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Rick, 
 
These our my thoughts on Chapter D: 
 
My assumption of what the planning team wants as a response; is that we need to ask ourselves that if 
the activity projections in Chapter B and the Facilities required in Chapter C do in fact happen, how do 
we best plan for this scenario? The Master Plan, when finished,will show how we can plan for these 
needs, a timetable for the needed facilities and how we can pay for them. As these projections and 
facilities needs might fold out over the 20 year planning period we will have a road map of how to 
accommodate these needs if the FMAA board still chooses to accommodate these needs. The FMAA 
board will always ultimately make all decisions regarding the implementation of improvement project 
proposals. 
 
Tower:  
 
The need is there, no action is not an alternative. I would like to see the site for the tower be studied in 
the area of site 1 and site 2, with the other sites the control tower needs to be too high and too costly 
because of their difficult vision area ( site 3, site 4) or are off airport ( site 5). 
 
Commercial Apron:  
 
If in fact our projection of commercial enplanements happens and the need for 6-7 overnight aircraft 
happens; I believe we should try to accommodate them. The Valley is trying hard to get and keep our 
economy going and air service is a vital part of this. I think towing from the South is not a safe or 
efficient operation. I would like to see the apron North of the terminal expanded, this would mean the 
loss of several revenue producing hangars that should be accommodated elsewhere. 
 
Terminal:  
 
The expansion outlined by the Team is sufficient for our needs and should be carried through the 
Master Plan as written.  
  
Passenger Parking:  
 
If the projections turn out to be correct and we could use double our present parking over the next 20 
years, I think we should look at parking closest to the terminal. Covered parking on site if possible and 
cost effective, and acquisition of land near the terminal if needed. Parking is a significant revenue 
source for all airports and we need to be a self funding airport. Onsite parking reduces congestion and 
traffic on streets around the airport and Hailey. 
 
GA Parking and Hangars:  
 
The need to replace lost parking and hangar space lost from the RSA project is real. We have parking 
of GA aircraft that is unacceptable, difficult, and extremely safety sensitive during space constrained 
events and weekends. Without adequate parking for overnight aircraft we increase air traffic, noise, and 
we lose significant revenues. Our JPA also says we should not lose transient parking, and we have. I 
believe we must not only accommodate the lost space due to the RSA project ( alternative 2) but we 
should at least consider alternative 4 to regain lost space and hangars due to the master plan 
commercial apron expansion, and to accommodate some of the projected growth in GA traffic and 
facilities needs. 
 
Ron Fairfax 
Chair - FMAA 
 


