSA AIRPORT AUTHORITY ANNUAL MEETING

SEPTEMBER12,2019
PAGE3

2.K. Approve purchase from Bill Knight Ford for three (3) Ford pickup tmcks in
the amount of $93,986.00, utilizmg State contract SW035 -TUL.

• Airfield Operations: one (1) F150 half-ton Extended Cab Pickup Tmck
$33,498.00

• Customer Experience/Parking Operations: two (2) F350 one-ton Pickup
Tmcks $60,488.00 ($30,244.00 each)

Management recommends approval. (FS)
Funding is available from DDA General Operating Fund.

2.L. Approve purchase from Arrowhead Truck Equipment, Inc. in the amount of
$18,815.00, the lowest responsible quote-TUL.

• Parking Operations: two (2) plows for the one-ton pickup trucks $13,970.00
($6,985.00 each)

• Parking Operations: sand spreader for one-ton pickup truck $4,845.00

Management recommends approval. (FS)
Funding is available from DDA General Operating Fund.

2.M. Approve purchase from Clark Equipment Company dba Bobcat Company in
the amount of $49,992.40 for fhe followmg equipment, utilizing State
contractSW0192-TUL.

• One (1) skid steer with attachments $40,416.84
• Bucket, broom, and V snow plow attachments $9,575.56

Management recommends approval. (FS)
Funding is available from DDA General Operatiag Fund.

2.N. Approve Workers Compensation Insurance through CompSource Mutual
Insurance Company, provided through Insurica, for one (1) year in the
annual amount of $174,767.00 with a $3,000.00 deductible per claim,
effective October 1, 2019 -TUL/RVS.

Management recommends approval. (JS)
Funding is available from DDA General Operating Fund.

3. Capital Improvement Contracts, Amendments, Change Orders, or
Other Action.

3.A. Reserved. ~No items.
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3.B. Contracts. ~No items.
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3.C. Contract Amendments. ~ No items.

3.D. Change Orders. ~No items.

3.E. Change of Quantities. ~No items.

jr. Other Contract Action.
^3.F.l)Accept Project and Approve Final Payment (Taxiway J Pavement Project)

with Interstate Highway Constmction, Inc. (IHC) in the amount of
$568,909.07-TUL.

DBE goal of 9.7%, actual attained is 12.3%.

This project is complete and management recommends approval. (FER)
Funding is available from FAA & Airports Improvement Fund. (F 18-022)

^3.F.2^Accept Project and Approve Final Payment (Escalator Project-Phase II)
with Keith Constmcfion, LLC in the amount of $45,031 .27 - TUL.

This project is complete and management recommends approval. (FER)
Funding is available from Airports Improvement Fund. (F19-033)

4. Contracts, Leases, Licenses or Other Action.
4.A. Approve Assignment aad Assumption of Concession Lease Agreement

between Creative Food Group TUL, LLC and DN TUL, LLC (Delaware
North), effective upon receipt of documents and closing - TUL.

Management reoommends approval. (JG)(F 17-022)

Amount Percent Change
Original contract amount: $14,181,101.69
Total change orders: $187,138.20 1.3%
Total change ofquantities: $192,807.90 1.4%
Total percent change: 2.7%
Total cost: $14,561,047.79

Amount Percent Change
Original contract amount: $900,613.50
Total change orders: $0 0%
Total change of quantities: $0 0%
Total percent change: 0%
Total cost: $900,613.50
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4.B. Approve Amendment No. 2 to Sublease Agreement wifh Spirit Aerosystems,
Inc. ('67-'79 Land), effective October 1, 2019 - TUL.

This amendment will encompass the following:

• Exercise the first of two (2) five-year options to extend the term through
September 30, 2024;

• Adjust the rentals for the TAIT-owned buildings and adjust ground rentals;
and

• Provide a rent credit of fifty percent (50%) with the requirement that the
tenant invest $500,000.00 aanually into capital improvements

• Add additional leased premises of 506,465 square feet

Management recommends approval. (AH) (P-406)

4.C. Approve Concession License Agreement with Smarte Carte, Inc. for

provision of luggage carts, massage chairs, and electa-onics chargmg stations
for a five-year term, effective October 1,2019 - TUL.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F20-040)

4.D. Approve Concession License Agreement with Ready Credit Corporation for
one (1) year with five (5) one-year options, effective October 1, 2019 -

TUL.

License to install and maintain self-service kiosks that convert cash to card,
to facilitate cashless operations for air carriers.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F20-041)

4.E. Approve Non-Signatory Sublease and License Agreement with Allegiant
Airlines for one (1) year at the standard rate, effective November 1, 2019
TUL.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F20-025)

4.F. Approve Amendment No. 1 to Sublease Agreement with AT&T
Communications, Inc. (4021 N. Mingo Road) to increase the leased

premises by 300 square feet, effective October 1, 2019 - TUL.

Management recoinmends approval. (JG) (F 18-098)
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4.G. Acknowledge and Consent to Jet Linx Tulsa, LLC as a Subtenant of Premier
Jet Center, Inc. dba Legacy Jet Center - TUL.

Jet Linx Tulsa, LLC is licensed to conduct an aircraft management and
charter operation.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F07-056)

4.H. Approve Assignment of Sublease and Acknowledgment and Consent to
Assignment from Boston Torrence, dba Shoe Smiles to Victor Peteet, dba
Victor's Shoe Shine - TUL.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F 19-070)

Required hangar inspections for assignments of suhleases, new subleases, and exercise of
options to extend the term have been conducted for the following agenda items and no
maintenance issues currently exist.
'4X

4.1

Approve Assignment of Sublease and Ackaowledgment and Consent to
Assignment (Lot 14, Block 9, Northeast Hangar Development) from Charles
W. Harris to Moore Performance Aircraft, LLC, effective upon closing
RVS.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F08-024)
\

|J.) Approve Mutual Termination of Sublease Agreement (Lot 14, Block 9,
Northeast Hangar Development) with Moore Perfomiance Aircraft, LLC,
effective December 31, 2019 -RVS.

Mutual Tennination to allow for placement ofnew commercial sublease per
TAIT policy.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F08-024)

4.K.) Approve Sublease Agreement (Lot 14, Block 9, Norfheast Hangar
Development) with Moore Performance Aircraft, LLC for fifteen (15) years
with two (2) five-year options to extend the term at the standard rate,
effective January 1, 2020 -RVS.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F20-038)
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4.L. Approve Sublease Agreement (Lot 8, Block 13, Northeast Hangar
Development; Hangar B-lll) with Wade & Rae, LLC for fifteen (15) years
with two (2) five-year options to extend the term at the standard rate,
effective November 1, 2019 -RVS.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F20-009)

4.M. Acknowledge and Consent to The Catering Connection as a Subtenant of
RVESCo.LLC-RVS.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (P-408)

4.N. Approve Assignment of Sublease and Acknowledgment and Consent to
Assignment (Lot 3, Block 12, Northeast Hangar Development; Hangar B-
104) fi-om Oscar L. Taylor to Oscar L. Taylor and/or Brett Taylor, effective
Septemberl,2019-RVS.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F 15-003)

4.0. Approve Acknowledgment and Consent to name change from CMC
Leasmg, LLC to William Cunningham (Lot 17, Block 7, Southwest
Commercial Area), effective upon approval - RVS.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (FOO-004)

Approve Sublease Agreement (Lot 9, Block 13, Northeast Hangar
Development; Hangar B-110) with Metgames, Inc. for fifteen (15) years
with two (2) five-year options to extend the term at the standard rate,
effective November 1, 2019 -RVS.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F20-017)

t.Q.\ Approve Sublease Agreement (Lot 4, Block 14, Northeast Hangar
Development; Hangar B-121) with Metgames, Inc. for fifteen (15) years
with two (2) five-year options to extend the term at the standard rate,
effective November 1, 2019 - RVS.

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F20-016
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4.R. Approve Termination of Sublease of John Tumer (Lot 10, Block 1B
Northwest Hangar Area) - RVS.

In November, 2018 the Board approved and issued a Notice ofDefault for
non-payment of rentals and insurance premium. Since that time Airport
Management has been working with Mr. Tumer to cure the default. In
Febmary, 2019, Mr. Tumer's final extension became due, and because ofthe
default situation, Management did not bring the extension to the Board.
Since that time a hangar inspection determined that there was no aircraft
being stored in the hangar, along with numerous unresolved maintenance
issues. Mr. Tumer owes $320.00 for unpaid 2018 insurance premiums and a
$25.00checkfee.

• See Inspection Report

Management recommends approval. (JG) (F04-044)

5. Other TAIT Business.

6. TAA Business.

7. Motion to enter into TAIT Executive Session pursuant to 25 O.S.

§307(8)(4)for the purposes of communication behveen the Trustees and
Counsel concerning pending investigation(s), claim(s), action(s) or
litigation including, but not limited to: Frank Montero dba A.A., Inc. vs.
Tulsa Airport Authority a/k/a T.A.I.T. - T.A.A., District Court of Tulsa
County, State of Oklahoma, Case No. CV-2014-00072 and Frank
Montero v. Tulsa Airport Authority, a/k/a T.A.I.T., Case No. CV-2014-
924; Northern District of Oklahoma, Case Number 17-CV-622-TCK-
IFJ; TenthCircuit Court ofAppeals, Case Number 18-5011 and related
appeal.

8. Adjourn.

LMM/0919



FILED
C\T\ OF TULSA

STATE OF OKLAHOMA
12/06/2021 4:33 pm

Office ofthe
City Clerk

MT

NOTICE AND AGENDA
Combined Meeting of

Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust - Special Meeting
Tulsa Airport Authority- Regular Meeting

Thursday, December 9,2021,8:30 a.m.
Airport Conference Room A-211

Tulsa International Airport
7777 Airport Drive

Tulsa, Oklahoma, 74115

g'^
6'^
^

^
,^

^
^

Call Combined Special Meeting of the Trustees of the Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust and
Regular Meeting of the Members of the Tulsa Airport Authority to order.

1. Approvetheminutesofthecombined November9, 2021 meetingsofTAITandTAA.

2. Financial and Operating Reports

Chief Executive Offlcer Report
Chief Financial Officer Report

Fiscal Year 2021 Financial Audit Presentation

Administrative/Finance/IT Contract Action.

3. Receive and file the Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust Audited Financial Report for the
fiscal year ended June 30, 2021, along with other related reports prepared by RSIVI US LLP.

?4J Accept and approve pending FAAAirport RescueGrantOffer -Grant Number 3-40-0099-
462-2022 forTulsa International Airport in an amount not-to-exceed $12,534,920.

_5) Accept and approve Pending FAAAirport Rescue Grant Offer-Grant Number 3-40-0098-
J38-2022 for Richard Lloyd Jones Jr. Airport in an amount not-to-exceed $148,000.

Agenda Items 6 through 10 may be considered together related to employee benefits for the
upcoming calendar year 202^;

6.) ApproveGroup Health Plan with Blue Cross Blue Shield ofOklahoma;

[7.) Approve Business Associate Agreement with NFP Corporate Services;

,8.) Approve Teladoc Health Services Agreement with Teladoc Health Inc.

TAIT and TAA December 9, 2021 Agenda | Pa ge 1
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 Approve Identity Theft Protection Service Benefit Agreement with Identity Rehab

Corporation.

^.0) Approve agreement with MetLife for the provision of employee life, dental, and vision
insurance. l^

\-? 11. Approve a three year services agreement with Gallup, Inc. for use of the Q12 survey

platform, in a total three year amount not-to-exceed $24, 994.

12. Receive for initial consideration revisions to the TAIT Human Resources Policy Manual. \,
Numerouspollcy revisionsare beingsubmitted to the Trustees for review,to be approved atthe il ^
January, 2022 board meeting. . 'yo^ h

\

'^

^

13. Receive for initial consideration revisions to the TAIT Bid Protest Policy. Various changes

have been made to streamline the process and to resolve inconsistencies in the previous policy.

14. Approve renewal of Attorney Engagement Agreement with Conner & Winters, LLP (Jason
Coutant) for comprehensive legal services as TAIT counsel, for one (1) year effective January 1, 2022.

(F18-053).

15. Approve renewal of Attorney Engagement Agreement with Center for Economic

1\ ^, Development Law, PLLC (Leslie Batchelor) for legal services related to the Tulsa International Airport
- DevelopmentTrust (TIADT) TIF District for one (1) year at the standard rate, effective January 1, 2022.
This Agreement is to retain the law flrm regarding TIF development opportunities. All funds spent by
TAITwill be reimbursed byTIADT. (F16-086).

/1

^

^

^

\/

16. Approve purchase of LED airfield signage and control boards for Airfield Lighting Control

System from ADB Safegate in an amount not to exceed $232,030.20. This purchase is not

budgeted.

This purchase will replace fifty four older trapezoid incandescent wayfinding signs and

retrofit sixty one newer style incandescent signs to LED. It will also purchase twenty four

regulator control boards to replace outdated ones. As the current system is built on the ADB

Safegate platform, ADB Safegate is the only provider of compatible equipment.

17. Approve Purchase with Convergint Technologies, LLC for purchase, installation, and

configuration of video surveillance equipment not to exceed $298,375.00. This purchase is not

budgeted.

This purchase isto replace a large numberofsecuritycameras. ConvergintTechnologies,
LLC has a cooperative agreement contract with the State of Oklahoma which TAIT is eligible to

use. State of Oklahoma Contract SSW1048C.

TAIT and TAA December 9, 2021 Agenda ] P a ge 2
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-?'

^

)
.^

,^

[18.) Approve Amendment Number 2 to the Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for Fiscal
?5ars 2022-2026-TUL

The primary change is to move design of the ATCT and FIS into year 2022 with construction
following in 2023,

19J Approve Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for FiscalYears 2023-2027-forTulsa
International Airport and Tulsa Riverside Airport.

1<(5^ <jS^
The proposed CIPforTULidentifiestwentythreeC23) proj'ectstotaling $101,878,000.

Projects anticipated for FY2023: Improve R\W 18R-36L RSA, construction ofthe ATCT, purchase
public area furniture, rehabilitate entrance road, develop a safety management system (SMS),
upgrade the computer aided dispatch, construct the federal inspection service.

This proposed CIP for RVS identifies three (3) projects totallng $9,102,000. Projects
anticipated for FY2023: rehabilitate connector taxiway to R\W 1L-19R.

Engineering Capital Improvement Contracts, Amendments, Change Orders, or Other Action.

Contracts.

^

^

\f.Q.) Acceptbidandapproveawardofcontractto Keith Construction Company, LLC (Escalator
Replacement Phase IV) In the amount of $1,211,522.00 - TUL. (F22-051)

This contract includes removal and replacement of an escalator on A Concourse and one on B
Concourse. It also includes the removal and replacement of a pair of escalators located at the
east end of the airllne ticketing area. Two (2) bids were received: $1,211,522.00 and
$1,252,522.00. The engineer's estimate for the this work was $1,482,997.00 or 22% above the
contractor's bid.

Contract Amendments. No items.

^")

L

Change Orders.

^tl.j Approve Change Order Number Eight (Ticket Counters - Terminal Building Projects
Phase 4) with Myers-Cherry Construction, LLC in the amount of $55,069.80—TUL

This change provides funding for additional floor sealing and leveling in the last three phases of
the project.
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Amount Percent Change
Origlnal contract amount: $5,917,200.00
Total change orders: $501,924.97 8.5%



\'l) Approve Change Order Number Three (R\W 18R-36L Safety Area - Interim & Pavement
Rehabilitation) with APAC-Central, Inc., in the amount of (-$5,144.57)-TUL

This change modifies a sign pad, extends another sign pad and allows grooving slurry to be
discharged into the grass.

^

^

t̂
1\I

^

Change of Quantitles. No items.

Other Contract Action. No items.

Property Development, Leases, Concession Agreements or Other Properties Action.

23. Approve addendum to Sublease Agreement with the General Services Administration on
behalf of the Transportation Security Administration (terminal office space). (F22-026)

The added exhibits were received after the previous approval and contain standard
representations and certifications typically included in Federal Government leases; however, the
Executive Order mandating COVID-19 vaccinations for federal employees and contractors is a
new addition to the standard form.

24. Approve Amendment #1 to Concession and Lease Agreement with Andolini's, LLC, d/b/a
Tulsa Flagmart to add 289 square feet of storage space. (F20-020)

25. Approve Sublease Agreement (Airllne Terminal Building) with Aircraft Service

^ International, Inc.- ASIG dba Menzies Aviation, for in-to-plane fueling and management of the
" Tulsa Fuel Facilities fuel farm. ASIG will lease 184 sq. ft. of office space for (5) five year with two

(2) one-year options at the standard rate, effective January 1, 2022. (F22-048).

\
\ 26. Approve Sublease Agreement (Lot 1, Block 7A Northeast Hangar Dev-RVS Hangar B-12)

with Moore Performance Aircraft, LLC for fifteen (15) years with two (2) five-year options to

^ extend the term at the standard rate, effective January 1, 2022. (F22-047).

NewTAITBusiness. No Items.
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Total change of quantities:
Total cost: 6,419,124.97 8.5%

Amount Percent Change
Original contract amount: $11,350,000.00
Total changeorders: (-$23,857.19) -0.2%

Total change of quantities: $0.00 0.0%
Totalcost: $11,326,142.81 -0.2%



TAA Business.

Adjourn.

No Items

If you require special accommodations pursuant to the Americans with Disabillties Act, Please
notify Jeff Shaw at (918) 838-5000 by December 8, 2021.

TAIT and TAA December 9, 2021 Agenda | Pa ge 5



FILED
CITY OF TULSA

STATE OF OKLAHOMA
07/11/202203:36PM

Office of the
City Cterk

NOTICEANDAGENDA
Combined Meeting of

Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust - Special Meeting
Tulsa Airport Authority - Regular Meeting

Thursday, July 14, 2022,8:30 a.m.
Airport Conference Room A-211

Tulsa International Airport
7777 Airport Drive

Tulsa, Oklahoma, 74115

€^
^'

^
^

Call Combined Special Meeting of the Trustees of the Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust and
Regular Meeting of the Members of the Tulsa Airport Authority to order.

^l.

2.

Approvethe minutesofthe combined June 9, 2022 meetings ofTAITand TAA.

Financial and Operating Reports

Chief Executive Officer Report.
Chief Financial Officer Report.
Director, Engineeringand Planning- RVS MasterPlan Update.

Administrative/Finance/IT Contract Action.

3. Accept Bid and Award Contract for Elevator & Escalator Inspection, Repair, and
Maintenance Services with Schindler Elevator Corporation, the lowest responsible bidder, in an
amount not to exceed $209,808.00 for one year with four one-year renewal options including an

annual 5% price escalation, effective August 11, 2022. TUL contract F23-019. TAIT received one

hid.

4. Approve and Award Professional Services Agreement with Summit Fire and Security, LLC for
Fire System Maintenance Services for a term of one year with four one-year renewal options
including an annual 10% price escalation. Services are provided on a quoted hourly billable rate
ranging from $128.00 per hour for normal business hours to $256.00 per hour for Holidays &
Weekends. TAIT received one proposal. TUL contract 23-016.

5.^ Enter into a Reimbursable Agreement (RA) with the FAA in an amount not to exceed

^ ^. $750,000.00 forDesign-RelocateATCTandBaseBuildingProjectatTulsalnternationalAirport. This

RA provides funding for the FAA to perform design review of the entire project as well as design
of FAA required equipment.

Engineering Capital Improvement Contracts, Amendments, Change Orders, or Other Action.

Contracts.

L

^7 ^^IZ ^^ 25,^ -
1l7obac-L-^QS<t]

o}v\ 33^,5o4 6TD |2.Z.i5~'3 3"")% spe^
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[6J Accept bid and approve award of construction contract to realign and rehabilitate
'axiways

A4, A5 K & Lto APAC-Central, Inc., contingent upon FAA grant funding, in the amount

d up to $3,311,000.00 - RVS contract F23-012.
*<

This project brings four taxiways leading to Runway 19R up to current FAA standards. TAIT
received one bid, which was 4.3% below the engineers estimate. The contractor has committed
to a minimum of 6.7% DBE utilization on this contract. The DBE utilization goal was 6.7%.

•^
7.) Accept selection and approve award of contract for Construction Observation Services to
Olsson, Inc., contingent upon FAA grant funding, in an amount not to exceed $216,700.00 to
Realign and Rehabilitate Taxiways A4, A5, K & L Project - RVS contract F23-012.

^w^
^ zW>

^^;
Reject bids for Perimeter Road Rehabilitation Project. TAIT staff will repackage the

projectandrebidlaterthisyear. &2ce.'^c ^bld
'/'C',

/o0»-<-.'•

Contract Amendments.

^ \^y/ Approve Amendment NumberTwoto Professional ServicesAgreement, Design Services,
with Parkhill, Smith & Cooper, Inc. (Perimeter Road Rehabilitation) in the amount of $4,898.00.
TULcontract F21-096.

This corrects an arithmetic error, made by the consultant when developing a fee to rebid the

project.

Change Orders. No Items.

Change of Quantities.

Approve Change of Quantities Number Two with APAC-Central, Inc., in the amount of
/($1,398,344.49) R\W 18R-36L Safety Area - Interim & Pavement Rehabilitation Project—TUL
contract F21-007.

This change amends bid quantities to reflect actual quantities used on the project.

fv
Agenda Items 1( and ^may be considered together.

1

f''A^
'•j amount of ($588.00) Tulsa Riverside Airport Entrance Project—TULcontract F22-060. This

Approve Change of Quantities Number One with Magnum Construction, Inc., in the
amount of ($588.00) Tulsa Riverside Airport Entrance Project—TULcontract
change amends bid quantities to reflect actual quantities used on the project.
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Amount Percent Change
Original contract amount; $11,350,000.00
Total change orders: $48,048,26 0.42%
Total change of quantities: ($1,451,208.74) -12.8%

Total cost: $9,946,839.52 -12.4%



-^

^

^y^

Other Contract Action.

\}.'l.) Accept project and approve final payment to Magnum Construction, Inc., in the amount
of $26,866.70. Tulsa Riverside airport entrance - RVS contract F22-060.

Property Development, Leases, Concession Agreements or Other Properties Action.

13. Approve Sublease Agreement with Cellco Partnership, d/b/a Verizon Wireless for five

years with two five-year options, and one, two-year option to extend the term at a negotiated
rate, effective upon execution, with commencement date beingthe first dayofthe month after
lessee begins installation ofthe communicationsequipment. 36th and Mingo. TULcontract F23-
013.

14. Approve Sublease Agreement with Omni Air International, Inc. for two years with two
one-year options to extend the term of the agreement effective August 1, 2022. Military Apron
TULcontractF23-014.

•^
15. Approve Month-to-Month Cargo Facility Sublease Agreement with Matheson Flight
Extenders, Inc., effective August 1, 2022 through October 31, 2022 at the standard rate, and
contingent however upon payment of post-bankruptcy petition month to month rentals
currently due and owning. Cargo Building 2. TUL contract F23-011.

^_ ^,
Agenda ltems(,l.^throughlj.9)may be considered together.

Approve Assignment of Sublease and Acknowledgment and Consent to Assignment from
William and Linda Reif to David Brickwood-Figgins andJennifer Brickwood-Figgins as Co-Trustees
of the Amendment and Restatement of the Brickwood-Figgins Family Trust Agreement Dated
November9, 2010 (hereinafter

"Brickwood-Figgins Trusf'). Effective upon approval, but no later
than July 31, 2022. Lot 1, Block 1G, Northwest Hangar Area-RVS; Hangar A53. RVS contract F03-
062.

1.
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Amount Percent Change
Original contract amount: $269,255.00
Total change orders: $0.0 0.00%
Total change of quantities: ($588.00) -0.22%

Total cost: $268,667.00 0.22%

Amount Percent Change
Original contract amount: $269,255.00
Total change orders; $0.00 0.0%
Total change of quantities: ($588.00) -0.21%

Total cost: $268,667.00 -0.21%



^^

17j Approve Mutual Termination of Sublease Agreement between TAIT and Brickwood-
F7gg;ns Trust, effective July 31, 2022. Lot 1, Block 1G, Northwest Hangar Area-RVS; Hangar A53.
RVS contract F03-062.

y. Approve Sublease Agreement with Brickwood-Figgins Trust, for fifteen years with two
five-year options to extend the term at the published rate, effective August 1, 2022. Lot 1, Block
1G, Northwest Hangar Area-RVS; Hangar A53. RVS contract F23-015.

19. Approve Assignment of Sublease Agreement and Acknowledgment and Consent to
Assignment from Wade & Rae, LLC to Honey Badger, LLC, effective upon closing, but no later than
July 31, 2022. Lot 8, Block 13, Northeast Hangar Development; Hangar Blll. RVS contract F20-
009.

b̂ ,•?>•'y

^

.•^

20. Approve Sublease Agreement with Douglas Vincent for fifteen years with two five-year
options to extend the term, at the published rate effective August 1, 2022. Lot 12, Block 9,
Northeast Hangar Development, Hangar B52. RVS contract F22-112.

21. Rescind Approval of Temporary Sublease Agreement with Christiansen Aviation for
Cessna Convention aircraft parking. RVS contract F22-114.

Executive Session
NewTAIT Business
TAA Business
Motion to Adjourn.

No Executlve Session.
No Items.
No Items.

If you require special accommodations pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, please
notify Jeff Shaw at (918) 838-5000 by July 13, 2022.
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FILED
CITY OF TULSA

STATE OF OKLAHOMA
11/07/202204:15PM

Office of the
City Clerk

NOTICEANDAGENDA

Combined Meetingof
Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust - Special IVleeting

Tulsa Airport Authority - Regular Meeting

Thursday, November 10, 2022, 8:30 a.m.

Airport Conference Room A-211
Tulsa International Airport

7777 Airport Drive

Tulsa, Oklahoma, 74115

^o
^'

^

^
^o

^

Call Combined Special and Regular Meetings ofthe Trustees oftheTulsa Airports Improvement

Trust and the Members of the Tulsa Airport Authority to order.

^

y .^

1

1. Approve the minutes of the combined October 13, 2022 meetings of TAIT and TAA

2. Financial and Operating Reports

Chief Executive Officer Report.

Chief Financial Officer Report.

Administrative/Finance/IT Contract Action.

3. Approve amendment to the TAIT Human Resources Policy Manual, Section 5.9 Shift

Differential, to remove the evening and overnight shift differential rates. The text of the

approved change will be:

^

Non-exempt employees who work evening and night shifts receive a

shift differential in addition to their regular pay as follows:

a. An evening shift differential will be paid to employees whose

assigned shift begins at or after 2:00 p.m. but prior to 8:00 p.m.

b. An overnight shift differential will be paid to employees whose

assigned shift begins at or after 8:00 p.m. but prior to 4:00 a.m.

Agenda Items 4, 5, and 6 may be received together.

~vf4^'
Receive and consider amendment to the TAIT Human Resources Policy Manual, Section

6.2 Summary of Benefits. Text of change (in red):

\1/
.0
^0̂'

Benefits available to TAIT employees include the following:

• Medical and dental insurance;
• Wellness plan;
• Life insurance, dependent life insurance, accidental death &

dismemberment insurance;
• Long-term and short-term disability insurance;

TAIT & TAA - November 10, 2022 Agenda | Pa ge 1



r
^^

'J

&•
^•^.V
^'

• Retirement program;
• Deferred compensation program;
• Flexible spending plan;
• Dependent care match;
• Vision plan;
• Prepaid legal services and identitytheft insurance;
• Accident and critical illness insurance;
• Hospital indemnity plan;
• Telemedicine; and
• Pet insurance.

S.} Receive and consider amendment to the TAIT Human Resources Policy Manual Section

9.4 Uniform Policy. Text of change (in red):

Safety Shoes/Boots

Individuals whose positions require uniforms will be provided an $100
allowance each calendar year for steel or composite toe safety shoes or

boots. In addition, employees who assist the sorvo 35 an augmontCQ to
the snow and ice crews are eligible for this allowance on a one-time

basis. If employees wish to purchase steel or composite toe safety shoes

or boots which exceed the company allowance $100.00, the employee

will pay for the overage via two consecutive payroll deductions. The

Human Resources team can provide information regarding the

allowance amounts and reimbursement upon request.

The appropriate Director will establish departmental requirements for

when safety shoes or boots must be worn.

6^ Receive and consider amendment to the TAIT Human Resources Policy Manual, Section
11.8 Safety Programs and Plans Overview. Text of change (in red):

Eye Protection

Appropriate safety glasses, goggles, or face shields shall be worn when

the work may result in a potential risk of injury to face and/or eyes.

Safety glasses and goggles are provided by the company. Damaged

equipment must be replaced immediately.

TAIT will provide employees who require safety glasses as part of their

job function an allowance every two calendar years for prescription
safety glasses. The Human Resources team can provide information

regarding the allowance amounts and reimbursement upon request.

TAIT & TAA, November 10, 2022 Agenda | Pa ge 2



r- The appropriate Director will establish departmental requirements for
when safety glasses, goggles, or face shields must be worn.

Staff will ask the Trustees for approval of these policy changes at the December 8, 2022 meeting.

7. Receive and consider amendment to the TAIT Leasing Policy and Procedures, Section XIII

Broker Commissions, to change 2% broker commission to 2.5%. Text of change (in red):

BrokerCommissions

a. TAIT does not have and will not approve an exclusive listing/marketing agreement for its

commercial property. TAIT may pay a two and one half per cent (2.5%) commission based

on the gross rental of the initial Term of the Sublease ("Rental Commission") at closing,

to any licensed commercial real estate broker who brings TAIT a tenant that enters into a
long-term sublease ofTUL property and facilities.

b. No Commissions of any kind, whether Rental Commission or otherwise, shall be paid on
new or renewed subleases for existing tenants, or their successors, or assigns, unless any

such new sublease for an existing tenant is for new development at a different location.

Staff will ask the Trustees for approval of this policy change at the December 8, 2022 meeting.

8. Accept bid and award contract to Calema, LLC dba KMS for an air conditioning unit to be

installed in the airfield lighting vault air, the lowest responsible bidder, in an amount not to
^ exceed $79,180.00. Three bids were received ranging from to $79,180.00 to $141,727.00. TUL

V^ Contract F23-045.

^

^
This contract will provide one air conditioning unit, including installation for the Airfield Lighting

Vault.

^O l^ P/Byt
|^£,S^M'"

(^\\C
Agenda Items^S and 6)nay be considered together.

9.J Receive for initial consideration the draft Tulsa International Airport (TUL) Five-Year

Airport Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) for Fiscal Years 2024-2028.

ThisinitialdraftoftheTULCIP identifies eighteen projects totaling $100,918,000.

icy Receive for initial consideration the draft Tulsa Riverside Airport (RVS) Five-Year Airport

Capital ImprovementPlan (CIP)forFiscalYears 2024-2028. 3froy^ls
•-\ <^ ^O'z.^M

This initial draft of the RVS CIP identifiesteight^projects totaling $12,902,000.

[1\1 Accept pending amendment to FAA AIP Grant 3-40-0098-034-2021 in an amount up to

545,000-TUL.

TAIT & TAA, November 10, 2022 Agenda | Pa g e 3



<

^'
v^

r

\^

)'

y

)

The original Grant was based upon an estimate of design cost. Once the master plan identified

the new geometryofthe connectors, additional design workwas needed. 333,33^.

Engineering Capital Improvement Contract Action.

Contracts.

12. Acceptselection and approve award ofcontractforProfessional DesignServicestoOlsson

Inc., in the amount not to exceed $170,400.00 for the Riverside Taxiway Connectors - Phase 2

Project. RVS Contract F22-047.

This project will develop plans and specifications to remove and replace connecting taxiways

from Taxiway J to Runway 19R-1L as well as other taxiways along the runway that do not meet

the current FAA standards. Olsson was selected from qualifications received by five different

consultants.

Contract Amendments.

13. Amend contract for Professional Consulting Services to LEO A. DALY, in the amount not

to exceed $121,550.00 to design the Air Traffic Control Tower and Associated Facilities Project.

TULContractF22-042.

This amendment will compensate the consultant for additional design calculations required by

an updated FAA standard for Terminal Facilities Design Standard (TDFS) Version 2.0 and

additional servicesforwindtunnel testing. Si315,9ctS , ^,1,%

^
y\t,,wor ^-•"

Change Orders. None. ft
Change of Quantities. None.

Contract Close Out. None.

Property Development Contract Action.

14. Approve Agreement Regarding Location of Sanitary Sewer Line among the City of Tulsa,

^ TAIT and AT&T Communications, Inc., regarding sewer line to be located on Mingo property

.^v>'

v
subleased by AT&T. TUL Contract F18-098.

/\ 15. Approve Mutual Termination of Sublease and License Agreement with Alpha Medical

Laboratory, LLC, effective OctoberSl, 2022. TULContract F22-038.

16. Approve Right of Entry for Oklahoma Natural Gas Company, effective date November 10,

\/^' 2022 for extension of natural gas supply line at Tulsa Riverside Airport. (RVS)

•f^

1

TAIT & TAA , November 10, 2022 Agenda | P a g e4



17. Approve Sublease Agreement with Christiansen Aviation, LLC, for five (5) years effective

December 1, 2022forthe North halfofTie-Down Block 7 and all ofTie-Down BlockS, Southwest

Commercial Area. RVS contract F23-043.

18. Considerand approvetermination ofSubleaseAgreement with FrankMonterofordefault

of the terms of the Sublease Agreement. RVS Contract F08-059; Hangar B68.

Executive Session No Executive Session.
New TAIT Business No Items.
TAA Business No Items.

Motion to Adjourn.

If you require special accommodations pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, please
notify Jeff Shaw at (918) 838-5000 by November 9, 2022.

TAIT & TAA, November 10, 2022 Agenda | P a ge 5



FILED
CITV OF TULSA

STATE OF OKLAHOMA
05/08/2023 02:36 PM

Office of the
City Clerk

^
^

^

^,
^
«

\<t>

^t

NOTICEANDAGENDA
Combined Meeting of

Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust - Special IVIeeting
Tulsa Airport Authority - Regular Meeting

Thursday, May 11, 2023, 8:30 a.m.
Airport Conference Room A-211

Tulsa International Airport
7777 Airport Drive

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74115

^
0

vD^

^

^'

Call the combined Special and Regular Meetings of the Trustees of the Tulsa Airports
Improvement Trust and the Members of the Tulsa Airport Authority to order.

1. Approve the Minutes of the combined April 13, 2023, meetings of TAIT and TAA.

2. Operatingand Financial Reports. \i

3. Receive draft of FY 2023 - 2024 (FY2024) TAIT annual budget to be considered at the June,
2023 board meeting.

The annual budget includes both anticipated resources as well as planned costs to operate the
airport system, service debt, and provide for the Airport's share of approved Capital Projects.
Anticipated action at the June Board meeting includes approval of the FY2024 Schedule of Rates,

Fees, and Charges and the approval of the FY2024 Budget Plan. In addition, the Parking

Management contract (F19-081) requires a specific approval of the parking budget which is
included in the overall budget plan.

Administrative, Finance, IT, and Operations Contract Action.

4. Approve purchase from Creative Bus Sales for one ADA compliant passenger shuttle bus in an
amount not to exceed $143,628. This new bus will replace unit 15-149 (Bus ffl2), and will be

purchased under Oklahoma state contract SW0797C.

The costofthisvehicle is overthe fiscal year 2023 capital purchasebudget by $23,628.00.

5. Accept Bid and Award Contract for Hay Cutting Services with Lyle Blakley, the highest
responsible bidder, inthe amountof$19,489.80foroneyearwith fouroneyearoptions,effective

June 1,2023. TULcontract F23-078.

Three bids were received ranging from $17,718.00 to $19,489.80.

Engineering Capital Improvement Contract Action.

Contracts.

-^

1.
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F

^

^

{ N)

^

GyAcceptselection and approveaward ofcontractfor Professional EngineeringServicestoAtkins

North America, Inc., in an amount not to exceed $315,200.00 for the Airfield Electrical Upgrade

Project. TUL 00ntractF23-079.

Thiscontractprovidesfundingtodevelopplansandspecificationstoreplaceold electricalcabling,

airfield lights, regulators, and other miscellaneous electrical items that have exceeded their

design life. The airport received qualifications from eight consultants from which Atkins was

selected as the best qualified.

Contract Amendments.

7)Amend contractforProfessional ConsultingServicesto LEOA. DALY in anamountnottoexceed ^~1'3,V-1
f33,550.00 for the Air Traffic Control Tower and Associated Facilities Project. TUL contract F22- in.^°

042. ^. ip^ 3,c-fa3,4'TC>

This amendmentwill compensatetheconsultantforadditional design workrequiredforthe Mass

DampenerSystem.

Change Orders

S.} Approve Change Order Number Two with Keith Construction Co., LLC in the amount of

($1,485.00) for the "Replace Concourse B Exit Lane Security Doors Project." TUL contract F23-

040.

This change provides a deducft'on for a reduced amount of work and materials required to install

glasssecuritywalls.

L,

Contract Close Out / Other Contract Action. No Items.

Property Development Contract Action.

9. Approve Acknowledgement and Consent to Subtenant with AIVITRA Enterprises, LLC, as

V subtenant of Omni Air International, LLC, effective upon approval. Building 16. TUL contract F23-

066.

10. Approve Sublease Agreement with Tetra Steel Worx, OK, Inc., for a five year term, effective
^ June1, 2023. 2100 N. Cargo Rd., Cargo Building 1 - Office + Bays A & B. TUL contract F23-079.

Agenda Items 11 and 12 may be considered together.

TAIT & TAA - May 11, 2023 Notice and Agenda ] P ag e 2

^i

Amount Percent Change

Original contract amount: $289,000.00
Total change orders: $13,456.00 4.7%

Total change of quantities:
Totalcost: $302,456.00 4.7%



^

(y. Approve Mutual Termination of Sublease Agreement with United States Aviation effective

July 1, 2023, and approve a new Sublease Agreement with updated terms and conditions, and

increasingthe square footage ofthe Leased Premises. Hangar99. TULcontract F99-059.

). Approve Option to Sublease Land with United States Aviaft'on for a one year term, effective

July 1,2023 TULcontractF99-059.

13. ApproveSubleaseAgreementwithTulsa Metropolitan UtilityAuthority(TMUA),effectiveJuly
<> 'V 1, 2023. Parking Lot 9319 E. 42nd St. North. TUL contract F18-091.

14. Approve Assignment of Sublease and Acknowledgement and Consent to Assignment from

J^ , Brosseau and Smith Enterprises, LLC to 71 WG, LLC, effective upon approval. Lot 7, Block 9,
\L^

Northeast Hangar Area, Hangar B57. RVS contract F21-053.

15. Approve Assignment of Sublease and Acknowledgement and Consent to Assignment from Ike

Enns to Lee Bottem, D.0., PLLC, effective upon approval. Lot 3, Block 9, Northeast Hangar Area,

Hangar B61. RVS contract F04-007.

^ 16. Approve Assignment of Sublease and Acknowledgement and Consent to Assignment from

Max D. Watkins to Messenger Properties, LLC, effective upon approval. Lot 14, Block 7A,

Northeast Hangar Area, Hangar B26. RVS contract F12-017.

^ 17. Approve New Sublease Agreement with Dan Diehl, as Trustee ofThe Dan and Alicia Diehl

\^ Trust, dated April 9, 2009, effective July 1, 2023. Lot 2, Block 1G, Northwest Hangar Area, Hangar

fv

A53-2. RVS contract F03-060.

18. Approve Acknowledgment and Consent to Subtenant with South Tulsa Hangars, LLC, for new

subtenant Steele Aerospace Services, LLC, effective upon approval. Lot 14, Block 6, Southwest

Commercial Area, Hangar Number 3. RVS contract F01-068.

19. Approve New Sublease Agreement with Max D. Watkins, effective July 1, 2023. Lot 5, Block

7A, Northwest Hangar Area, Hangar B17. RVS contract F03-OS2.

^Approve entering into Executive Session pursuant to 25 O.S. §307(B)(3) for the purposes of
^fussing the potential purchase or appraisal of real property.

'V^t/21. MotiontoexitExecutiveSessionand resume public meeting.

22. NewTAITBusiness No Items.

23. TAA Business No Items.

24. Motion toAdjourn.

If you require special accommodations pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, please notify
Sheila Cook at (918) 838-5000 by May 10, 2023.
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FILED
CITyOFTULSA

STATE OF OKLAHOMA

05/08/2023 02:36 PM

Office of the
City Clerk

NOTICEANDAGENDA
Combined Meetingof

Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust - Special Meeting
Tulsa Airport Authority - Regular Meeting

Thursday, May 11, 2023, 8:30 a.m.
Airport Conference Room A-211

Tulsa International Airport
7777 Airport Drive

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74115

Call the combined Special and Regular Meetings of the Trustees of the Tulsa Airports
Improvement Trust and the Members of the Tulsa Airport Authority to order.

1. Approve the Minutes of the combined April 13, 2023, meetings of TAIT and TAA.

2. Operatingand Financial Reports.

3. Receive draft of FY 2023 - 2024 (FY2024) TAIT annual budget to be considered at the June,
2023 board meeting.

The annual budget includes both anticipated resources as well as planned costs to operate the

airport system, service debt, and provide for the Airport's share of approved Capital Projects.

Anticipated action at the June Board meeting includes approval of the FY2024 Schedule of Rates,

Fees, and Charges and the approval of the FY2024 Budget Plan. In addition, the Parking

Management contract (F19-081) requires a specific approval of the parking budget which is

included in the overall budget plan.

Administrative, Finance, IT, and Operations Contract Action.

4. Approve purchase from Creative Bus Sales for one ADA compliant passenger shuttle bus in an

amount not to exceed $143,628. This new bus will replace unit 15-149 (Bus #12), and will be

purchased under Oklahoma state contract SW0797C.

The cost of this vehicle is over the fiscal year 2023 capital purchase budget by $23,628.00.

5. Accept Bid and Award Contract for Hay Cutting Services with Lyle Blakley, the highest

responsible bidder, intheamountof $19,489.80 foroneyear withfouroneyear options,effective

June 1,2023. TULcontract F23-078.

Three bids were received ranging from $17,718.00 to $19,489.80.

Engineering Capital Improvement Contract Action.

Contracts.
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6. Accept selection and approveaward ofcontractfor Professional EngineeringServicestoAtkins

North America, Inc., in an amount not to exceed $315,200.00 for the Airfield Electrical Upgrade

Project. TUL contract F23-079.

Thiscontractprovidesfundingtodevelopplansandspecificationstoreplaceoldelectricalcabling,

airfield lights, regulators, and other miscellaneous electrical items that have exceeded their

design life. The airport received qualifications from eight consultants from which Atkins was

selected as the best qualified.

Contract Amendments.

7. Amend contractforProfessional ConsultingServicestoLEOA.DALY in anamountnottoexceed

$33,550.00 for the Air Traffic Control Tower and Associated Facilities Project. TUL contract F22-

042.

Thisamendmentwill compensatetheconsultantforadditional design workrequiredforthe Mass

DampenerSystem.

Change Orders

8. Approve Change Order Number Two with Keith Construction Co., LLC in the amount of

($1,485.00) for the "Replace Concourse B Exit Lane Security Doors Project." TUL contract F23-

040.

This change provides a deduction for a reduced amount of work and materials required to install

glasssecuritywalls.

Contract Close Out / Other Contract Action. No Items.

Property Development Contract Action.

9. Approve Acknowledgement and Consent to Subtenant with AMTRA Enterprises, LLC, as

subtenant of Omni Air International, LLC, effective upon approval. Building 16. TUL contract F23-

066.

10. Approve Sublease Agreement with Tetra Steel Worx, OK, Inc., for a five year term, effective

June 1, 2023. 2100 N. Cargo Rd., Cargo Building 1 - Office + Bays A & B. TUL contract F23-079.

Agenda Items 11 and 12 may be considered together.

TAIT & TAA - May 11, 2023 Notice and Agenda ] P a ge 2

Amount Percent Change

Original contract amount: $289,000.00
Total change orders: $13,456.00 4.7%

Total change of quantities:
Total cost: $302,456.00 4.7%



11. Approve Mutual Termination of Sublease Agreement with United States Aviation effective

July 1, 2023, and approve a new Sublease Agreement with updated terms and conditions, and

increasing the square footage of the Leased Premises. Hangar 99. TUL contract F99-059.

12. Approve Option to Sublease Land with United States Aviation for a one year term, effective

July 1, 2023 TUL contract F99-059.

13. ApproveSubleaseAgreementwithTulsa Metropolitan UtilityAuthority(TMUA),effectiveJuly

1,2023. ParkingLot 9319 E. 42nd St.North. TULcontract F18-091.

14. Approve Assignment of Sublease and Acknowledgement and Consent to Assignment from

Brosseau and Smith Enterprises, LLC to 71 WG, LLC, effective upon approval. Lot 7, Block 9,

Northeast Hangar Area, Hangar 857. RVS contract F21-053.

15. ApproveAssignmentofSubleaseandAcknowledgementandConsenttoAssignmentfrom Ike

Ennsto Lee Bottem, D.0., PLLC, effective upon approval. Lot 3, Block 9, Northeast HangarArea,

Hangar B61. RVS contract F04-007.

16. Approve Assignment of Sublease and Acknowledgement and Consent to Assignment from

Max D. Watkins to Messenger Properties, LLC, effective upon approval. Lot 14, Block 7A,

Northeast Hangar Area, Hangar B26. RVS contract F12-017.

17. Approve New Sublease Agreement with Dan Diehl, as Trustee ofThe Dan and Alicia Diehl

Trust, dated April 9, 2009, effective July 1, 2023. Lot 2, Block 1G, Northwest Hangar Area, Hangar

A53-2. RVS contract F03-060.

18. Approve Acknowledgment and Consent to Subtenant with South Tulsa Hangars, LLC, for new

subtenant Steele Aerospace Services, LLC, effective upon approval. Lot 14, Block 6, Southwest

Commercial Area, Hangar Number 3. RVS contract F01-068.

19. Approve New Sublease Agreement with Max D. Watkins, effective July 1,2023.Lot 5, Block

7A, Northwest Hangar Area, Hangar B17. RVS contract F03-052.

20. Approve entering into Executive Session pursuant to 25 O.S. §307(B)(3) for the purposes of
discussing the potential purchase or appraisal of real property.

21, Motion to exit Executive Session and resume public meeting.

22. NewTAITBusiness No Items.

23. TAA Business

24. MotiontoAdjourn.

No Items.

If you require special accommodations pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, please notlfy
Sheila Cook at (918) 838-5000 by May 10, 2023.
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FILED
CITY OF TULSA

STATE OF OKLAHOMA
06/05/2023 03:46 PM

L^°

Officeofthe
City Clerk

^

^

^^

<...

NOTICEANDAGENDA
Combined Meeting of

Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust - Special Meeting
Tulsa Airport Authority - Regular Meeting

Thursday, June 8, 2023, 8:30 a.m.
Airport Conference Room A-211

Tulsa International Airport
7777 Airport Drive

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74115

c\^̂

Call the combined Special and Regular Meetings of the Trustees of the Tulsa Airports
Improvement Trust and the Members of the Tulsa Airport Authority to order.

1. Approve the Minutesofthe combined May 11, 2023, meetlngsofTAITandTAA.

2. Operatlngand Financial Reports.

Administrative, Finance, IT, and Operations Contract Action.

3. Approve TAIT Budget for FY2024 (July 1, 2023 through June 30, 2024), the Schedule of
Rates, Fees & Charges, and the operating budget for management of the parking system.

TAIT annual budget in an amount not to exceed $78,172,256 comprised of:

Item
Operatlng Budget
OperatingCapital Purchases
Debt Service
Capital Projects

Amount

$29,610,830
$ 2,633,800

$12,935,698
$32,991,928

b. TAIT Schedule of Rates, Fees & Charges.

c. Parking system management budget of $1,951,700 (included in the TAIT operatflng
budget).

4. Approve annual Memorandum of Understanding ("MOU") between the City of Tulsa and
Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust regarding allocation of airport revenues to the City for services

performed by the City in support of the Airport for FY2024 in the amount of $44,091, effective
July 1, 2023. TUL Contract F23-084.

J) This MOU represents the amount paid to the City for actual support services of the City Clerk,
'^>V Mayor and Mayor's office; City Council; limited Human Resources services for MERP

administration; and limited finance services, and only those amounts which are allowable under
the FAA Revenue Use Policy and Federal Grant Assurances.

TAIT&TAA-June8,2023 Notice and Agenda | Page 1



^5. Accept donation from The Bridges Foundation benefiting the Airport's Sensory Rooms in
the new Guest Services Areas in the amount of $100.

Approve renewal of RVS Private Hangar Insurance Group Policy with ACE Chubb in the
amount of $27,983.00 effective July 1, 2023, which is a 10% increase from last year's premium.
This premium is 100% reimbursed by participating RVS tenants. The reimbursement includes a
small administrative fee to the Airport.

^)
7. Approve renewal of Aviation General Liability Policy of Insurance with ACE Chubb Limited

^ Insurance Company effective July 1, 2023. This policy is a two year term at an initial annual premium
not to exceed $83,644.00 and a cap of no more than 10% in the second year if the loss ratio in the
initial term is less than 25%. The new premium represents a 9% increase over last year's premium.

^

^^

8. Approve renewal of Employment Practices and Public Officials Liability insurance policy
with Navigators InsuranceCompany, effectiveJulyl, 2023 intheamountof $31,800. Noincrease
in premiumthisyear.

9. Approve Workers Compensation Insurance policy with Beacon Aviation, for one year at
the annual premium amount of $88,138, effective July 1, 2023, a 14% decrease in premium from
last year. Last year's MOD was .88 down from 1.01.

y
/

10. Approve Business Auto Liability Insurance Policy with Granite State Insurance Company

^ for one year effective July 1, 2023, at the annual premium amount of $116,174.00. The premium
represents a 42% increase from last year's premium, due to, among otherthings, an increase in
the number of vehicles insured. We had one claim last year which resulted in a lawsuit and has
recently been dismissed, but there was a substantial reserve placed on the policy. That reserve
has now been removed.

11. Approve Unmanned Aircraft System (UAS) Insurance Policy with USAIG Insurance
Company for one year effective July 1, 2023 in the amount $4,312.00. The premium represents a

$205.00 increase from last year's premium, due to changing the loss frequency from aggregate
to per occurrence.

s?

12. Approve Replacement Value Property Insurance policy with AIG Specialty Insurance
Company at an annual premium not to exceed $663,500.00 effective July 1, 2023. Total Insured
Value (TIV) of property is $468,350,405 - a 2% increase from last year. The premium represents
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^

a 13% increase and the deductlble remains at $100,000.00. The expiring rate is $0.1254 per $100 o/
and the new rate is $0.1417 per $100. <^

JL3/ Accept and AoBrove pending OAC Preserving Rural Economic Prosperity (PREP) Grant in
"'T

an amount up to $3,601,000.00, for the Design of the TUL Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) and £BSic;A
Terminal Radar Approach Control Facility (TRACON) Project. Grant Number TUL-23-PREP e'<^-

K/lA ^ic^
14' Accept and Agprove pending FAA AIP Grant in an amount up to $1,495,022 for design of tf'M.'-'

30t>(c ^L
-Cur ftn'ii-.

^^

\
^

the GAF & Fl? Facility Project. TUL Grant Number 3-40-0099-107-2023.
2(?'c)0,oa->

Engineering Capital Improvement Contract Action. lfW'>

Contracts.

15. ) Approve Amendment Number Two to the Professional Services Agreement with Gresham
:h, a Tennessee General Partnership, in the amount of $44,710.23 for additional Consulting

services to the Sign and Wayfinding Improvement Plan Project. TUL contract F22-110.

These additional services will compensate the consultant for materials and labor to construct a

Mock-Up ofthe entrance monument.

Contract Amendments None

Change Orders None.

Contract Close Out / Other Contract Action.

^6»J Accept project and approve final payment to Keith Construction Co., LLC in the amount of

$7,561.40 for the "Replace Concourse B Exit Lane Security Doors Project." TUL contract F23-040.

...^

yj Accept project and approve final payment to Keith Construction Co., LLC In the amount of

$80,359.57 for the Escalator Replacement Project Phase 4. TULcontract F22-051.

^
^

L.
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1\.

Amount Percent Change

Original contract amount: $289,000.00
Total change orders: $13,456.00 4.7%

Total change of quantities:
Total cost: $302,456.00 4.7%

Amount Percent Change

Original contract amount: $1,211,522.00
Total change orders: $53,265.00 4.4%

Total change of quantities:
Total cost: $1,264,787.00 4.4%



r
^

^

Property Development Contract Action.

18. Approve Contract for the Sale of Real Estate between Clyde O. Box Jr., as Trustee ofThe

Box Family Trust, and Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust. TUL Contract F23-225.

Agenda Items 19 through 22 may be considered together.

^
^

^ ")

19.) Approve Cargo Facility Sublease Agreement with Matheson Flight Extenders, Inc.,

Wective June 3, 2023. Cargo Bullding #2. TUL contract F23-011.

20. Approve Cargo Facility Sublease Agreement with United Parcel Service, Inc. (UPS),
effective July 1, 2023. Cargo Buildings ff2 and #3. TUL contract F18-066.

21. Approve Cargo Facility Sublease Agreement with SouthwestAirlines, Co., effective July 1,
2023. Cargo Building #3. TUL contract F18-067.

TS). Approve Cargo Facility Sublease Agreement with American Airlines, Inc., effective July 1,

2023.Cargo Exchange Center, Cargo Buildingffl and adjacent land.TULcontract F18-068.

Agenda Items 23 through 28 may be considered together.

i23^ Approve Assignment of Sublease and Acknowledgement and Consent to Assignment from

DEFC Hangar Management, LLC to SDK Hangar Management, LLC, effective upon approval. Lot 9,

BlockS, Southwest Commercial Area. RVS contract F12-002.

24. Approve Assignment of Sublease and Acknowledgement and Consent to Assignment from

D & E Associates, LLC to Steven Seth Erkenbeck, effective upon approval, Lot 5, Block 3, Southwest

Commercial Area. RVS contract F20-023.

25. Approve new Sublease Agreement with David K. and Louise A. Johnson, effective August

1, 2023. Lot 2, Block 1A, Northwest Hangar Area, Hangar A-40. RVS contract F04-012.

26. Approve new Sublease Agreement with Kent Felkins and Alexander Felkins, effective July

1, 2023. Lot 11, Block 7A, Northeast Hangar Development Area, Hangar B-23. RVS contract F03-

053.

27. Approve new Sublease Agreement with Charles M. Sublett, effective September 1, 2023.

Lot 10, Block 11, Northeast Hangar Development Area - Section C, Hangar B-93. RVS contract

F12-016.

2^. Approve Temporary Sublease Agreement with Christiansen Aviation, Inc. for Cessna
"80/185

Convention Parking, effective upon approval. RVS contractF23-086.

L
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29. New TAIT Business No Items.

30. TAA Business No Items.

31. Motion to Adjourn.
^

If you require special accommodations pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act/ please notify
Sheila Cook at (918) 838-5000 by June 7, 2023.
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FILED
CITC OF TULSA

STATE OF OKLAHOMA ^

06/05/2023 03:45 PM

Officeofthe
City Clerk

\p T^a
NOTICEANDAGENDA
Combined Meetingof

Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust - Special IVIeeting and
Tulsa Airport Authority - Special Meeting

Thursday, June 8, 2023, 9:15 a.m.
Airport Conference Room A-211

Tulsa International Airport
7777 Airport Drive

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74115

This meeting will start at 9:15 a.m. or immediately following
the Special and Regular Meetings ofTAIT and TAAwhicheverisfirst.

Federal Inspection Service
Facility

TAIT Work Session

Call the combined Special Meetings of the Trustees of the Tulsa Airports Improvement Trust and

Members of the Tulsa Airport Authority to order.

1. Purpose ofthe work session

2. Introductions

3. Consultants Presentatflon

4. Q&A

5. Motion to Adjourn

If you require special accommodations pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, ptease nottfy
Sheila Cook at (918) 838-5000 by June 7, 2023.

1..
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