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1 INTRODUCTION 
The City of Fresno (City) is proposing to implement the construction and operation of a 
replacement Airport Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) (Proposed Project) at the Fresno Yosemite 
International Airport (FAT or Airport). The preferred alternative would construct a new ATCT and 
demolish the existing ATCT facility once the new ATCT facility is fully operational. This 
Section 4(f) Evaluation describes the regulatory framework and methodology for this Section 
4(f) evaluation, the purpose and need for the Proposed Project, the description of the Proposed 
Project, how the Proposed Project would use Section 4(f) protected properties, alternatives to 
avoid the use of Section 4(f) properties, coordination between FAA and the Section 4(f) official 
with jurisdiction (OWJ), and the determination of Section 4(f) use. 

1.1 Regulatory Framework and Methodology 
Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation (U.S. DOT) Act of 1966, 49 United States 
Code (USC) 303(c) is a federal law that protects significant publicly owned parks, recreational 
areas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and public and private historic sites. Section 4(f) 
requirements apply to all transportation projects that require funding or other approvals by the 
U.S. DOT. The Federal Aviation Administration’s (FAA) guidance for Section 4(f) is found in 
FAA Order 1050.1F, Appendix B.1 The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) issued Section 4(f) implementing regulations in 23 CFR 
Part 774 that are not binding to the FAA. However, the FAA may use them as guidance to the 
extent relevant to aviation. FAA Order 1050.1F, Appendix B states that “the Secretary of 
Transportation may approve a transportation program or project that requires the use of any 
publicly owned land from a public park, recreation area, or wildlife or waterfowl refuge of 
national, state, or local significance, or land from any publicly or privately owned historic site of 
national, state, or local significance, only if there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the use 
of such land and the program or project includes all possible planning to minimize harm 
resulting from the use.” 

The primary steps of a Section 4(f) evaluation are as follows: 

1. Identify any Section 4(f) properties within or near the project study area. 

2. Determine if the project would “use” the Section 4(f) resource. 

3. Analyze avoidance alternatives to determine if a feasible and prudent alternative that 
would avoid the use of the Section 4(f) property exists. 

4. Consider all possible planning to minimize harm, including design adjustments and 
mitigation, if no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative exists. 

5. Determine which alternative(s) causes the least overall harm to the Section 4(f) property. 

 
1  On June 30, 2025, the USDOT issued updated NEPA implementing procedures through DOT Order 5610.1D 

and FAA Order 1050.1G. The environmental analysis and release of the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for public 
comment for the Proposed Project was completed prior to issuance of these Orders. Therefore, FAA guidance is 
to continue to use FAA Orders 1050.1F and 5050.4B for this Proposed Project. 
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6. Coordinate with the Official(s) with Jurisdiction (OWJ) over the Section 4(f) property and 
document all coordination efforts. 

FAA will make its final Section 4(f) determination in the Final Environmental Assessment (EA) 
for the project, and subsequent to its consideration of public and agency comments. 

1.1.1 Definitions  
The following definitions are described under FAA Order 1050.1F, Appendix B, and are based 
on 23 CFR Part 774. 

1.1.1.1 Types of Section 4(f) Properties 

Resources protected under Section 4(f) include publicly owned and accessible parks and 
recreational areas of national, state, or local significance; publicly owned wildlife or waterfowl 
refuges of national, state, or local significance; and historic sites of national, state, or local 
significance that are publicly or privately owned. 

1.1.1.2 Use of Section 4(f) Property  

In the context of Section 4(f) analyses, the term “Use” includes physical or constructive use of 
Section 4(f) property, as described below.  

Physical Use of Section 4(f) Property  

A physical use would involve an actual physical taking of Section 4(f) property through purchase 
of land or a permanent easement, physical occupation of a portion or all of the property, or 
alteration of structures or facilities on the property. 

A temporary occupancy applies to construction-related activities and is so minimal that it does 
not constitute a use within the meaning of Section 4(f). However, a temporary occupancy would 
be considered a use if: 

• The duration of the occupancy of the Section 4(f) property is greater than the time 
needed to build a project and there is a change in ownership of the land; 

• The nature and magnitude of changes to the 4(f) property are more than minimal; 

• Anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts would occur and a temporary or 
permanent interference with Section 4(f) activities or purposes would occur; 

• The land use is not fully returned to existing condition; or 

• There is no documented agreement with appropriate agencies having jurisdiction over 
the Section 4(f) property. 

Constructive Use of Section 4(f) Property  

Constructive use occurs when the impacts of a project do not physically use land that is a 
Section 4(f) property; however, the effects from a project on the Section 4(f) property are so 
severe that the activities, features, or attributes that qualify the property for protection under 
Section 4(f) are substantially impaired. Substantial impairment occurs only when the protected 
activities, features, or attributes of the Section 4(f) property that contribute to its significance or 
enjoyment are substantially diminished. This means that the value of the Section 4(f) property, 
in terms of its prior significance and enjoyment, is substantially reduced or lost.  
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De Minimis Impact  

The FAA may determine physical occupation to be de minimis if it does not adversely affect the 
activities, features, or attributes that qualify the park, recreation area, or wildlife or waterfowl 
refuge for protection under Section 4(f). The FAA may also determine occupation of historic 
properties for which a determination of no adverse effect under Section 106 of the National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1966 has been rendered to be de minimis.  

1.1.1.3 Feasible and Prudent 

An alternative is feasible and prudent if it avoids using Section 4(f) property and does not cause 
other severe problems of a magnitude that substantially outweigh the importance of protecting 
the Section 4(f) property. In assessing the importance of protecting the Section 4(f) property, it 
is appropriate to consider the relative value of the property (i.e., some Section 4(f) properties 
are worthy of a greater degree of protection than others). 

A potential alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound engineering 
judgment. An alternative is not prudent if: 

1. It compromises the project to a degree that it is unreasonable to proceed in light of the 
project's stated purpose and need (i.e., the alternative doesn't address the purpose and 
need of the project); 

2. It results in unacceptable safety or operational problems; 

3. After reasonable mitigation, it still causes severe social, economic, or environmental 
impacts; severe disruption to established communities; severe or disproportionate 
impacts to minority or low-income populations; or severe impacts to environmental 
resources protected under other Federal statutes; 

4. It results in additional construction, maintenance, or operational costs of extraordinary 
magnitude;  

5. It causes other unique problems or unusual factors; or 

6. It involves multiple factors as outlined above that, while individually minor, cumulatively 
cause unique problems or impacts of extraordinary magnitude.  

1.1.1.4 All Possible Planning   

All possible planning means that all reasonable measures identified in the Section 4(f) 
evaluation to minimize harm or mitigate adverse effects must be included in the project. 

In evaluating the reasonability of measures to minimize harm, FAA Order 1050.1B, 
Appendix B.2, provides the following guidance.  

“… the responsible FAA official will consider the preservation purpose of the statute, the 
views of officials having jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) property, whether the cost of 
measures is a reasonable public expenditure in view of the adverse impacts on the 
Section 4(f) property and the benefits of the measures to the property, and impacts or 
benefits of the measures to communities or environmental resources outside the Section 
4(f) property.”  
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1.1.1.5 Least Overall Harm 

If there is no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative to the use of Section 4(f) property then 
FAA may approve only the alternative that causes the least overall harm in light of the statute’s 
preservation purpose. The least overall harm is determined by balancing the following seven 
factors: 

1. The ability to mitigate adverse effects to each Section 4(f) property (including any 
measures that result in benefits to the property): 

2. The relative severity of the remaining harm, after mitigation, to the protected activities, 
attributes, or features that qualify each Section 4(f) property for protection;  

3. The relative significance of each Section 4(f) property; 

4. The views of the official(s) with jurisdiction over each Section 4(f) property; 

5. The degree to which each alternative meets the purpose and need for the project; 

6. After reasonable mitigation, the magnitude of any adverse impacts to resources not 
protected by Section 4(f); and 

7. Substantial differences in costs among the alternatives. 

1.1.1.6 Section 6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act 

The evaluation of Section 4(f) properties includes consideration of impacts to recreational 
properties acquired using funds provided through the Land and Water Conservation Fund Act 
(LWCFA) of 1965. Section 6(f) of the LWCFA precludes the conversion of recreational lands 
purchased or developed with Land and Water Conservation Fund Act funds to non-recreational 
uses unless the conversion of land is approved by the Secretary of the Department of Interior. 

1.2 Applicability to the Proposed Project 
Implementation of the Proposed Project would affect one structure determined to be eligible for 
listing on the NRHP. This Section 4(f) Evaluation documents the evaluation of these impacts. 
No properties purchased or improved with Section 6(f) funds would be affected by the Proposed 
Project and Section 6(f) resources are not discussed further in this Section 4(f) Evaluation.   

2 PURPOSE AND NEED 
The following section discusses the purpose and need for the Proposed Project. 

2.1 Need 
The existing airport owned ATCT was commissioned in 1961 and has exceeded its useful life. 
According to U.S. DOT Office of the Inspector General, the average useful life of an ATCT 
facility is approximately 25 to 30 years (U.S. DOT, 2008). Despite its continued service, parts of 
the existing ATCT facility, including the elevator and HVAC system, no longer function as 
intended and/or no longer meet current building code requirements. These issues pose several 
safety deficiencies and challenges to the Airport's ongoing maintenance efforts to keep the 
ATCT operational and safe for FAA’s air traffic control purposes. 

Below are the purpose and need criteria for the replacement of the existing ATCT.  
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1. Existing ATCT does not meet current standards;  

2. Inadequate height and obstructed line of sight; 

3. Operational inefficiencies; 

4. Escalating maintenance costs; and 

5. Security deficiencies.  

2.2 Purpose 
The purpose of the Proposed Project is to provide an ATCT facility that meets current FAA, 
State and local building standards and improves safety and operations at the Airport for ATCT 
operators and Airport users. 

2.3 FAA Purpose and Need 
FAA’s purpose and need is that an ATCT facility is established at the Airport that conforms to 
current FAA design and operation standards ensuring the safe and efficient use of navigable 
airspace in the United States pursuant to 49 USC § 47101. 

3 DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED PROJECT 
The Proposed Project is the replacement of the existing ATCT facility and associated 
infrastructure at the Airport. The project study area is the footprint of the Proposed Project and 
the boundary in which all components and staging areas would be located and, therefore, where 
a potential for direct effects to occur. All components are located within the project study area. 
The Proposed Project includes the following components, which are illustrated in Figure 1:  

• Construction of a new ATCT facility and demolition of the existing ATCT facility once the 
new ATCT facility is fully operational. 

• Installation of new equipment in the replacement ATCT and utility services to the 
replacement ATCT facility. 

• Reconstruction of the existing employee parking and installation of security fencing 
around the ATCT facility and accompanying employee parking lot. 

3.1 Construct New ATCT Facility and Demolish Existing ATCT Facility 
The Proposed Project would construct a new ATCT facility approximately 250 feet south of the 
existing ATCT. The new facility would have an estimated building footprint of 13,000 square feet 
(sq ft) and include a base building at the base of the functional shaft of the tower and a control 
cab at the top of the functional shaft with an airport beacon and antennae atop the cab.  

The replacement ATCT facility would meet the design policy described in Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) Job Order 6480.7E, ATCT and TRACON Design Policy. The base building 
would include administrative offices and operational and storage spaces. 2 The cab would be  

 
2  Operational space is for ATCs to provide air traffic service to aircraft as they transition between an airport and 

the en route phase of flight, and from the en route phase of flight to an airport. This includes the departure, climb, 
descent, and approach phases of flights. 
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Figure 1: Proposed Project 

 
Source: RS&H, 2024 
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approximately 440 sq ft in size and be able to accommodate four controller positions plus a 
supervisor. The floor of the cab would be 150 feet tall; the cab would be about 17 feet tall with 
up to 23 feet of additional height from antennas extending above the cab for a total ATCT height 
of up to 190 feet. Access to the building would remain the same as to the existing ATCT, which 
is accessible from East Andersen Avenue. Once the new ATCT is fully operational, the existing 
ATCT would be demolished and the site would be converted to parking to replace the parking 
lost because of the construction of the new ATCT.  

3.2 Install New Equipment and Utility Services 
The Proposed Project would install new equipment in the replacement ATCT including new ATC 
equipment, such as navigation and management systems, communications equipment, and 
electrical panels. New utility services would also be connected to the replacement ATCT facility 
from existing utility systems. Utilities installation to the new ATCT facility would include: 

• Electrical connections from the existing electrical network under the apron to the north of 
the existing ATCT. 

• Stormwater pipe connection from the existing stormwater drainage system under East 
Andersen Avenue. 

• Sanitary sewer pipe connection from the existing sewer system under East Andersen 
Avenue. 

• Water pipe connection from the existing water system under North Ashley Avenue, east 
of the proposed new ATCT location. 

FAA duct banks that house various electrical and other conduits would be extended from their 
existing terminus between the existing ATCT and the Airport maintenance facility to the 
proposed new ATCT facility. 

3.3 Reconstruct Employee Parking Lot and Install Security Fencing 
The existing employee parking lot on the existing ATCT site has 48 vehicle parking spaces. The 
new ATCT facility would overlap with the existing parking lot, therefore the parking lot would be 
reconstructed in order to provide a minimum of 48 vehicle parking spaces to ensure sufficient 
employee parking availability.  

The existing ATCT site currently only has fencing on the portion of the west side and does not 
have fencing enclosing the ATCT site, leaving it unsecure. Security fencing is proposed as part 
of the Proposed Project that would connect to the existing fence and enclose the ATCT facility 
and the adjacent parking lot. A portion of existing fence that connects to the existing ATCT 
would be removed and the ATCT would also include gate-controlled access to the parking lot 
and site. 

4 DESCRIPTION OF SECTION 4(F) PROPERTIES 
4.1 Publicly owned public parks, recreational areas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges  
Based on review of mapping and City, U.S. Fish and Wildlife, and California State Parks 
websites, no publicly owned parks, recreational areas, or wildlife or waterfowl refuges exist 
within or near the project study area. 
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4.2 Public and private historic sites  
In accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, an Area of Potential 
Effects (APE) was established based on the project components described in Section 3.3 The 
APE encompasses a total of 5.98 acres and includes the existing ATCT, the adjacent employee 
parking lot, the airfield apron directly adjacent to the existing ATCT, an Airport maintenance 
building, the Aircraft Rescue and Fire Fighting (ARFF) facility, a landscaped area south of the 
ARFF facility, and a portion (1.78 acres) of a vacant lot approximately 0.23 mile southwest of 
the existing ATCT off East Andersen Avenue for use as a construction staging area (see 
Figure 2). The vertical APE extends from the existing ground surface to a depth of 
approximately 65 feet below ground surface for piles for foundations of the new ATCT facility. 
The APE differs from the Project Study Area in that it includes the Airport maintenance building 
and the ARFF facility due to their proximity to the Proposed Project. These structures would not 
be affected by the Proposed Project. 

A Cultural Resources Assessment for the APE concluded that the existing ATCT is a historic 
property eligible for listing on the NRHP, thus is subject to Section 4(f).  

The existing ATCT at FAT is owned by the City and is leased by the FAA. The ATCT is staffed 
and operated by FAA personnel. The ATCT is continuously operated 24 hours a day, 7 days a 
week. The existing ATCT is located on Airport property on a 2.25-acre site northwest of the 
passenger terminal and adjacent to the ARFF station. Access to the ATCT is not available to the 
public per FAA safety and security requirements. Access for ATCT personnel is available off of 
East Anderson Avenue.  

The ATCT was commissioned in 1961 and has not undergone any major renovations or 
remodels, only minor alterations. The ATCT is significant under Criteria C as a highly intact 
representative example of the International style of architecture as applied to an ATCT and as a 
good example of the work of master architect Allen Y. Lew, FAIA. The ATCT retains high 
integrity of location, design, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. Its period of 
significance is 1961, when it was first occupied. The ATCT is among five buildings that were 
designed by Lew at the Airport at that time, including the original terminal building. 

5 USE OF SECTION 4(F) PROPERTY  
The following provides an overview of the use of the Section 4(f) property associated with the 
Proposed Project.  

5.1 Permanent Physical Use 
The demolition of the existing ATCT as part of the Proposed Project would result in the removal 
of a structure that is eligible for listing on the NRHP. As a result, the demolition of the existing 
ATCT would constitute a physical use of a Section 4(f) property. 

 
3  The APE varies from the project study area to include the two buildings adjacent to the existing ATCT, an Airport 

maintenance building and the Airport’s ARFF facility, in the historic resources evaluation due to their proximity to 
the existing ATCT. Neither building was determined to be eligible for listing in the NRHP and are not Section 4(f) 
resources. 
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Figure 2: Area of Potential Effects 

 
Source: RS&H, 2024 
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5.2 Temporary Physical Use  
The Proposed Project would not result in any temporary physical use of a Section 4(f) property. 

5.3 Constructive Use  
The Proposed Project would not result in any constructive use of a Section 4(f) property. 

5.4 De Minimis Impact  
The Proposed Project would not result in a de minimis impact to a Section 4(f) property. 

6 AVOIDANCE ALTERNATIVES 
The Section 4(f) statute requires the selection of an alternative that completely avoids the use of 
Section 4(f) property if that alternative is deemed feasible and prudent. This section evaluates 
the avoidance alternatives to the Proposed Project and includes a project description, prudent 
and feasible avoidance alternative determination, an assessment of all possible planning to 
minimize harm, and a least overall harm analysis. 

Initial steps to identify locations to evaluate as potential sites for a new ATCT facility began in 
2010. In 2010 an ATCT Site Survey Draft Report was initiated that identified and analyzed 
17 possible sites on Airport property that could accommodate the required facility size (see 
Figure 3). This analysis provides the background of the avoidance alternatives for this 
Section 4(f) evaluation. The sites identified in 2010 would avoid the Section 4(f) use of the 
existing ATCT if they would not require demolition of, or otherwise adversely affect, the existing 
ATCT. As such, these 17 sites are analyzed under Section 4(f) as avoidance alternatives. The 
2010 draft report recommended continuing evaluation for Sites 6, 7B, 12A and 13.  

A Siting Report was completed in 2024 for replacement of the ATCT that carried forward the 
analysis of Sites 6 and 13A, revised Sites 3 and 11 to Site X1, and revised Site 13 to Site X2 
from the 2010 draft report.  

If the existing ATCT is not demolished, two options are available as to how to treat the existing 
ATCT. Each avoidance alternative, excluding the alternative to rehabilitate the existing ATCT 
(Site 2) and the No Action Alternative, include these two options as described below. 

• Option A: Preserve Existing ATCT in Place  
Option A would preserve the existing ATCT facility as a vacant building in its current 
location and move existing operations into a new ATCT facility. The ATCT is eligible for 
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP); therefore, necessary steps 
would be taken to ensure the long-term integrity and character-defining elements of the 
ATCT through repairs, restoration, and continued maintenance. See Section 3.4.5 of 
the EA for additional information on NRHP eligibility.  
 
Through the relocation of ATC operations to a new facility, the existing ATCT would not 
be required to meet the current FAA space and height requirements detailed in FAA 
Order 6480.7E, Airport Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) and Terminal Radar Approach 
Control (TRACON) Design Policy and FAA Order 6480.4B, Airport Traffic Control Tower 
Siting Criteria. Additionally, because the structure would remain vacant, extensive 
improvements to the ATCT would not be required to bring the building up to code to  
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Figure 3: Initial Potential ATCT Sites Identified 

 
Source: City of Fresno, 2010; City of Fresno, 2024; RS&H, 2024  
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meet current State and local building requirements, such as seismic, fire, and ADA 
standards due to the potential for the City provide exceptions for historical structures.  
 
Rehabilitation of the existing ATCT structure would be made with the goal of limiting 
alterations and repairs in an effort to preserve the features that convey its historic values 
and maintain eligibility on the NRHP. Rehabilitation would follow The Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, 
Rehabilitating, Restoring & Reconstructing Historic Buildings (U.S. Department of the 
Interior, 2017). Preservation would include measures to protect and stabilize the 
structure while using appropriate materials and techniques to preserve features that 
contribute to the eligibility of the ATCT as a historic resource, as identified in the Cultural 
Resources Analysis (Appendix D of the EA). Because limited alterations have been 
made to the structure since it was constructed and the elements of the original 
construction remain largely intact, it is assumed that restoration and reconstruction 
would not be required to revert any features back to its original state.  

After necessary repairs are made and restoration is completed, preservation of the 
existing ATCT would involve ongoing maintenance to prevent deterioration of the aging 
structure. 

• Option B: Retain Existing ATCT for Another Use at FAT  
Retaining the existing ATCT for other uses would include all of the preservation, repairs, 
and rehabilitation identified under Option A. Additionally, because ATC operations would 
be relocated to a new facility, this option would also not require that the existing ATCT 
meet the current FAA space and height requirements. However, Option B is different 
from Option A, because the facility would then be repurposed for a use other than an 
ATCT and the building would need to be updated to meet current State and local 
building requirements, such as seismic, fire, and ADA standards. Therefore, this option 
would require extensive upgrades and repairs that could negatively affect features that 
contribute to the eligibility of the ATCT as a historic resource.  
 
Following repairs and restoration of the existing ATCT, the building could be reused for 
other Airport facilities, such as office space. Because of the location of the existing ATCT 
on Airport property, adjacent to an active airfield (i.e., an aircraft movement area), the 
facility could not be converted into a facility that would allow for or require public access. 
FAA Advisory Circular (AC) 150/5300-13B, Airport Design, states that, “Part 1394 
airports must provide safeguards that prevent unauthorized person entry to the 
movement area. This includes installation of fencing, provision of access controls, and 
conformance to the Transportation Security Administration’s approved airport security 
program.”  

 
4  14 CFR Part 139 requires FAA to issue airport operating certificates to airports that: serve scheduled and 

unscheduled air carrier aircraft with more than 30 seats; serve scheduled air carrier operations in aircraft with 
more than 9 seats but less than 31 seats; and the FAA Administrator requires to have a certificate. FAT operates 
under a Part 139 certificate. 
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All alternatives discussed in Sections 6.1 through 6.12 would completely avoid the use of a 
Section 4(f) property. These sections include an assessment of the feasibility and prudence of 
these alternatives. In summary, the determination is that none of these avoidance alternatives 
would be feasible and prudent as per the criteria provided in FAA Order 1050.F and 23 CFR 
774.17. 

Site identifiers are consistent with the sites identified in the 2010 draft report (see Figure 3).   

6.1 Site 1 with Option A or Option B 
6.1.1 Description 
Site 1 is located approximately 320 feet northwest of the existing ATCT (see Figure 3). Thus, 
construction at this location would not require the demolition of the existing ATCT. The site has 
an existing fixed-base operator (FBO) that is under a long-term lease. Because of the long-term 
lease agreement, use of this site would require condemnation for an ATCT to be constructed.   

6.1.2 Evaluation of Feasibility 
Section 4(f) states that an alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound 
engineering judgment. Although design of an ATCT at this site was not developed, it is assumed 
that this alternative would be feasible to construct.  

6.1.3 Evaluation of Prudence 
Section 1.1.1.3 lists the Section 4(f) criteria used by FAA to determine the prudence of an 
avoidance alternative.  

1. Effectiveness in Meeting Purpose and Need 

Site 1 would result in an ATCT that meets the following Proposed Project criteria:  

1. Meets current FAA, State, and local building standards, even though the existing 
facility would continue to not meet this criterion;  

3. Allows for operational efficiency; and  

5. Is secure from unauthorized access.  

This alternative would not meet the following Proposed Project criteria:  

2. Provides inadequate height and obstructed lines of sight because the existing ATCT, 
if not demolished, would likely impede views of the ends of Runways 29R and 29L due 
to the required limitations on how far into the airfield the new ATCT could be constructed 
without encroaching on the building restriction line of the airfield. The building restriction 
line is an FAA-required boundary that denotes the suitable building area at an airport 
based on airfield safety standards. The building restriction line encompasses the runway 
protection zones, the runway object free area, the runway visibility zone, navigational aid 
(NAVAID) critical areas, areas required for terminal instrument procedures, and ATCT 
clear line of sight; and 

4. Results in high costs of repairs to the existing facility in order to preserve the integrity 
of the building. 
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2. Safety or Operational Considerations 

As stated above, the FBO site would result in obstructed lines of sight due to the proximity 
and location of the existing ATCT. This results in potential safety risks, including aircraft 
incursions and delayed ATC pilot instructions. 

3. Social, Economic, Environmental, or Community Impacts 

No severe social, economic, environmental, or community impacts would occur by 
implementing an ATCT at Site 1. 

4. Cost  

Additional costs are associated with Site 1 due to the cost to condemn the current FBO 
tenant. However, because the FBO site is already developed and utility infrastructure is 
present, it is unlikely to result in costs of an extraordinary magnitude. 

5. Unique Problems or Unusual Factors 

The FAA and the City determined that Site 1 would result in a unique problem because the 
site is already developed and occupied by an Airport tenant under a long-term lease 
agreement. 

6. Cumulative Impacts of Extraordinary Magnitude  

This alternative would not meet the purpose and need for the Proposed Project and has the 
unique problem of being occupied by an existing FBO tenant with a long-term lease. When 
considered together, this results in cumulative impacts of extraordinary magnitude. 

6.1.4 Avoidance Alternative Determination 
Site 1 would avoid use of the Section 4(f) property; however, it is deemed not prudent because 
it would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Project, would result in potential safety 
risks, and would result in a unique problem due to the site being occupied with a long-term 
lease. 

6.2 Site 10 with Option A or Option B 
6.2.1 Description 
Site 10 is located on the immediate northeast side of the existing ATCT within the airfield (see 
Figure 3). Thus, construction at this location would not require the demolition of the existing 
ATCT. The site is paved and is used as an aircraft apron and for airside vehicle parking.  

6.2.2 Evaluation of Feasibility 
Section 4(f) states that an alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound 
engineering judgment. An ATCT facility at this site would encroach on the building restriction 
line of the airfield, which is an FAA-required boundary that denotes the suitable building area at 
an Airport based on airfield safety standards. Therefore, Site 10 is not feasible to construct.  

6.2.3 Evaluation of Prudence 
Section 1.1.1.3 lists the Section 4(f) criteria used by FAA to determine the prudence of an 
avoidance alternative.  
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1. Effectiveness in Meeting Purpose and Need 

Site 10 would result in an ATCT that meets the following Proposed Project criteria:  

2. Provides adequate height and unobstructed line of sight;  

3. Allows for operational efficiency; and  

5. Is secure from unauthorized access.  

This alternative would not meet the following Proposed Project criteria: 

1. Does not provide an ATCT that meets current FAA, State, and local building 
standards because the new ATCT would be located within the building restriction line of 
the airfield, which would not meet FAA safety standards; and 

4. Results in high costs of repairs to the existing facility in order to preserve the integrity 
of the building.  

2. Safety or Operational Considerations 

As stated above, Site 10 would result in the new ATCT being located within the building 
restriction line of the airfield, which would not meet FAA safety standards.  

3. Social, Economic, Environmental, or Community Impacts 

No severe social, economic, environmental, or community impacts would occur by 
implementing this alternative. 

4. Cost  

Because this site is already developed and utility infrastructure is present, this alternative is 
unlikely to result in costs of an extraordinary magnitude. 

5. Unique Problems or Unusual Factors 

No unique problems or unusual factors exist.  

6. Cumulative Impacts of Extraordinary Magnitude  

This alternative is not feasible to construct and would not meet the purpose and need for the 
Proposed Project. When considered together, this results in cumulative impacts of 
extraordinary magnitude. 

6.2.4 Avoidance Alternative Determination 
Site 10 would avoid use of the Section 4(f) property; however, it is deemed to not be feasible to 
construct and is not prudent because it would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed 
Project and would result in potential safety risks. 

6.3 Site 9 with Option A or Option B 
6.3.1 Description 
Site 9 is located north of the airfield and towards the east end of the Airport, south of East 
Westover Avenue (see Figure 3). Thus, construction at this location would not require the 
demolition of the existing ATCT. The site is currently vacant and is east of a general aviation 
(GA) area that includes a helicopter tenant, SkyLife Air Ambulance, and SkyWest Airlines FBO.  
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6.3.2 Evaluation of Feasibility 
Section 4(f) states that an alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound 
engineering judgment. Although design of an ATCT at this site was not developed, it is assumed 
that an ATCT on this site would be feasible to construct.  

6.3.3 Evaluation of Prudence 
Section 1.1.1.3 lists the Section 4(f) criteria used by FAA to determine the prudence of an 
avoidance alternative.  

1. Effectiveness in Meeting Purpose and Need 

Site 9 would result in an ATCT that meets the following Proposed Project criteria:  

1. Meets current FAA, State, and local building standards, even though the existing 
facility would continue to not meet this criterion;  

4. Does not result in high costs of repairs and facility disruptions due to continuous 
maintenance; and  

5. Is secure from unauthorized access.  

This alternative would not meet the following Proposed Project criteria:  

2. Provides inadequate height and obstructed lines of sight because it would not be 
possible to discern between the ends of Runway 11L and Runway 11R due to the angle 
and distance between an ATCT at this location and the runway ends. ATCTs located on 
this side of the airfield would also be facing into the sun in the afternoon, resulting in 
glare; and 

3. Due to the inability for Air Traffic Controllers (ATCs) to discern between the ends of 
Runways 11L and 11R would also result in operational inefficiencies due to delay in 
relaying information to pilots.  

2. Safety or Operational Considerations 

As stated above, this alternative would result in obstructed lines of sight due to the site 
location and distance to the ends of Runway 11L and Runway 11R. This results in potential 
safety risks, including aircraft incursions and delayed ATC pilot instructions. 

3. Social, Economic, Environmental, or Community Impacts 

No severe social, economic, environmental, or community impacts would occur by 
implementing this alternative. 

4. Cost  

This site is currently not developed, so the construction of this alternative would potentially 
involve complex site conditions (grading, excavation, foundation work, utility relocations, 
etc.). Utilities would have to be extended from the facilities at the FBO site across from East 
Aircorp Way to reach the northeast side of the Airport site. Therefore, due to the condition of 
the site and a longer construction duration to account for the site conditions, this alternative 
would result in disproportionately higher costs due to construction methods or materials. 
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5. Unique Problems or Unusual Factors 

No unique problems or unusual factors exist. 

6. Cumulative Impacts of Extraordinary Magnitude  

This alternative would not meet the purpose and need for the Proposed Project and has 
additional costs associated with construction on an undeveloped site. When considered 
together, this results in cumulative impacts of extraordinary magnitude.  

6.3.4 Avoidance Alternative Determination 
Site 9 would avoid use of the Section 4(f) property; however, it is deemed not prudent because 
it would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Project, would result in potential safety 
risks, and would result in additional costs to construct on an undeveloped site. 

6.4 Sites 4, 7, 7A, and 7B with Option A or Option B 
6.4.1 Description 
Sites 4, 7, 7A, and 7B are located north of the airfield and southwest of East Airways Boulevard 
(see Figure 3). Thus, construction at this location would not require the demolition of the 
existing ATCT. The site is currently vacant and is south of an existing hangar facility. The floor 
of the cab would be 94 feet tall; the cab floor to the top of the ATCT would be approximately 20 
feet for a total ATCT height of approximately 124 feet 

6.4.2 Evaluation of Feasibility 
Section 4(f) states that an alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound 
engineering judgment. Due to the location of this site, in relation to future Airport development 
and existing visual obstructions, the height of a tower at this site would encroach into the 
precision approach protection zone. The precision approach is what guides planes vertically, 
down to the runway. Therefore, Sites 4, 7, 7A, and 7B are not feasible to construct. 

6.4.3 Evaluation of Prudence 
Section 1.1.1.3 lists the Section 4(f) criteria used by FAA to determine the prudence of an 
avoidance alternative.  

1. Effectiveness in Meeting Purpose and Need 

Sites 4, 7, 7A, and 7B would result in an ATCT that meets the following Proposed Project 
criterion: 

5. Is secure from unauthorized access.  

This alternative would not meet the following Proposed Project criteria:  

1. Does not meet current FAA, State, and local building standards because the new 
ATCT would encroach into the precision approach protection zone, which would not 
meet FAA safety standards; 

2. Provides inadequate height and obstructed lines of sight because it would have 
obstructed views of the ends of Runways 29R and 29L because of trees located offsite 
at the adjacent golf course and the location on the airfield would result in glare issue 
from the sun for ATCs. Further, ATCTs located on this side of the airfield would be 
facing into the sun in the afternoon, resulting in glare; 
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3. The obstructed lines of sight of the ends of Runways 29R and 29L would also result in 
operational inefficiencies due to delay in relaying information to pilots; and 

4. Results in high costs of repairs to the existing facility in order to preserve the integrity 
of the building. 

2. Safety or Operational Considerations 

As stated above, Sites 4, 7, 7A, and 7B would encroach into the precision approach 
protection zone and result in obstructed lines of sight due to obstructed lines of sight of the 
ends of Runways 29R and 29L. This is not consistent with FAA safety standards and results 
in potential aircraft incursions and delayed ATC pilot instructions. 

3. Social, Economic, Environmental, or Community Impacts 

No severe social, economic, environmental, or community impacts would occur by 
implementing this alternative. 

4. Cost  

This site is currently not developed; therefore, construction of this alternative would 
potentially involve complex site conditions (grading, excavation, foundation work, utility 
relocations, etc.). Utilities would have to be extended from the hangar facility to the 
northwest of the site or from the animal shelter facilities across East Airways Boulevard. 
Additionally, the extra height needed for an ATCT at this site would result in additional costs. 
Therefore, due to the condition of the site, a longer construction duration to account for the 
site conditions, and the required height of the ATCT, this alternative would result in 
disproportionately higher costs due to construction methods or materials. 

5. Unique Problems or Unusual Factors 

No unique problems or unusual factors exist. 

6. Cumulative Impacts of Extraordinary Magnitude  

This alternative is not feasible to construct, would not meet the purpose and need, and has 
additional costs associated with construction on an undeveloped site and from the height of 
the ATCT. When considered together, this results in cumulative impacts of extraordinary 
magnitude.  

6.4.4 Avoidance Alternative Determination 
Sites 4, 7, 7A, and 7B would avoid use of the Section 4(f) property; however, they are deemed 
to be not feasible to construct and is not prudent because it would not meet the purpose and 
need of the Proposed Project and would result in potential safety risks and additional costs. 

6.5 Site 8 with Option A or Option B 
6.5.1 Description 
Site 8 is located north of the airfield and southwest of East Airways Boulevard (see Figure 3). 
Thus, construction at this location would not require the demolition of the existing ATCT. The 
site is currently vacant and is north of an aircraft apron associated with a cargo facility.  
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6.5.2 Evaluation of Feasibility 
Section 4(f) states that an alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound 
engineering judgment. Due to the location of this site, in relation to future Airport development 
and existing visual obstructions, a tower at this site would need to be so tall that it would 
encroach into the precision approach protection zone. Therefore, this alternative is not feasible 
to construct. 

6.5.3 Evaluation of Prudence 
Section 1.1.1.3 lists the Section 4(f) criteria used by FAA to determine the prudence of an 
avoidance alternative.  

1. Effectiveness in Meeting Purpose and Need 

Site 8 would result in an ATCT that meets the following Proposed Project criterion:  

5. Is secure from unauthorized access.  

This alternative would not meet the following Proposed Project criteria:  

1. Does not meet current FAA, State, and local building standards because the new 
ATCT would encroach into the precision approach protection zone, which would not 
meet FAA safety standards; 

2. Provides inadequate height and obstructed lines of sight because it would have 
obstructed views of the ends of Runways 29R and 29L because of trees located offsite 
at the adjacent golf course and the location on the airfield would result in glare issue 
from the sun for ATCs. ATCTs located on this side of the airfield would also be facing 
into the sun in the afternoon, resulting in glare; 

3. The obstructed lines of sight of the ends of Runways 29R and 29L would also result in 
operational inefficiencies due to delay in relaying information to pilots; and 

4. Results in high costs of repairs to the existing facility in order to preserve the integrity 
of the building.  

2. Safety or Operational Considerations 

As stated above, Site 8 would encroach into the precision approach protection zone and 
result in obstructed lines of sight due to obstructed lines of sight of the ends of 
Runways 29R and 29L. This is not consistent with FAA safety standards and results in 
potential aircraft incursions and delayed ATC pilot instructions. 

3. Social, Economic, Environmental, or Community Impacts 

No severe social, economic, environmental, or community impacts would occur by 
implementing an ATCT at Site 8. 

4. Cost  

This site is currently not developed, so construction of this alternative would potentially 
involve complex site conditions (grading, excavation, foundation work, utility relocations, 
etc.). Utilities would have to be extended from the cargo facility to the south of the site or 
from the animal shelter facilities across East Airways Boulevard. Additionally, the extra 
height needed for an ATCT at this site would result in additional costs. Therefore, due to the 
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condition of the site, a longer construction duration to account for the site conditions, and the 
required height of the ATCT, this alternative would result in disproportionately higher costs 
due to construction methods or materials. 

5. Unique Problems or Unusual Factors 

No unique problems or unusual factors exist. 

6. Cumulative Impacts of Extraordinary Magnitude  

This alternative is not feasible to construct, would not meet the purpose and need, and has 
additional costs associated with construction on an undeveloped site and from the height of 
the ATCT. When considered together, this results in cumulative impacts of extraordinary 
magnitude.  

6.5.4 Avoidance Alternative Determination 
Site 8 would avoid use of the Section 4(f) property; however, it is deemed not feasible to 
construct and is not prudent because it would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed 
Project and would result in potential safety risks and additional costs. 

6.6 Site 13 with Option A or Option B  
6.6.1 Description 
Site 13 would construct a new ATCT facility at a similar location that overlaps with the Proposed 
Project, (see Figure 3); however, the existing ATCT would not be demolished. Site 13 is 
approximately 250 feet south of the existing ATCT on a parcel that is adjacent to the ARFF 
station, an airport maintenance building, and a vehicle parking lot. The new facility would have 
an estimated building footprint of 13,000 sq ft. The floor of the cab would be 150 feet tall; the 
cab would be about 17 feet tall with up to 23 feet of additional height from antennas extending 
above the cab for a total ATCT height of approximately 190 feet. Access to the new facility 
would remain the same as to the existing ATCT, which is accessible from East Andersen 
Avenue.  

6.6.2 Evaluation of Feasibility 
Section 4(f) states that an alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound 
engineering judgment. This alternative would be feasible to construct.  

6.6.3 Evaluation of Prudence 
Section 1.1.1.3 lists the Section 4(f) criteria used by FAA to determine the prudence of an 
avoidance alternative.  

1. Effectiveness in Meeting Purpose and Need 

Site 13 would result in an ATCT that meets the following Proposed Project criteria: 

1. Meets current FAA, State, and local building standards, even though the existing 
facility would continue to not meet this criterion; and  

5. Is secure from unauthorized access.  

This alternative would not meet the following Proposed Project criteria:  

2. Provides inadequate height and obstructed lines of sight because the existing ATCT 
would block the line of sight from the new ATCT to a portion of Taxiway A; 
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3. The obstructed lines of sight would also result in operational inefficiencies due to the 
potential disruption between pilot and ATC communication; and 

4. Results in high costs of repairs and refurbishments to the existing facility in order to 
preserve the integrity of the building. 

2. Safety or Operational Considerations 

As stated above, this site would result in obstructed lines of sight to a portion of Taxiway A. 
This results in potential aircraft incursions and delayed ATC pilot instructions. 

3. Social, Economic, Environmental, or Community Impacts 

No severe social, economic, environmental, or community impacts would occur by 
implementing this alternative. 

4. Cost  

Utility services to the new facility would be connected from existing utility systems, as shown 
in Figure 1. The new ATCT facility would be constructed adjacent to existing buildings. 
Utility connections are accessible, and in close proximity, and would not require extensive 
trenching or the need to extend existing utilities from offsite to reach the site of the new 
ATCT. Because Site 13 is already developed and utility infrastructure is present, it is unlikely 
to result in costs of an extraordinary magnitude. 

5. Unique Problems or Unusual Factors 

No unique problems or unusual factors.  

6. Cumulative Impacts of Extraordinary Magnitude  

This alternative would not meet the purpose and need and would result in potential safety 
risks. When considered together, this results in cumulative impacts of extraordinary 
magnitude. 

6.6.4 Avoidance Alternative Determination 
Site 13 would avoid use of the Section 4(f) property; however, it is deemed not prudent because 
it would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Project and would result in potential 
safety risks.      

6.7 Site 2  
6.7.1 Description 
Site 2 would include retaining the existing ATCT at its current location (see Figure 3) and 
continuing its use as the FAT ATCT. The building would be required to be updated to meet 
current State and local building requirements, such as seismic, fire, and ADA standards. 
However, because the facility would also continue to be used for ATC operations, the ATCT 
would be rehabilitated to meet the current FAA space and height requirements detailed in FAA 
Order 6480.7E, Airport Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) and Terminal Radar Approach Control 
(TRACON) Design Policy. To meet these requirements, the height of the existing 94-foot tower 
would need to be increased by approximately 65 feet to meet line-of-sight requirements and the 
cab would need to be expanded from approximately 350 sq ft to 440 sq ft to meet cab size 
requirements based on Airport activity and staffing levels. Therefore, this option would require 
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extensive upgrades and repairs that could negatively affect features that contribute to the 
eligibility of the ATCT as a historic resource, including extending the height of the tower and 
expanding or replacing the cab at the top of the tower. 

6.7.2 Evaluation of Feasibility 
Section 4(f) states that an alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound 
engineering judgment. This alternative would be feasible to construct.  

6.7.3 Evaluation of Prudence 
Section 1.1.1.3 lists the Section 4(f) criteria used by FAA to determine the prudence of an 
avoidance alternative.  

1. Effectiveness in Meeting Purpose and Need 

Site 2 would require extensive upgrades and repairs. As indicated by FAA and Airport 
personnel, the existing ATCT is “outdated and in need of nearly $10M in improvements and 
upgrades” (City of Fresno, 2019a). Assuming the upgrades and repairs can successfully 
bring the existing ATCT up to current FAA space and height requirements and State and 
local building standards, Site 2 would result in an ATCT that meets the following Proposed 
Project criteria:   

1. Meets current FAA, State, and local building standards;  

2. Provides adequate height and unobstructed lines of sight;  

3. Allows for operational efficiency by removing the partial obstruction of the aircraft 
apron immediately east of the terminal through the increase in the tower height 
accomplished during the improvements and upgrades to the existing ATCT; and  

5. Is secure from unauthorized access.  

This alternative would not meet the following Proposed Project criterion:  

4. Results in high costs of repairs and disruptions to facility operations due to continuous 
maintenance.  

2. Safety or Operational Considerations 

Because the existing ATCT was constructed in 1961, it is likely to contain lead paint and 
polychlorinated biphenyl (PCBs). These materials would be encountered during the 
extensive renovations needed to rehabilitate the ATCT. Lead-based paint was used 
extensively prior to 1978 and leaving the paint in place would increase the risk of exposure 
to employees as the paint deteriorates posing a potential danger to human and 
environmental health. PCBs were manufactured in several construction and industrial 
materials between 1929 and 1979. Leaving PCB containing materials in place increases the 
risk of employee exposure over time as materials deteriorate. Additionally, due to the level 
of rehabilitation required to bring the existing ATCT up to current standards, ATC operations 
are likely to be interrupted throughout the construction process. Therefore, this alternative 
would have safety considerations related to human and environmental health and 
operational considerations due to interruption of ATC operations. 

3. Social, Economic, Environmental, or Community Impacts 
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No severe social, economic, environmental, or community impacts would occur by 
implementing this alternative. 

4. Cost  

The cost of rehabilitating the existing ATCT for continued use is expected to be similar to the 
cost of replacement. 

5. Unique Problems or Unusual Factors 

No unique problems or unusual factors exist.  

6. Cumulative Impacts of Extraordinary Magnitude  

This alternative would not meet the purpose and need and would result in potential safety 
risks. When considered together, this results in cumulative impacts of extraordinary 
magnitude. 

6.7.4 Avoidance Alternative Determination 
Site 2 would avoid use of the Section 4(f) property; however, it is deemed not prudent because 
it would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Project and would result in potential 
safety risks. 

6.8 Sites 3 and 11 with Option A or Option B  
6.8.1 Description 
Sites 3 and 11 are located at the intersection of East Andersen Avenue and North Fine Avenue 
on the southwest side of the airfield in a small remote parking lot surrounded by vacant land, 
approximately 1,340 feet northwest of the existing ATCT (see Figure 3). Access to the building 
would be provided from East Andersen Avenue or North Fine Avenue. 

The estimated building footprint and facilities included in the ATCT facility and base building 
would be equivalent to what is described for the Proposed Project in Section 3. The floor of the 
cab would be 200 feet tall; the cab would be about 17 feet tall with up to 23 feet of additional 
height from antennas extending above the cab for a total ATCT height of up to 240 feet. New 
ATC equipment, communications equipment, and electric panels would be installed in the new 
ATCT. 

6.8.2 Evaluation of Feasibility 
Section 4(f) states that an alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound 
engineering judgment. This alternative would be feasible to construct.  

6.8.3 Evaluation of Prudence 
Section 1.1.1.3 lists the Section 4(f) criteria used by FAA to determine the prudence of an 
avoidance alternative.  

1. Effectiveness in Meeting Purpose and Need 

Sites 3 and 11 would result in an ATCT that meets the following Proposed Project criteria:  

1. Meets current FAA, State, and local building standards, even though the existing 
facility would continue to not meet this criterion;  

2. Is of adequate height and unobstructed line of sight;  
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3. Allows for operational efficiency; and  

5. Is secure from unauthorized access.  

This alternative would not meet the following Proposed Project criterion:  

4. Results in high costs of repairs to the existing facility in order to preserve the integrity 
of the building. 

2. Safety or Operational Considerations 

Sites 3 and 11 would not result in any safety or operational considerations. 

3. Social, Economic, Environmental, or Community Impacts 

No severe social, economic, environmental, or community impacts would occur by 
implementing this alternative. 

4. Cost  

The height of the structure at this location would be approximately 50 feet taller than the 
height required at other alternative locations. Additionally, as the site is undeveloped, the 
construction of this alternative would potentially involve complex site conditions (grading, 
excavation, foundation work, utility relocations, etc.). Utilities would have to be extended 
from the facilities either across East Andersen Avenue or North Fine Avenue to reach 
Sites 3 and 11. Therefore, due to the condition of the site, a longer construction duration to 
account for the site conditions, and the required height of the ATCT, this alternative would 
result in disproportionately higher costs due to construction methods or materials. 

5. Unique Problems or Unusual Factors 

No unique problems or unusual factors exist.  

6. Cumulative Impacts of Extraordinary Magnitude  

This alternative would not meet the purpose and need and has additional costs associated 
with construction on an undeveloped site and from the height of the ATCT. When 
considered together, this results in cumulative impacts of extraordinary magnitude. 

6.8.4 Avoidance Alternative Determination 
Sites 3 and 11 would avoid use of the Section 4(f) property; however, they are deemed not 
feasible to construct and not prudent because it would not meet the purpose and need of the 
Proposed Project and would result in additional costs. 

6.9 Site 13A with Option A or Option B 
6.9.1 Description 
Site 13A is located within the parking lot of the existing ATCT, approximately 140 feet southwest 
of the existing facility (see Figure 3). The estimated building footprint and facilities included in 
the ATCT facility and base building would be equivalent to what is described for the Proposed 
Project in Section 3. The floor of the cab would be 150 feet tall; the cab would be about 17 feet 
tall with up to 23 feet of additional height from antennas extending above the cab for a total 
ATCT height of up to 190 feet. Access to the new facility would remain the same as to the 
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existing ATCT, which is accessible from East Andersen Avenue. New ATC equipment, 
communications equipment, and electric panels would be installed in the new ATCT. 

6.9.2 Evaluation of Feasibility 
Section 4(f) states that an alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound 
engineering judgment. This alternative would be feasible to construct.  

6.9.3 Evaluation of Prudence 
Section 1.1.1.3 lists the Section 4(f) criteria used by FAA to determine the prudence of an 
avoidance alternative.  

1. Effectiveness in Meeting Purpose and Need 

Site 13A would result in an ATCT that meets the following Proposed Project criteria:  

1. Meets current FAA, State, and local building standards, even though the existing 
facility would continue to not meet this criterion; and  

5. Is secure from unauthorized access.  

This alternative would not meet the following Proposed Project criteria:  

2. Provides inadequate height and obstructed lines of sight because the existing ATCT 
would block the line of sight from the new ATCT to a portion of Taxiway A; 

3. Results in operational inefficiencies due to the potential disruption between pilot and 
ATC communication based on the obstructed lines of sight; and 

4. Results in high costs of repairs and refurbishments to the existing facility in order to 
preserve the integrity of the building. 

2. Safety or Operational Considerations 

As stated above, this site would result in obstructed lines of sight due to obstructed lines of 
sight to a portion of Taxiway A. This results in potential aircraft incursions and delayed ATC 
pilot instructions. 

3. Social, Economic, Environmental, or Community Impacts 

No severe social, economic, environmental, or community impacts would occur by 
implementing this alternative. 

4. Cost  

Utility services to the new facility would be connected to the new facility from existing utility 
systems. Similar to the Proposed Project, utility connections are accessible in close 
proximity and would not require extensive trenching or the need to extend existing utilities 
from offsite to reach the site of the new ATCT. Because Site 13A is already developed and 
utility infrastructure is present, it is unlikely to result in costs of an extraordinary magnitude. 

5. Unique Problems or Unusual Factors 

No unique problems or unusual factors exist.  

6. Cumulative Impacts of Extraordinary Magnitude  
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This alternative would not meet the purpose and need and would result in potential safety 
risks. When considered together, this results in cumulative impacts of extraordinary 
magnitude. 

6.9.4 Avoidance Alternative Determination 
Site 13A would avoid use of the Section 4(f) property; however, it is deemed not prudent 
because it would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Project and would result in 
potential safety risks. 

6.10 Site 6 with Option A or B 
6.10.1 Description 
Site 6 is located within the parking lot of the existing ATCT, approximately 100 feet south of the 
existing facility (see Figure 3). The estimated building footprint and facilities included in the 
ATCT facility and base building would be equivalent to what is described for the Proposed 
Project in Section 3. The floor of the cab would be 100 feet tall; the cab would be about 17 feet 
tall with up to 23 feet of additional height from antennas extending above the cab for a total 
ATCT height of up to 140 feet. Access to the new facility would remain the same as to the 
existing ATCT, which is accessible from East Andersen Avenue. New ATC equipment, 
communications equipment, and electric panels would be installed in the new ATCT. 

6.10.2 Evaluation of Feasibility 
Section 4(f) states that an alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound 
engineering judgment. This alternative would be feasible to construct.  

6.10.3 Evaluation of Prudence 
Section 1.1.1.3 lists the Section 4(f) criteria used by FAA to determine the prudence of an 
avoidance alternative.  

1. Effectiveness in Meeting Purpose and Need 

Site 6 would result in an ATCT that meets the following Proposed Project criteria: 

1. Meets current FAA, State, and local building standards, even though the existing 
facility would continue to not meet this criterion; and  

5. Is secure from unauthorized access.  

This alternative would not meet the following Proposed Project criteria:  

2. Provides inadequate height and obstructed lines of sight because Site 6 would not 
correct the parallax issue identified under criterion 2 because from the new ATCT, ATCs 
would continue to not be able to determine if a pilot is lined up to land on Runway 29R or 
Runway 29L; 

3. Results in operational inefficiencies from impeded communication between pilots and 
ATCs; and 

4. Results in high costs of repairs and refurbishments to the existing facility in order to 
preserve the integrity of the building. 

2. Safety or Operational Considerations 
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As stated above, this site would result in obstructed lines of sight due to obstructed lines of 
sight to the ends of Runways 29R and 29L, resulting in a parallax issue. This results in 
potential aircraft incursions and delayed ATC pilot instructions. 

3. Social, Economic, Environmental, or Community Impacts 

No severe social, economic, environmental, or community impacts would occur by 
implementing this alternative. 

4. Cost  

Utility services to the new facility would be connected to the new facility from existing utility 
systems. Similar to the Proposed Project, utility connections are accessible in close 
proximity and would not require extensive trenching or the need to extend existing utilities 
from offsite to reach the site of the new ATCT. Because Site 6 is already developed and 
utility infrastructure is present, it is unlikely to result in costs of an extraordinary magnitude. 

5. Unique Problems or Unusual Factors 

No unique problems or unusual factors exist.  

6. Cumulative Impacts of Extraordinary Magnitude  

This alternative would not meet the purpose and need and would result in potential safety 
risks. When considered together, this results in cumulative impacts of extraordinary 
magnitude. 

6.10.4 Avoidance Alternative Determination 
Site 6 would avoid use of the Section 4(f) property; however, it is deemed not prudent because 
it would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Project and would result in potential 
safety risks. 

6.11 Sites 5, 12, and 12A with Option A or B 
6.11.1 Description 
Sites 5, 12, and 12A are located across the airfield from the existing ATCT on a vacant parcel 
off North Cargo Lane (see Figure 3). The estimated building footprint and facilities included in 
the ATCT facility and base building would be equivalent to what is described for the Proposed 
Project in Section 3. The floor of the cab would be 120 feet tall; the cab would be about 17 feet 
tall with up to 23 feet of additional height from antennas extending above the cab for a total 
ATCT height of up to 160 feet. Access to the building would be provided from North Cargo Lane 
via East Airways Boulevard. New ATC equipment, communications equipment, and electric 
panels would be installed in the new ATCT. 

6.11.2 Evaluation of Feasibility 
Section 4(f) states that an alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound 
engineering judgment. Due to the location of this site, in relation to future Airport development 
and existing visual obstructions, a tower at this site would need to be so tall that it would 
encroach into the precision approach protection zone. The precision approach is what guides 
planes vertically, down to the runway. Therefore, this alternative is not feasible to construct. 
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6.11.3 Evaluation of Prudence 
Section 1.1.1.3 lists the Section 4(f) criteria used by FAA to determine the prudence of an 
avoidance alternative.  

1. Effectiveness in Meeting Purpose and Need 

Sites 5, 12, and 12A would result in an ATCT that meets the following Proposed Project 
criteria: 

1. Meets current FAA, State, and local building standards, even though the existing 
facility would continue to not meet this criterion; and 

5. Is secure from unauthorized access.  

This alternative would not meet the following Proposed Project criteria:  

2. Provides inadequate height and obstructed lines of sight because Sites 5, 12, and 
12A would present new line of sight issues due to the location and angle of an ATCT at 
this location. From the new ATCT, ATCs would have difficulty discerning between 
Taxiways A and B and would continue to have a parallax issue at Runway 29L because 
of the increased distance from the runway end. Additionally, the angle of the new ATCT 
would result in the afternoon/evening sun in the eyes of the ATCs; 

3. The obstructed lines of sight would also result in operational inefficiencies due to 
delay in relaying information to pilots; and 

4. Results in high costs of repairs to the existing facility in order to preserve the integrity 
of the building.  

2. Safety or Operational Considerations 

As stated above, this site would result in obstructed lines of sight due to difficulty discerning 
between Taxiways A and B and the continued parallax issue at Runway 29L. This results in 
potential aircraft incursions and delayed ATC pilot instructions. 

3. Social, Economic, Environmental, or Community Impacts 

No severe social, economic, environmental, or community impacts would occur by 
implementing this alternative. 

4. Cost  

Sites 5, 12, and 12A are currently not developed, so construction of this alternative would 
potentially involve complex site conditions (grading, excavation, foundation work, utility 
relocations, etc.). Utilities would have to be extended from the hangar facility to the 
northwest of the site or from the animal shelter facilities across East Airways Boulevard. 
Additionally, the extra height needed for an ATCT at this site would result in additional costs. 
Therefore, due to the condition of the site, a longer construction duration to account for the 
site conditions, and the required height of the ATCT, this alternative would result in 
disproportionately higher costs due to construction methods or materials. 

5. Unique Problems or Unusual Factors 

No unique problems or unusual factors exist. 
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6. Cumulative Impacts of Extraordinary Magnitude  

This alternative would not meet the purpose and need and has additional costs associated 
with construction on an undeveloped site. When considered together, this results in 
cumulative impacts of extraordinary magnitude.  

6.11.4 Avoidance Alternative Determination 
Sites 5, 12, and 12A would avoid use of the Section 4(f) property; however, it is deemed not 
prudent because it would not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Project and would 
result in potential safety risks and additional costs. 

6.12 No Action Alternative 
6.12.1 Description 
Under the No Action Alternative, the existing ATCT facility would not be demolished or undergo 
any major renovations or repairs. The existing ATCT would continue to be used for ATC 
operations. The City would not construct a new ATCT facility, new equipment would not be 
installed, and no other improvements would be made at the site. The City would continue to pay 
for regular maintenance and repairs to infrastructure, equipment, and systems that break down. 
The facility would not meet current FAA space and height requirements, and it would not be 
brought up to State and local building requirements. 

6.12.2 Evaluation of Feasibility 
Section 4(f) states that an alternative is not feasible if it cannot be built as a matter of sound 
engineering judgment. FAA and the City determined that the No Build Alternative would be 
feasible from an engineering perspective, because no construction would be required to 
implement the alternative. 

6.12.3 Evaluation of Prudence 
Section 1.1.1.3 lists the Section 4(f) criteria used by FAA to determine the prudence of a full 
avoidance alternative.  

1. Effectiveness in Meeting Purpose and Need 

The No Action Alternative would not meet any of the Proposed Project criteria:  

1. Would not provide a new ATCT facility or undergo any major renovations or repairs to 
meet current FAA, State, and local building standards;  

2. Would not result in a facility that provides adequate height and unobstructed lines of 
sight because the existing parallax issue for ATCs looking at Runways 29R and 29L is 
not corrected and ATCs would not be able to determine if a pilot is lined up to land on 
the correct runway;  

3. Would not allow for operational efficiency;  

4. Would continue to require high cost repairs and result in disruptions to facility 
operations due to continuous maintenance; and 

5. Would continue to not be secure from unauthorized access.  
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2. Safety or Operational Considerations 

Because the existing ATCT was constructed in 1961, it is likely to contain lead paint and 
polychlorinated biphenyl (PCBs). These materials would be encountered during the 
extensive renovations needed to rehabilitate the ATCT. Lead-based paint was used 
extensively prior to 1978 and leaving the paint in place would increase the risk of exposure 
to employees as the paint deteriorates posing a potential danger to human and 
environmental health. PCBs were manufactured in several construction and industrial 
materials between 1929 and 1979. Leaving PCB containing materials in place increases the 
risk of employee exposure over time as materials deteriorate. Additionally, ATC operations 
are likely to be interrupted with required ongoing maintenance and repairs. Therefore, this 
alternative would have safety considerations related to human and environmental health and 
operational considerations due to interruption of ATC operations 

3. Social, Economic, Environmental, or Community Impacts 

No severe social, economic, environmental, or community impacts, would occur by 
implementing this alternative. 

4. Cost  

Costs associated with the No Action Alternative would be associated with regular 
maintenance and required repairs, including the purchase of special-order parts. Additional 
costs may also be attributed to staffing shortages related to the lack of ADA access to the 
ATCT cab when the elevator is out of order. Therefore, while this alternative would have 
lower construction costs, there would be ongoing costs of unknown magnitude. 

5. Unique Problems or Unusual Factors 

No unique problems or unusual factors exist. 

6. Cumulative Impacts of Extraordinary Magnitude  

This alternative would not meet all the purpose and need and would result in potential safety 
risks. When considered together, this results in cumulative impacts of extraordinary 
magnitude. 

6.12.4 Avoidance Alternative Determination 
The No Action Alternative would avoid use of the Section 4(f) property, but it is deemed not 
prudent because it does not meet the purpose and need of the Proposed Project and would 
result in potential safety risks. 

6.13 All Possible Planning to Minimize Harm Analysis 
In addition to a determination that there is no feasible and prudent alternative that avoids the 
use of a Section 4(f) resource, Section 4(f) also state that FAA may not approve the use of a 
Section 4(f) resource unless it determines that the proposed action includes all possible 
planning, as defined in 23 CFR 774.17, to minimize harm to the property resulting from such 
use.  

In evaluating the measures to minimize harm, FAA will consider the preservation purpose of the 
Section 4(f) statute and: 
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• The view of the OWJ over the Section 4(f) property; 

• Whether the cost of the measures is a reasonable public expenditure in light of the 
adverse impacts of the project on the Section 4(f) property and the benefits of the 
measure to the property; and  

• Any impacts or benefits of the measures to communities or environmental resources 
outside of the Section 4(f) property. 

Avoidance alternatives and options to alternatives were identified based on comments received 
from the City’s Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) during the scoping period for the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Environmental Impact Report (EIR) in April 2024. 
Commenters requested that all options to retain the existing ATCT and avoid demolition be 
evaluated, including retaining the tower as a historic feature or for another use. From these 
comments, Options A and B were developed and Site 2 was advanced for evaluation in the EA 
as Alternative 2.  

Project staff consulted with the California State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) and 
identified two consulting parties during the development of the Proposed Project, the City’s 
Planning and Development Department and HPC and the Fresno County Historical Society 
(FCHS). Through consultation and coordination with SHPO and the consulting parties, 
mitigation measures were developed to avoid, minimize, and/or mitigate adverse effects from 
construction and operation of the Proposed Project.  

On November 18, 2024, FAA and the City held a consultation meeting with SHPO to review the 
Proposed Project and inform SHPO, as the OWJ over the Section 4(f) property, of the proposed 
use of the Section 4(f) resource. Following the meeting with SHPO, a draft Section 106 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) was prepared to document mitigation measures for the 
adverse effect on the historic property. Input from SHPO and the consulting parties was solicited 
on the draft Section 106 MOA. A meeting was held on January 31, 2025, between FAA, the 
City, SHPO, and the consulting parties to review comments on the draft Section 106 MOA, 
identify how comments are being addressed, discuss mitigation measures, and identify next 
steps.  

The FAA determined the mitigation measures identified in the Section 106 MOA to be a 
reasonable public expenditure in light of the adverse impacts of the Proposed Project on the 
Section 4(f) property. Additionally, the FAA determined that the benefit of the mitigation 
measures in preserving the history of the existing ATCT through documentation, signage, and 
exhibits that provide educational opportunities for the public to learn about the history of the 
Airport, architect and existing ATCT, benefit the local community and traveling public. Therefore, 
the Section 106 MOA was circulated for signatures from SHPO, FAA, and the consulting 
parties. Appendix B of the EA includes the Section 106 consultation materials, including the 
executed Section 106 MOA.  

All Possible Planning to Minimize Harm Determination: Based on the summary within this 
section, FAA has determined in accordance with 23 CFR 774.17 that all possible planning to 
minimize harm was conducted and implemented through the completion of the Proposed 
Project’s Section 106 process with the execution of the Section 106 MOA prior to the issuance 
of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) decision document.  
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6.14 Least Overall Harm Analysis  
Per 23 CFR 774.3(c), if the Section 4(f) analysis for a property that would be used by a project 
concludes that there is no feasible and prudent avoidance alternative, then FAA may approve, 
from among the remaining alternatives that use Section 4(f) property, only the alternative that 
causes the least overall harm in light of the statute’s preservation purpose. If the assessment of 
least overall harm finds that two or more alternatives are substantially equal, FAA can approve 
any of those alternatives. To determine which of the alternatives would cause the least overall 
harm, FAA must compare seven factors set forth in 23 CFR 774.3(c)(1) concerning the 
alternatives under consideration (see Section 1.1.1.5 for a description of those seven criteria).  

Because the ATCT is a Section 106 resource, all possible planning to minimize harm was 
completed through the Section 106 process and execution of a Section 106 MOA. The Section 
106 MOA specifies how the Proposed Project resolves the adverse effect it would have on the 
ATCT.  

The EA evaluates a total of six alternatives in addition to the No Action Alternative. With the 
exception of Alternative 2, each alternative identified in the EA includes three options on how 
the existing ATCT can be treated. These options are: Option A, preserve the ATCT in place; 
Option B, retain the existing ATCT for other uses, as described in Section 6; and Option C, 
demolish the existing ATCT facility once the new ATCT is fully operational.  

The six alternatives in the EA are shown in Figure 4 and described below. 

1. Alternative 1: Site X2 with Options A, B, and C. Alternative 1 (Site X2) would construct a 
new ATCT facility approximately 250 feet south of the existing ATCT on a parcel that is 
also adjacent to the ARFF station, an Airport maintenance building, and a vehicle 
parking lot. The new facility would have an estimated building footprint of 13,000 sq ft 
and be approximately 190 feet tall. Access to the new facility would remain the same as 
to the existing ATCT, which is accessible from East Andersen Avenue. Site X2 was 
developed from Site 13, which was identified in the 2010 draft study (Section 6.6) and 
was evaluated in the 2024 Siting Study. 

2. Alternative 2: Rehabilitate Existing ATCT for Continued Use at FAT. Alternative 2 would 
include retaining the existing ATCT at its current location and continuing its use as the 
FAT ATCT. The ATCT would be required to be updated to meet current State and local 
building requirements, such as seismic, fire, and ADA standards. However, because the 
facility would also continue to be used for ATC operations, the ATCT would be 
rehabilitated to meet the current FAA space and height requirements detailed in FAA 
Order 6480.7E, Airport Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) and Terminal Radar Approach 
Control (TRACON) Design Policy. To meet these requirements, the height of the existing 
94-foot tower would need to be increased by approximately 65 feet to meet line-of-sight 
requirements and the cab would need to be expanded from approximately 350 sq ft to 
440 sq ft to meet cab size requirements based on Airport activity and staffing levels. 
Therefore, this option would require extensive upgrades and repairs that could 
negatively affect features that contribute to the eligibility of the ATCT as a historic 
resource, including extending the height of the tower and expanding or replacing the cab 
at the top of the tower. Alternative 2 is at the same location as Site 2 (Section 6.7) which 
was identified in the 2010 draft study. 
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Figure 4: ATCT Alternatives Evaluated in the Environmental Assessment 

 
Source: RS&H, 2024; City of Fresno, 2024; CTBX, 2024 
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3. Alternative 3: Site X1 with Options A, B, and C. Alternative 3 (Site X1) is located at the 
intersection of East Andersen Avenue and North Fine Avenue on the southwest side of 
the airfield in a small remote parking lot surrounded by vacant land, approximately 
1,340 feet northwest of the existing ATCT. Access to the building would be provided 
from East Andersen Avenue or North Fine Avenue. The estimated building footprint and 
facilities included in the ATCT facility and base building would be equivalent to what is 
described for Alternative 1. The floor of the cab would be 200 feet tall; the cab would be 
about 17 feet tall with up to 23 feet of additional height from antennas extending above 
the cab for a total ATCT height of up to 240 feet. Site X1 was developed from Sites 3 
and 11, which were identified in the 2010 draft study (Section 6.8) and was evaluated in 
the 2024 Siting Study. 

4. Alternative 4: Site 13A with Options A, B, and C. Alternative 4 (Site 13A) is located within 
the parking lot of the existing ATCT, approximately 140 feet southwest of the existing 
facility. The estimated building footprint and facilities included in the ATCT facility and 
base building would be equivalent to what is described for Alternative 1. The floor of the 
cab would be 150 feet tall; the cab would be about 17 feet tall with up to 23 feet of 
additional height from antennas extending above the cab for a total ATCT height of up to 
190 feet. Access to the new facility would remain the same as to the existing ATCT, 
which is accessible from East Andersen Avenue. Site 13A was identified in the 2010 
draft study (Section 6.9) and evaluated in the 2024 Siting Study. 

5. Alternative 5: Site 6 with Options A, B, and C. Alternative 5 (Site 6) is located within the 
parking lot of the existing ATCT, approximately 100 feet south of the existing facility. The 
estimated building footprint and facilities included in the ATCT facility and base building 
would be equivalent to what is described for Alternative 1. The floor of the cab would be 
100 feet tall; the cab would be about 17 feet tall with up to 23 feet of additional height 
from antennas extending above the cab for a total ATCT height of up to 140 feet. Access 
to the new facility would remain the same as to the existing ATCT, which is accessible 
from East Andersen Avenue. Site 6 was identified in the 2010 draft study (Section 6.10) 
and evaluated in the 2024 Siting Study. 

6. Alternative 6: Across the Airfield from the Existing ATCT with Options A, B, and C. 
Alternative 6 is located across the airfield from the existing ATCT on a vacant parcel off 
North Cargo Lane. The estimated building footprint and facilities included in the ATCT 
facility and base building would be equivalent to what is described for Alternative 1. The 
floor of the cab would be 120 feet tall; the cab would be about 17 feet tall with up to 
23 feet of additional height from antennas extending above the cab for a total ATCT 
height of up to 160 feet. Access to the building would be provided from North Cargo 
Lane via East Airways Boulevard. Alternative 6 was developed from Sites 5, 12, and 
12A, which were identified in the 2010 draft study (Section 6.11). 

Of the six alternatives evaluated in the EA, three of the alternatives would meet the purpose and 
need of the Proposed Project but would result in the physical use of the ATCT. These 
alternatives are Alternative 1: Site X2 with Option C (Proposed Project), Alternative 3: Site X1 
with Option C and Alternative 4: Site 13A with Option C. Below is a description of these 
alternatives that remained under consideration. 
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6.14.1 Alternative 1: Site X2 with Option C (Proposed Project) 
Using the seven factors to determine least overall harm, the Alternative 1: Site X2 with Option C 
would: 

1. Mitigate adverse effects to the Section 4(f) property through the implementation of the 
Section 106 MOA; 

2. Result in no remaining harm to the protected activities, attributes, or features that qualify 
the ATCT as a Section 4(f) property, through implementation of the stipulations in the 
Section 106 MOA;  

3. Affect the existing ATCT property, which is the same property affected by all 
alternatives, so is of equal relative significance; 

4. Incorporate the views of the OWJ over the Section 4(f) property as part of the 
Section 106 MOA process; 

5. Meet all five criteria of the purpose and need for the Proposed Project; 

6. Have no significant adverse effects on other resources not protected by Section 4(f); and 

7. Have similar cost to construct as Alternative 4. 

6.14.2 Alternative 3: Site X1 with Option C 
Using the seven factors to determine least overall harm, Alternative 3: Site X1 with Option C 
would: 

1. Mitigate adverse effects to the Section 4(f) property through the implementation of the 
Section 106 MOA; 

2. Result in no remaining harm to the protected activities, attributes, or features that qualify 
the ATCT as a Section 4(f) property, through implementation of the stipulations in the 
Section 106 MOA;  

3. Affect the existing ATCT property, which is the same property affected by all 
alternatives, so is of equal relative significance; 

4. Incorporate the views of the OWJ over the Section 4(f) property as part of the 
Section 106 MOA process; 

5. Meet all five criteria of the purpose and need for the Proposed Project; 

6. Have additional or more substantial adverse effects on other resources not protected by 
Section 4(f) because Alternative 3 would disrupt landside operations as a result of the 
need to develop additional landside infrastructure; and 

7. Be the costliest of all alternatives. Due to the height of the structure and the condition of 
the site, this alternative would result in disproportionately higher costs of construction 
when compared to other alternatives, would be subject to unavoidable complex site 
conditions, and would result in higher costs due to construction methods or materials, 
and would have a longer construction duration. 
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6.14.3 Alternative 4: Site 13A with Option C 
Using the seven factors to determine least overall harm, Alternative 4: Site 13A with Option C 
would: 

1. Mitigate adverse effects to the Section 4(f) property through the implementation of the 
Section 106 MOA; 

2. Result in no remaining harm to the protected activities, attributes, or features that qualify 
the ATCT as a Section 4(f) property, through implementation of the stipulations in the 
Section 106 MOA;  

3. Affect the existing ATCT property, which is the same property affected by all 
alternatives, so is of equal relative significance; 

4. Incorporate the views of the OWJ over the Section 4(f) property as part of the 
Section 106 MOA process; 

5. Meet all five criteria of the purpose and need for the Proposed Project; 

6. Have additional or more substantial adverse effects on other resources not protected by 
Section 4(f) because Alternative 4 would result in disruptions to ATC operations from 
vibrations, construction noise, construction emissions, or staging; and 

7. Have similar cost to construct as the Proposed Project. 

6.14.4 Conclusion of Least Overall Harm Analysis 
Looking at the seven factors described in Section 1.1.1.5 and detailed above, when comparing 
the three alternatives that meet the purpose and need, Alternative 3: Site X1 with Option C 
would have additional or more substantial adverse effects on other resources not protected by 
Section 4(f) and would be the costliest. Alternative 4: Site 13A with Option C would have 
additional or more substantial adverse effects on other resources not protected by Section 4(f). 
Alternative 1: Site X2 with Option C would not result in any additional adverse effects on other 
resources not protected by Section 4(f) and would not be the costliest. Therefore, when 
comparing the evaluation of the seven factors that are used to determine which of the 
alternatives would cause the least overall harm, Alternative 1: Site X2 with Option C has been 
determined to be the alternative with the least overall harm. The least overall harm analysis 
determination is based on the execution of the Section 106 MOA, included in the Final EA (see 
Appendix D to the EA). 

7 COORDINATION  
7.1 Department of Interior 
The FAA initiated consultation with the Department of Interior (DOI) Office of Environmental 
Policy and Compliance (OEPC) with the release of the Draft EA, including the Draft Section 4(f) 
Evaluation, for a 45-day public and agency comment period. The FAA determined there are no 
feasible and prudent alternatives to the physical use of the existing ATCT, a Section 4(f) 
resource, and that the Proposed Project includes all possible planning to minimize harm 
resulting from such physical use. The Proposed Project includes mitigation measures to resolve 
adverse effects to the existing ATCT, which are included in the Section 106 MOA (see 
Appendix D to the EA).  
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During the comment period, DOI OEPC submitted a letter concurring with the finding in the 
Section 4(f) Evaluation that there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the physical use 
(demolition) of the existing ATCT, a Section 4(f) property (see Attachment 1).  

7.2 Official with Jurisdiction and Section 106 Consulting Parties   
FAA initiated consultation with SHPO as the OWJ with jurisdiction over the Section 4(f) 
resource. FAA hosted an online kickoff meeting on November 18, 2024, with the City of Fresno 
and its consultants and SHPO to discuss the Section 106 process and inform SHPO about the 
preparation of the Section 106 MOA and the use of a Section 4(f) resources.  

The FAA sent out invitations to the following two potential consulting parties on 
December 5, 2024: (1) City of Fresno HPC and (2) the FCHS.  

On January 31, 2025, FAA held an online consultation meeting with the City of Fresno 
(representatives from the Airport and the Planning and Development Department as a 
Consulting Party and as liaisons to the HPC), the City’s consultants, the FCHS, and SHPO. 
Participants discussed input received from the Consulting Parties on the draft Section 106 MOA, 
MOA stipulations, and mitigation measures. Mitigation measures were refined through 
subsequent coordination and outlined in the draft Section 106 MOA.  

In addition, the FAA sent out Native American consultation invitations on July 1, 2024 to the 
following 11 tribal communities that have an interest in Fresno County: (1) Amah Mutsun Tribal 
Band; (2) Dumna Wo-Wah Tribal Government; (3) Kitanemuk & Yowlumne Tejon Indians; 
(4) Northern Valley Yokut, Ohlone Tribe; (5) North Fork Rancheria of Mono Indians; 
(6) Picayune Rancheria of the Chukchansi Indians; (7) Santa Rosa Rancheria Tachi Yokut 
Tribe; (8) Table Mountain Rancheria; (9) Traditional Choinumni Tribe; (10) Tule River Indian 
Tribe; and (11) Wuksachi Indian Tribe, Eshom Valley Band. One response was received from 
Chairperson Valentin Lopez of the Amah Mutsun Tribal Band stating the proposed project is 
outside of the tribe’s traditional territory and they have no comments. 

The FAA notified the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) of the determination of 
adverse effect and intention to enter into a Section 106 MOA specified documentation on 
December 5, 2024. The ACHP chose not to participate in the consultation on December 20, 
2024. 

As part of the comment period for the Draft EA, Draft Section 106 MOA and Draft Section 4(f) 
Evaluation, SHPO submitted a letter concurring with the finding in the Section 4(f) Evaluation 
that there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the physical use of the Section 4(f) property 
(see Attachment 1). No comments were received on the Draft Section 106 MOA. Following the 
comment period, the Section 106 MOA was circulated for signatures by the FAA, California 
SHPO, and consulting parties. 

7.3 Public   
A Draft EA was prepared during the NEPA process. FAA published a notice of availability for the 
Draft EA, including the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation, in the Fresno Bee and on the Airport’s 
website (https://flyfresno.com/statistics/) on June 22, 2025. The Draft EA, including the Draft 
Section 4(f) Evaluation, was available for a 45-day review period which ended on August 6, 
2025. The documents were available for review at the Airport’s Administrative Office, the City 
Planning and Development office, at the Betty Rodriguez Regional Library in Fresno, California, 

https://flyfresno.com/statistics/
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at the FAA’s Airport District Office in Walnut Creek, California, and the Airport’s website 
(https://flyfresno.com/statistics/), and the City’s Planning website 
(https://www.fresno.gov/planning/plans-projects-under-review/#airport-tower-relocation-project). 

No comments were received from the public on the Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation or the Draft 
Section 106 MOA.  

8 SECTION 4(F) DETERMINATION 
Based on the analysis completed, FAA and the City determined that the Proposed Project would 
result in a physical use to a Section 4(f) resource and there is no feasible and prudent 
alternative that would avoid this use. In addition, FAA determined that all possible planning to 
minimize harm was completed through the Proposed Project’s Section 106 process through the 
execution of a Section 106 MOA. FAA and the City determined that Alternative 1: Site X2 with 
Option C is the alternative that will result in the least overall harm to the historic resource.  

 

https://flyfresno.com/statistics/
https://www.fresno.gov/planning/plans-projects-under-review/#airport-tower-relocation-project
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MEETING AGENDA: Fresno Yosemite International Airport (FAT) Airport Traffic 
Control Tower (ATCT) Relocation  
Section 106 Consultation 

Project: FAT ATCT Relocation 

Meeting Date & November 18, 2024 
Time: 

Meeting Place: Microsoft Teams 

Participants: Francisco Partida, FAT; Tristan Tozer, SHPO; Nani Jacobson, FAA; Karin Bouler, 
RS&H; Byron Chavez, RS&H; Dave Full, RS&H; Bart Gover, RS&H; Casey Tibbet, LSA 
Associates 

Subject: FAT ATCT Section 106 Consultation 

1. Welcome and Introductions

2. Project Overview

3. APE, National Register Eligibility Determinations, Findings

4. Next Steps

5. Project Milestones

6. Proposed Mitigation

7. Action Items
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MEETING MINUTES: Fresno Yosemite International Airport (FAT) Airport 
Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) Relocation  
Section 106 Consultation  

RS&H, Inc. 

 
 
Project: FAT ATCT Relocation 
 
Meeting Date & November 18, 2024, 11:00 am PST 
Time: 
 
Meeting Place: Microsoft Teams 
 
Participants: Francisco Partida, FAT; Tristan Tozer, SHPO; Nani Jacobson, FAA; Karin Bouler, 
 RS&H; Byron Chavez, RS&H; Dave Full, RS&H; Bart Gover, RS&H; Casey Tibbet, 

LSA Associates 
 

Subject:  FAT ATCT Section 106 Consultation 
 
 
 

1. Welcome and Introductions 
• Participants introduced themselves (see above identified participants). 

• The meeting agenda was briefly reviewed (reference Attachment 1 for the PowerPoint 
slides). 

2. Project Overview 
Proposed Project 

• A description of the Proposed Project was provided.  

o The Proposed Project would construct a new ATCT facility, install new equipment 
and utility connections, reconstruct the existing employee parking lot, and 
demolish the old ATCT. 

• The construction of a new ATCT facility at FAT has been evaluated over the past 20 
years. This is the first time that the effort has reached the environmental phase.  

Purpose and Need 

• The purpose and need of the Proposed Project is that the existing ATCT: 

o Does not meet current Standards: including ADA, Building Code, and FAA 
standards; 

o Is of inadequate height and has an obstructed line of sight to a portion of the 
airfield; 

o Is operationally deficient; 

o Has escalating maintenance costs associated with the outdated facilities; and 

o Is not a secure facility. 

o Maintain consistency with approved Airport plans, including the Master Plan. 
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• Francisco noted that the aging facilities result in personnel issues when the elevator 
breaks down because the elevator parts are no longer in production and have to be 
special ordered. Because several personnel are unable to safely climb six flights of stairs 
to reach the tower, they are unable to report to work while the elevator is down, resulting 
in strains on staffing levels. Additionally, given that the facility is no longer at FAA 
standards, the FAA will not enter into a long-term lease at the existing ATCT. 

Alternatives Analysis 

• A brief history of the various alternatives for the Proposed Project and the identified 
alternatives was presented and includes: the preferred alternative, four other locations at 
FAT, and the No Action Alternative. 

• The Alternatives Analysis will be included in the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) 
and in the Section 4(f) evaluation. 

Area of Potential Effects (APE) 

• The APE was described as including all elements identified under the Project 
Description. 

3. APE, National Register Eligibility Determinations, Findings  
• The cultural report and finding of effect were summarized. 

• The existing ATCT is eligible because of the International style of architecture and 
because of the architect who designed it, Allen Lew. 

• The effect determination was that the Proposed Project would have an adverse effect. 

• SHPO concurred with the APE on September 10, 2024. 

• SHPO concurred with the finding of adverse effect on October 24, 2024. 

4. Next Steps 
Section 106 Consultation 

• A draft Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) that includes proposed mitigation is under 
development and will be the next submittal to SHPO.  

Section 4(f) Evaluation Consultation 

• Because the existing ATCT is eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic 
Places (NRHP), it is a Section 4(f) resource.  

• There will be a “physical use” of the Section 4(f) resource (the existing ATCT) due to the 
demolition of the existing ATCT resulting in an adverse effect determination under 
Section 106. 

• SHPO was notified that they are the Official with Jurisdiction (OWJ) under Section 4(f) 
because the existing ATCT is a historic property. 

• The Section 4(f) evaluation will include the purpose and need, alternatives analysis to 
determine if there is no feasible and prudent alternative to avoid the “use” of the Section 
4(f) property, and all possible planning to minimize harm. 



311 California Street, Suite 720 
San Francisco, CA 94109 

  rsandh.com 

RS&H, Inc. 

• The Section 4(f) evaluation will be included as an appendix to the Draft EA and SHPO
review will occur concurrently with the 45-day Public Draft EA comment period.

• The mitigation included in the MOA prepared during the Section 106 consultation
process will be used to document the FAA and City’s commitment to minimize harm.

5. Project Milestones
• Completed, in progress, and anticipated project milestones were reviewed.

• Draft MOA

o Tristan clarified that prior to SHPO providing comments on the Draft MOA, they
want to see that consultation and outreach has occurred to other interested
parties (e.g., the City of Fresno, preservation groups, historical societies). The
Draft MOA should include comments received and responses to those
comments.

 There is not a standard timeframe that is required for interested parties to
respond, however discussed requesting 30 calendar days for comments.
Comments received after the 30 days will be addressed and provided to
SHPO, as appropriate.

 Outreach will also go to the Advisory Council of Historic Preservation in
Washington to see if they would like to participate in this consultation,
though, they probably do not.

 The SHPO’s MOA review process ideally takes 30 days, but is dependent
on workload and other factors. Under regulations there is no set review
period or timeframe for resolution. SHPO advises that this could take a
couple of rounds of review.

 .

 After SHPO submits comments to FAA, the MOA would be circulated to
interested parties for another review, this could occur during the Draft EA
comment period, depending on SHPO comments.

 The Project will continue to seek efficiencies and promote transparency
between Section 106 and NEPA processes.

• The Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) will include the Section 4(f) evaluation, which
will be available for review by SHPO during the 45-day comment period. The anticipated
release date of the Draft EA is February/March 2025.

• The Final EA and Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) will be prepared following
the close of the comment period on the Draft EA. The Final EA/FONSI is expected to be
completed in July 2025.
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6. Proposed Mitigation 
• Mitigation will continue to be coordinated with SHPO, the City’s Historic Preservation 

Commission, and the Fresno County Historical Society (FCHS) through consultation on 
the draft MOA. 

• Proposed mitigation measures for inclusion in the MOA were summarized and include: 

o Historic American Building Survey (HABS), Level II 

o Interpretive sign and plaque commemorating existing ATCT in FAT terminal 

o Exhibit with permanent Chinese artifacts exhibit that the FCHS is developing. 
The location would be in a building recently purchased by FCHS for the artifacts 
exhibit. 

o Website materials on FAT website and potentially on FCHS website with QR 
code to link it. 

• SHPO commented that they like to see the public exhibits, however they will provide 
formal comments during their review.  

7. Action Items 
• The FAA will provide the Draft MOA to interested parties for review and comment prior to 

submittal to SHPO.  

• The Draft MOA will likely be submitted to SHPO after the interested party review, 
targeted for January 2025. 

o Another FAA consultation has been recently submitted to SHPO for review, so 
submittal in January should fit the SHPO review schedule well. 

• Section 4(f)  -  Mitigation identified during the Section 106 consultation process and 
documented in the MOA will be included in the Section 4(f) evaluation to document the 
FAA and City’s commitment to minimize harm, as required by Section 4(f).  
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Welcome and Introductions
• Fresno Yosemite International Airport (FAT) / City of Fresno

• California State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)

• Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)

• RS&H California, Inc. (RS&H)

• LSA Associates, Inc. (LSA)



4

Project Overview – Project Description

– The Proposed Project is for the replacement of the 
existing ATCT facility and associated infrastructure 
at the Airport.

– The Proposed Project includes the following 
components:

• Construction of a new ATCT facility and demolition 
of the existing ATCT facility once the new ATCT 
facility is fully operational.

• Installation of new equipment in the replacement 
ATCT and utility services to the replacement ATCT 
facility.

• Reconstruction of the existing employee parking 
and installation of security fencing around the ATCT 
facility and accompanying employee parking lot.
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Project Overview – Purpose and Need

– The ATCT was commissioned in 1961 and has exceeded its useful life. 

– Parts of the ATCT facility, including the elevator and HVAC system, no longer function as intended 
and/or no longer meet current building code requirements. 

– Key Reasons why the existing ATCT needs to be replaced:
1. Existing ATCT Does Not Meet Current Standards

2. Inadequate Height and Obstructed Line of Sight

3. Operation Deficiencies

4. Escalating Maintenance Costs

5. Security Deficiencies

6. Consistency with Approved Plan
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Project Overview – Alternatives Analysis

– Alternatives to be Evaluated
• Preferred Alternative (Site X2)
• Rehabilitate Existing ATCT for Continued Use at FAT
• ATCT in other locations at FAT 

• 4 alternative locations
• Keep existing ATCT for other use, preservation of 

existing ATCT in place, or demolish existing ATCT
• No Action

• The existing ATCT remains and continues its existing 
use. Regular maintenance required.

– Two-Step Screening Process
1. Does the alternative meet the purpose and need for 

the project?
2. Is the alternative practical or feasible to implement?
• If yes to both, retain for detailed analysis of 

environmental impacts in the environmental 
assessment (EA)
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Project Overview – Area of Potential Effects (APE)

– SHPO concurrence received September 10, 2024
– The APE includes:

• Areas of direct (physical) impacts
• Areas if indirect (visual, atmospheric, and audible) impacts

– Horizontal APE:
• Total of 5.98 acres
• Existing ATCT facility
• Adjacent employee parking lot
• Airfield apron directly adjacent to ATCT
• Airport Maintenance Building
• Aircraft Rescue and Fire Fighting (ARFF) facility
• Landscaped area south of ARFF
• 1.78 acres of vacant lot for construction staging

– Vertical APE
• Existing ground surface to a depth of 65 feet below ground 

surface (bgs)



8

APE, National Register Eligibility Determinations, Findings

– Cultural Resources Report, prepared by LSA, completed in September 2024
• Record search completed by staff at the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center (SSJVIC)

• No records of any archaeological or historic architectural resources within the APE or within 0.5 mile of the APE
• Architectural Field Survey

• Existing ATCT
• The Airport Maintenance Building
• Aircraft Rescue and Fire Fighting (ARFF) Facility

• Existing ATCT
• Eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under Criterion C
• Highly intact representative of the International style of architecture as applied to an ATCT
• Work of master architect Allen Y. Lew, FAIA

• Airport Maintenance Building and ARFF Facility
• Not representative of any architectural style or characteristics
• Not eligible for listing in the NRHP

• Pursuant to Section 106 of the NHPA (36 CFR Part 800.5), the proposed demolition of the ATCT will adversely 
affect the building from being eligible for listing on the NRHP under 36 CFR Part 800.5(a)(1).
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Next Steps

– Section 106 Consultation
• Memorandum of Agreement – Review and approval by SHPO, FAA, and FAT/City

– Section 4(f) Evaluation and Consultation
• Section 4(f) of the U.S. DOT Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. § 303) protects significant publicly owned parks, 

recreational areas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and public and private historic sites.
• Determination of “use” of Section 4(f) resources (existing ATCT)

• Physical use = physical taking of Section 4(f) property through purchase of land or a permanent easement, physical 
occupation of a portion or all of the property, or alteration of structures or facilities on the property

• The proposed demolition of the existing ATCT is an adverse effect on the historic resource under Section 106 = 
Section 4(f) physical use

• Roles
• FAA = federal lead agency, Section 4(f) lead
• SHPO = official with jurisdiction (OWJ), review of Section 4(f) evaluation and approval of Section 4(f) with finding
• Department of the Interior = Section 4(f) approval authority
• FAT/City of Fresno = project sponsor
• RS&H Team = document preparation and analysis
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Next Steps (2 of 2)

– Section 4(f) Documentation and Consultation (continued)
• Section 4(f) Evaluation – prepared if there is a Section 4(f) “use”

• Purpose and need for the project
• Alternatives analysis to determine that there are no feasible and prudent alternatives to the use of the Section 4(f) property

• Prudent and feasible alternative = one that avoids using Section 4(f) property and does not cause other severe problems of 
a magnitude that substantially outweighs the importance of protecting the Section 4(f) property

• The FAA may approve only the alternative meets the purpose and need and causes the least overall harm to the Section 4(f) 
property if there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the project.

• Includes all measures to minimize harm, or mitigation measures

• Mitigation of potential adverse impacts to historic sites usually consists of measures necessary to preserve the historic 
integrity of the site and agreed to in accordance with 36 CFR part 800 by the FAA, the SHPO, and other consulting 
parties.

• Evaluation is included as an addendum to the EA.
• Public review is required – will occur concurrently with public review of Draft EA (45 days)
• Review by the Department of the Interior to occur concurrently with public review of Draft EA (45 days)
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Project Milestones – Completed

– May 10, 2024 – listing of Native American contacts received from the California Native American Heritage 
Commission [Tribal Consultation/Section 106]

– July 1, 2024 – consultation initiated with 11 tribes [Tribal Consultation/Section 106]
• One response received from Chairperson Valentin Lopez of the Amah Mutsun Tribal Band stating the proposed 

project is outside of the tribe’s traditional territory and they have no comments.
• No other comments received.

– July 8, 2024 – Initiated preparation of Draft Environmental Assessment (EA) [National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA)]

– August 19, 2024 – APE submitted to SHPO for concurrence [Section 106]

– September 10, 2024 – SHPO concurred with APE [Section 106]

– September 13, 2024 – Request for concurrence with determination of eligibility and finding of effect 
submitted to SHPO [Section 106]

– October 24, 2024 – SHPO concurred with determination of eligibility and finding of effect [Section 106]
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Project Milestones – In Progress or Anticipated

– November 18, 2024 – Initial consulting parties meeting [Section 106]

– December 2024 – Anticipated submittal of draft Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) for California State 
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) review [Section 106]

– January 2025 – Anticipated SHPO review of Draft MOA completed [Section 106]

– February-March 2025 – Anticipated release of Draft EA with Section 4(f) Evaluation and public 
comment period (45 days) [NEPA and Section 4(f)]

• Includes SHPO and DOI review of Section 4(f) evaluation

– July 2025 – Anticipated Final EA / Finding of No Significant Impacts (FONSI) [NEPA and 
Section 4(f)]
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Proposed Mitigation

– Coordination on mitigation with SHPO, City’s 
Historic Preservation Commission, and Fresno 
County Historical Society

– Develop Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) 
through continued consultation with SHPO 

– MOA will include mitigation measures to address 
the adverse effect to the existing ATCT:

• Measure 1: Historic American Building Survey 
(HABS), Level II

• Measure 2: Interpretive sign and plaque 
commemorative of the existing ATCT in the FAT 
terminal 

• Measure 3: Include an exhibit with the permanent 
Chinese artifacts exhibit that the Fresno County 
Historical Society (FCHS) is developing. Location is 
at building newly purchased by FCHS for the 
Chinese artifacts exhibit.

• Measure 4: FAT website materials

– Open Discussion
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Action Items

– Next submittals and schedule:

• Early-mid December 2024 – submit Draft Memorandum of Agreement to SHPO

• Early 2025 – Release of Public Draft EA with Section 4(f) evaluation for public and agency comment



Thank you
Nani Jacobson, M. Sc.
Environmental Protection Specialist
Federal Aviation Administration – SFO-ADO
(925) 546-6434
Nani.M.Jacobson@faa.gov
Francisco Partida
Assistant Director of Aviation
City of Fresno / Fresno Yosemite International Airport
(559) 621-4500
Francisco.Partida@fresno.gov



From: Jacobson, Nani M (FAA)
To: "OHP, CALSHPO@Parks"
Cc: "Tozer, Tristan@Parks"
Subject: Fresno Yosemite International Airport - Proposed Airport Traffic Control Tower Replacement - Draft

Environmental Assessment Notice of Availability
Attachments: FAT_ATCT_Replacement_NEPA_NOA_20250622.pdf

Hello,
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 United States Code 
[USC.] §§ 4321-4335, as amended), Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (54 
USC 306108), and Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act (49 USC 303[c]), the 
FAA and City of Fresno are issuing the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA), Draft Section 
106 Memorandum of Agreement and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for the proposed Airport 
Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) Replacement Project at the Fresno Yosemite International 
Airport (FAT) for a 45-day public and agency comment period. The comment period begins 
on June 22, 2025 and ends on August 6, 2025. Please see the attached Notice of Availability 
(NOA) for where you can access the Draft EA and instructions on how to provide comments. 
Sincerely,

Nani M. Jacobson, M.Sc.
Environmental Protection Specialist, SFO-ADO
Federal Aviation Administration, Western Pacific Region
2999 Oak Rd, Suite 200
Walnut Creek, CA 94597
Phone: 925-546-6434




 


NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF  
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT AND 


45-DAY REVIEW PERIOD 


Airport Traffic Control Tower Replacement 
Fresno Yosemite International Airport (FAT) 


Draft Environmental Assessment 
 


Fresno, California 


Pursuant to Paragraphs 6-2.2(g) of Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Order 1050.1F, 
Environmental Impacts: Policy and Procedures, the National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR 
§ 800.2), and Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, (23 CFR § 774.5), 
notice is hereby given by FAA and the City of Fresno (City) that a Draft Environmental 
Assessment (Draft EA) has been prepared to evaluate the potential environmental effects for 
the proposed replacement of the existing Airport Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) facility and 
associated infrastructure (Proposed Project) at the Fresno Yosemite International Airport (FAT or 
Airport) and is available for review. 


The Proposed Project includes the following components:  


• Construction of a new ATCT facility and demolition of the existing ATCT facility once the 
new ATCT facility is fully operational. 


• Installation of new equipment in the new ATCT and utility services to the new ATCT 
facility. 


• Reconstruction of the existing employee parking and installation of security fencing 
around the ATCT facility and accompanying employee parking lot. 


The Draft EA evaluates the potential environmental effects of the Proposed Project and the No 
Action Alternative and has been prepared pursuant to the requirements of Section 102(2)(C) of 
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), FAA Order 1050.1F, Environmental 
Impacts: Policies and Procedures, and FAA Order 5050.4B, National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions.  


FAA is the lead federal agency to ensure compliance with NEPA for airport development actions 
and the City is the project sponsor. The Draft EA includes an analysis of reasonable 
alternatives, potential environmental impacts, and mitigation measures, as appropriate. FAA has 
preliminarily determined that the ATCT is eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic 
Places, and the Proposed Project would have an adverse effect on the historic property. The 







adverse effect finding constitutes a Section 4(f) use under the Department of Transportation Act 
of 1966. This Draft EA includes the draft Section 4(f) evaluation and draft Section 106 
Memorandum of Agreement.  


Upon consideration of comments received on the Draft EA, the FAA will determine the adequacy 
of the environmental document. If further documentation is necessary, preparing an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) or revising the Draft EA would accomplish this. If an EIS 
is not necessary, the FAA will prepare a Final EA and a Finding of No Significant Impact. 


Public Review and Comment 


The public is invited to review the Draft EA and submit comments. The purpose of the public 
comment period is to receive comments on the Draft EA. Comments should be as specific as 
possible and should be organized so that they are meaningful and make the FAA clearly aware 
of the commenter’s views, interests, and concerns related to the Proposed Project. 


Beginning on June 22, 2025, the Draft EA will be available for public review through August 6, 
2025. The Draft EA can be viewed electronically on the Airport’s website: 
https://flyfresno.com/statistics/ and the City’s Planning website: 
https://www.fresno.gov/planning/plans-projects-under-review/#airport-tower-relocation-project. A 
hard copy of the Draft EA can be viewed in person during regular business hours at the 
locations below. 


Location Name Address 


Fresno Yosemite International Airport 
Administrative Office 


4995 East Clinton Way, Fresno, California 93727 


City Planning and Development Office 2600 Fresno Street, Room 3043, Fresno, CA 93721 


FAA’s Airport District Office 2999 Oak Road Suite 200, Walnut Creek, CA 94597 


Betty Rodriguez Regional Library 3040 N. Cedar Avenue, Fresno, CA 93703 


 
Written comments may be submitted by email: AirportEnvironmental@fresno.gov and U.S. mail:  


Fresno-Yosemite International Airport 
ATTN: Francisco Partida 


Address: 4995 East Clinton Way 
Fresno, California 93727 


Comments received on the Draft EA and the responses to those comments will be disclosed in 
the Final EA. Before including your address, phone number, email address, or other personal 
identifying information in your comment, be advised that your entire comment – including your 
personal identifying information – may be made publicly available at any time. While you can 
ask us in your comment to withhold your personal identifying information from public review, we 
cannot guarantee that we will be able to do so. 


All comments must be received by 5:00 p.m. PDT on August 6, 2025, to be considered for 
this Draft EA.  



https://flyfresno.com/statistics/

https://www.fresno.gov/planning/plans-projects-under-review/#airport-tower-relocation-project

mailto:AirportEnvironmental@fresno.gov





From: Jacobson, Nani M (FAA)
To: "viktoriya_sirova@ios.doi.gov"
Subject: Fresno Yosemite International Airport - Proposed Airport Traffic Control Tower Replacement - Draft

Environmental Assessment Notice of Availability
Attachments: FAT_ATCT_Replacement_NEPA_NOA_20250622.pdf

Hello,
In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 United States Code
[USC.] §§ 4321-4335, as amended), Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (54
USC 306108), and Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act (49 USC 303[c]), the
FAA and City of Fresno are issuing the Draft Environmental Assessment (EA), Draft Section
106 Memorandum of Agreement and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for the proposed Airport
Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) Replacement Project at the Fresno Yosemite International
Airport (FAT) for a 45-day public and agency comment period. The comment period begins
on June 22, 2025 and ends on August 6, 2025. Please see the attached Notice of Availability
(NOA) for where you can access the Draft EA and instructions on how to provide comments.
Sincerely,

Nani M. Jacobson, M.Sc.
Environmental Protection Specialist, SFO-ADO
Federal Aviation Administration, Western Pacific Region
2999 Oak Rd, Suite 200
Walnut Creek, CA 94597
Phone: 925-546-6434

mailto:Nani.M.Jacobson@faa.gov


United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
1323 Club Drive  

Vallejo, CA 94592 
 

TRANSMITTED ELECTRONICALLY – NO HARDCOPY TO FOLLOW 
 

August 4, 2025 
 

IN REPLY REFER TO: 
ER 25/0320 
4111 
      
Nani M. Jacobson 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
Federal Aviation Administration 
2999 Oak Rd, Suite 200 
Walnut Creek, CA 94597 
 
 
Subject: U.S. Department of the Interior Comments – DRAFT Section 4(f) Evaluation for the 

Airport Traffic Control Tower, Fresno Yosemite International Airport, Fresno, 
California 

 
Dear Nani Jacobson:  
 
The U.S. Department of the Interior (Department), as required by the Department of 

Transportation Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. §303 and 23 U.S.C. §138), has reviewed the May 2025 

Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Airport Traffic Control Tower, Fresno Yosemite 

International Airport, Fresno, California prepared by the U.S. Department of Transportation 

Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).   

 

The City of Fresno proposes to construct and operate a replacement Airport Traffic Control 

Tower (ATCT) at the Fresno Yosemite International Airport (Airport).  The existing ATCT 

facility is proposed to be demolished once a new ATCT facility is fully operational.  The existing 

ATCT is deemed eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NHR).  The 

FAA and City of Fresno have determined there is no feasible and prudent alternative that would 

avoid physical use of the NHR-eligible property, and that the proposed project, which includes 

demolition of the latter, would result in the least overall harm to the historic resource.  

 

The Department, through the National Park Service (NPS), concurs that there is no feasible and 

prudent alternative to physical use (demolition) of a Section 4(f) property (the existing ATCT).   
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This NHR-eligible property lies outside of NPS lands or areas of interest.    

If you have specific questions related to our comments, please contact Danette Woo at 

Danette_Woo@nps.gov. For all other questions, please contact me at 

Viktoriya_Sirova@ios.doi.gov. 

Sincerely,

      Viktoriya Sirova 
Regional Environmental Officer         

      
Electronic distribution: AirportEnvironmental@fresno.gov  
 
cc:  Melissa Stedeford, National Park Service: Melissa_Stedeford@nps.gov   
       Danette Woo, National Park Service: Danette_Woo@nps.gov 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 State of California •

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 
OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
Julianne Polanco, State Historic Preservation Officer 
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100,  Sacramento,  CA  95816-7100 
Telephone:  (916) 445-7000             FAX:  (916) 445-7053 
calshpo.ohp@parks.ca.gov         www.ohp.parks.ca.gov 

 Natural Resources Agency Gavin Newsom, Governor 

Armando Quintero, Director 

 
August 19, 2025                                          In reply refer to: FAA_2024_0819_001 
 
VIA Email 
    
Nani Michelle Jacobson 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
Federal Aviation Administration 
2000 Oak Road, Suite 200 
Walnut Creek, CA 94597 
 
Subject:   Review of Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for Airport Traffic Control Tower 
Replacement, Fresno Yosemite International Airport, Fresno County, California 
 
Dear Ms. Jacobson: 
 
The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) is continuing consultation regarding the 
above-referenced undertaking.  The FAA previously consulted with the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) in September of 2024 and the State Historic Preservation 
Officer (SHPO) concurred with an Adverse Effect finding for the project on October 24, 
2024. The FAA is currently seeking SHPO comments on a Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation 
for the Airport Traffic Control Tower, Fresno Yosemite International Airport, Fresno 
County.  The FAA and the City of Fresno have determined there is no feasible and 
prudent alternative that would avoid physical use (demolition) of the Fresno Yosemite 
International Airport Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT), a property eligible for listing on 
the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). 
 
Based on review of the submitted documentation, SHPO agrees that there is no feasible 
and prudent alternative to physical use of a Section 4(f) property. 
 
If you have any questions, please contact Tristan Tozer at (916) 894-5499 or 
Tristan.tozer@parks.ca.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Julianne Polanco 
State Historic Preservation Officer 

http://www.ohp.parks.ca.gov/
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