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NOTICE OF A REGULAR MEETING

OF

THE FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a regiular meeting of the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority shall be held
Tuesday, May 3, 2016 at 5:30 p.m. at the old Blaine County Courthouse Meeting Room Halley,
Idaho. All matters shall be considered Joint Decision Matters uniess otherwise noled. The proposed Agenda

for the meeting is as folfows:
AGENDA
May 3, 2016
APPROVE AGENDA

PUBLIC COMMENT (10 Minutes Allotted)

APPROVE FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY MEETING MINUTES OF:

A, April 5, 2016 Regular Meeting — Attachment #1

REPORTS

A. Chairman Report

B. Blaine County Report

C. City of Hailey Report

D. Airport Manager Report

E. Communications Director Report (Centerlyne)

F. Fly Sun Valley Alliance Report

AIRPORT STAFF BRIEF (5 Minutes Allotted)

A. Nolse Complaints

B. Parking Lot Update

C. Profit & Loss, ATCT Traffic Operations Count
and Enplanement Data — Attachments #2 - #4

D. Review Correspondence — Attachment #5

E. Airport Commercial Flight Interruptions

OLD BUSINESS
A. Airport Solutions
1. Current Projects
a. Plan to Meet 2015 Congressional Safety Area Requirement
i.  Runway Safety Area Improvements Project - Update
2. Future Projects
i.  Terminal Aircraft Apron Improvements — Consideration of
Design Only Fee — Attachment #6
ii. Terminal Parking Lot Improvements - Update
ili. Terminal Airline Ticketing Office Improvements - Update
Runway 13-31 Pavement Maintenance
Voluntary Noise Abatement Program Review Committee -
Opportunity for the Committee to Update the FMAA on Activity
Master Plan Discussion and Consideration of
Accepting Chapter E — Attachment #7
Noise Monitoring/Modaling — What Next?
Air Quality Monltoring/Modeling — What Next?
Letters of Concemn
1. De-ice Material Use at FMA - Update — Attachment #8
2. Opposite Direction Traffic - Update
H. Discussion of Airport Manager Succession and Next Steps

@mm ©O O

NEW BUSINESS
A. Consideration of Submitting AIP Grant Application
AIP '42 — Terminal Aircraft Parking Apron Improvement
{Design Only) — Attachment #9
B. Small Community Air Service Program — Update — Attachment #10

PUBLIC COMMENT

EXECUTIVE SESSION - I.C. §74-206 (¢) To acquire an interest in real property which Is not owned by a public agency

ACTION

DISCUSSION
DISCUSSION
DISCUSSION
DISCUSSION
DISCUSSION
DISCUSSION

DISCUSSION

DISCUSS/PUBLIC COMMENT/ACTION
DISCUSSION
DISCUSSION
DISCUSSION

DISCUSS/DIRECT/PUBLIC COMMENT

DISCUSS/DIRECT/PUBLIC COMMENT
DISCUSS/DIRECT/PUBLIC COMMENT
DISCUSS/DIRECT/PUBLIC COMMENT

DISCUSS/DIRECT/PUBLIC COMMENT
DISCUSS/DIRECT/PUBLIC COMMENT
DISCUSS/DIRECT

DISCUSS/PUBLIC COMMENT/ACTION
DISCUSS/DIRECT/PUBLIC COMMENT

I.C. §74-206 (f) To communicate with legal counssl to discuss legal ramifications for
controversy imminently ilkely to be litigated

ADJOURNMENT

L AIRPORT AUTHORITY MEETINGS ARE OPEN TO ALL INTERESTED

DESIRE TO ATTEND A BOARD MEETING

FRIEDMAN MEMORIA PARTIES. SHOWLD YOU
AND NEED A REASONABLE ACCOMMODATION TO DO SO, PLEASE CONTACT THE AIRPORT MANAGER'S OFFXCE AT LEAST ONE WEEK IN ADVANCE BY

CALLING 738-4956 OR WRITING TO 1818 AIRPORT CIRCLE, HAILEY, IDAHO 83332,



. APPROVE FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY MEETING MINUTES OF:
A. April 5, 2016 Regular Meeting — Aftachment #1

BOARD ACTION: 1. Action

v. REPORTS

A. Chairman Report
This item is on the agenda to permit a Chairman report if appropriate.
BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

B. Blaine County Report
This item is on the agenda to permit a County report if appropriate.
BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

C. City of Hailey Report
This item is on the agenda to permit a City report if appropriate.
BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

D. Airport Manager Report
This itern is on the agenda to permit an Airport Manager report if appropriate.
BOARD ACTION. 1. Discussion

E. Communications Director Report (Centerlyne)
This item is on the agenda to permit a Communications Director report if appropriate.
BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

F. Fly Sun Valley Alliance Report
This item is on the agenda to permit a report if appropriate.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion
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V. AIRPORT STAFF BRIEF (5 Minutes Allotted)

A. Noise Complaints:

Noise
Complaints:
y AIRCRAFT INCIDENT
DATE TIME TYPE DESCRIPTION ACTION TAKEN
LOCATION
Hailey L h from th Research indicated winds favored
. . QW approac mthe arrival from the north. Approach was
alr 5:43p Singlenop north. normal and appropriate. Ops Chief
spoke with caller.

Woodside Airport Mgr contacted the pilot and
Caller felt that the discussed the possibility of extending
aircraft turned east too takeoffs to gain more altitude before

47 2:30p Single Prop quickly, not affording turning east and north. Caller did not
enough altitude over require a follow up as she was
Woodside. confident in the airport’s ability to
address the matter.

Hailey Caller feels certain that there was no

L b wind to trigger an operation such as
g . CW approach rom this. Reported winds at the airport
e 7:30p Single Prop north. were in fact. 10 knots, gusting to 30
knots, from the south. Ops Chief
spoke with caller.

Hailey Caller feels certain that there was no

. wind to trigger this operation.
4120 5:44 p Single Prop kg:tvhllapproach from Reported winds were 9 knots,

gusting 19 knots from the south.
Ops Chief spoke with caller.

B. Parking Lot Update

The Car Park Gross/Net Revenues

FY 2014 FY:&“ FY 2015 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2016

Month Gross

Gross Net

Gross Net

March $29,797.00 $18,677.60 | $33979.00 $25503.99 | $37,642.00 $23,620.37
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C. Profit & Loss, ATCT Traffic Operations Count
and Enplanement Data - Attachments #2 - #4

Attachment #2 is Friedman Memorial Airport Profit & Loss Budget vs. Actual. Attachment #3
is 2001 - 2016 ATCT Traffic Operations data comparison by month. Attachment #4 is 2016

Enplanement, Deplanement and Seat Occupancy data. The following revenue and expense
analysis is provided for Board information and review:

Total Non-Federal Revenue
Total Non-Federal Revenue

Total Non-Federal Revenue
Total Non-Federal Revenue

Total Non-Federal Expenses

Total Non-Federal Expenses

Total Non-Federal Expenses
Total Non-Federal Expenses

Net Income to include Federal Programs
Net Income to include Federal Programs

D. Review Correspondence - Attachment #5

February 2015/2016

February, 2016
February, 2015

FY ’16 thru February
FY ’15 thru February

February, 2016
February, 2015

FY 186 thru February
FY '15 thru February

FY ’186 thru February
FY ’15 thru February

Attachment #5 is information included for Board review.

E. Airport Commerclal Flight Interruptions:

Airline Flight Cancellations Flight Diversions
Horizon Air
Delta 1 1

United Express
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$233,804.79
$186,976.24

$1,291,784.90
$1,019,355.53

$254,851.75
$170,295.53

$1,306,484.36
$1,043,771.66

$-387,552.89
$-2,217,137.48



Vi, OLD BUSINESS
A. Airport Solutions
1. Current Projects

a. Plan to Meet 2015 Congressional Safety Area Requirement

i. Runway Safety Area Improvements Project - Update

The polycarbonate panels have been installed at the terminal, completing nearly
all of the construction activities on the terminal project. The only remaining item
to be resolved is humidity control in the TSA communications/server room. A
change order has been issued and this work has been scheduled. Beyond these
construction tasks, the only tasks remaining are as-constructed survey work,
scheduled for June, and AIP ‘041 grant closeout, which will take place following
the survey.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion
2. Future Projects

i. Terminal Aircraft Apron Improvements —
Consideration of Design Only Fee — Attachment #6

The fee negotiation process for this project is complete. A Record of Negotiation
has been forwarded to the FAA requesting Concurrence in Award. That
concurrence has not been received but is anticipated in the next few weeks.
Attachment #8 is the Record of Negotiation forwarded to the FAA. The Board
approved the Scope of Work for this project during their March Regular Board
meeting. Staff is requesting that the Board approve the fee not to exceed
$184,545 for this project and authorize Staff and Chair to execute the appropriate
Work Order once FAA Concurrence in Award has been received. Staff will also
insure that appropriate Chair and Legal Counsel reviews take place once FAA
Concurrence in Award has been received.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Public Comment/Approve Fee not to exceed
$184,545 for the Terminal Apron Improvements
{design only} project and Authorize Chair execution
of the appropriate Work Order

ii. Terminal Parking Lot Improvements - Update

Improvements to the terminal parking lot to provide additional vehicle parking
have been discussed previously. There are no updates for this meeting.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

iiil. Terminal Airline Ticketing Office Improvements - Update

Work on this study and consultants have requested a meeting with the
architectural committee the week of May 9.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion
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B. Runway 13-31 Pavement Maintenance

This project includes sealing the pavement surface and re-marking the runway. The work
was originally planned for last spring, during the runway closure for Project 6. The work was
delayed until this year, due to weather. The runway must be closed to complete the work,
and the closure is scheduled to begin at 8:00 am on Tuesday, May 17. The runway will re-
open at 5:00 pm on May 19.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

C. Voluntary Noise Abatement Program Review Committee — Opportunity for the
Committee to Update the FMAA on Activity

The Voluntary Noise Abatement/Runway Use Committee met on April 4. There were 13 in
attendance, 10 of whom were Committee members. The Airport Manager provided a
presentation on existing approach and departure procedures, after which Mr. Peter Kirsch of
Kaplan Kirsch Rockwell provided a presentation on issues involving noise abatement and
Runway Use programs. The Kirsch presentation focused on Sponsor, FAA and Airport roles
and legal authority related to noise programs. The fallowing night, Mr. Kirsch answered
questions for the Board.

At the request of the committee, on April 11, the pilot members requested a meeting to offer
input. The meeting was requested because at least one of the pilots wasn't going to be
available at the next scheduled meeting and the other two were not certain of their
availability. In that meeting suggestions were offered for group consideration that were
developed in an attempt to help with some of the approach and departure path interests.

The next scheduled Committee Meeting is May 10, 5:30 pm at the Manager’s Office Training
Room.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct/Public Comment
D. Master Plan Discussion and Consideration of Accepting Chapter E — Attachment #7
PROGRESS REPORT

Based on feedback from the FMAA Board at their April meeting, an executive summary of
Chapter E, Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport, is being prepared and will be delivered
prior to the June Board meeting. In addition, the following changes are proposed for this
chapter. The Board has several options related to Chapter E. The Board could accept
Chapter E pending edits discussed below and pending edits based on comments provided
during the April Board meeting. The Board could also defer acceptance until the June Board
meeting pending review of all edits. Chapter E is again included as Attachment #7 to make
review for the Board and public easier.

Added to second paragraph on Page 64: “In addition, development standards contained in
the Wetland Overay chapter of the Blaine County Land Use Ordinance prohibit disturbance
of land within wetlands or wetlands setbacks for most types of land uses.”

Revised the third paragraph on Page 65 to read as follows: “The Blaine County Comprehensive
Plan Update is currently underway, and could potentially affect the plausibility of the
replacement airport sites located in Blaine County. Provisions of the current Blaine County
Land Use Ordinance are ailso likely to affect the plausibility of these sites. Therefore, all
replacement airport sites located inside Blaine County and recommended for further
consideration shoufd be coordinated with both the Comprehensive Flan and the Land Use
Ordinance, as it is critical to ensure consistent management of planning goals and policies.”

5
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The initial portion of Chapter F, Prefiminary Financial Feasibility Analysis Tables, will be
delivered for FMAA review by Tuesday, May 10, Once received the initial portion of Chapter
F will be placed on the Airport's website, e-mailed to all Board members and an
announcement of its arrival and review location will be sent out in an “On the Fly". Geoff
Wheeler, Ricondo & Associates, representing the Master Plan team will present the work
product during the June Regular Board meeting.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct/Pubtic Comment
E. Noise Monitoring/Modeling — What Next?

Two months ago the Board directed Staff to begin gathering information regarding noise
Modeling and or Monitoring. Mr. Kirsch discussed and provided the Board incite related to the
agenda item last month. Staff believes that the next step in the information gather process is
to have a Consultant that actually completes modeling and or monitoring projects to provide
information to the Board. That next step is scheduled for the June meeting. Staff is
requesting Board confirmation that this concept is the next logical step.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct/Public Comment
F. Air Quality Monitoring/Modeling — What Next?

Two months ago the Board directed Staff to begin gathering information regarding Air Quality
Modeling and or Monitoring. Mr. Kirsch discussed and provided the Board incite related to the
agenda item last month. Staff believes that the next step in the information gathering process
is to have a Consultant that actually completes modeling and or monitoring projects provide
information to the Board. That next step is scheduled for the June meeting. Staff is
requesting Board confirmation that this concept is the next logical step.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct/Public Comment
G. Letters of Concern
1. De-ice Material Use at FMA — Update -~ Attachment #8

Several letters were received by Staff and the FAA expressing concern over the use and
disposal of de-icing material at the airport. In response to these concerns, research and
testing has been completed to evaluate the performance of the airport's storm drainage
system. A report prepared by ACS of Hailey, summarizing test results is included at
Attachment #8. Staff and Dave Mitchell of T-O Engineers will present these results,
along with other research completed at the meeting.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct/Public Comment

2. Opposite Direction Traffic - Update
The Airport and FAA have received concerns related to opposite direction traffic and or
specific to aircraft separation. Airport response to concerns have been provided to the
Board however other related agency responses such as response from the FAA is not
available yet to Airport Staff.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct/Public Comment
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H. Discussion of Airport Manager Succession and Next Steps

During the April meeting, the Board formed a committee to develop the process for the
selection of a replacement Airport Manager. Since the meeting, a position announcement
and description has been developed and is posted on the Airport’s website. The
announcement has also been distributed on a regional level to airport managers, the
NWAAAE and Airport contacts that staff and the committee felt may produce a candidate that
would meet the specific qualifications associated with Friedman. If this short term outreach
does not produce an adequate pool of candidates, the committee is prepared to contract with
a national search firm.

The committee is asking for Board discussion and direction on how to proceed with the
selection process once applications have been received. The Board can anticipate
discussion to include short listing of applications received, the interview process and the
eventual selection of the Airport Manager.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct

Vil NEW BUSINESS

A. Consideration of Submitting AIP Grant Applicatlon AIP '42 — Terminal Aircraft Parking
Apron Improvement (Design Only) — Attachment #9

Included at Attachment #9 is a proposed application for federal assistance for the AIP '42
grant. This grant will cover design only of improvements to the Terminal Aircraft Parking
Apron, the project discussed in previous meetings and for which the T-O Engineers Work
Order is discussed above under Old Business. Application for the grant is necessary at this
time, in order for the FAA to move forward with the grant process before upcoming deadlines
in June. It is anticipated that, if the Board decides to move forward with this application, the
grant offer would be received in late June. Design would then proceed through the winter
and the project would be bid and constructed in 2017, under a separate grant. Board action
requested is to approve the application and authorize Staff to sign and submit the application
to FAA. Separate actions by both the City and County will be necessary to accept the grant
offer.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Public Comment/Action
Approve Submittal of the Grant Application and Direct Staff and
Legal Counsel to develop and process the appropriate City and
County Resolutions to support submittal of the Grant and
accepting the Grant Offer at the appropriate time

C. Small Community Air Service Program — Update — Attachment #10

On March 28, 2016, the Department of Transportation (DOT) issued Order 2016-3-32
requesting proposals to participate in the Small Community Air Service Development
Program (SCASDP). With the assistance of Mead & Hunt and Fly Sun Valley Alliance, Staff
is prepared to submit the attached Proposal Under the Small Community Air Service
Development Program Docket #DO0T-0OST-2016-0037 (Attachment #10) to the DOT on April
28th. The application is a public/private partnership between the Authority, Fly Sun Valiey
Alliance, Sun Valley Company and Sun Valley Marketing Alliance. The proposal requests
$500,000.00 in grant funds to assist with adding a non-stop service by Alaska Airlines to
Portland, Oregon.

History indicates the private-public partnership has the ability to be successful. The first
SCASDP awarded resulted in securing nonstop service to the Los Angeles in 2002 and
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nonstop service to Denver in 2013. Both of these routes continue to be serviced and show
growth potential.

If the grant is awarded to the Authority, you can anticipate the actual grant offer to be on the
agenda for approval and processing in a future Board meeting.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct/Public Comment

VIl. PUBLIC COMMENT

IX. EXECUTIVE SESSION - I.C. §74-206 (c) To acqulre an interest in real property which is not
owned by a public agency

1.C. §74-206 (f) To communicate with legal counsel to discuss legal
ramifications for controversy imminently likely to
be litigated

) & ADJOURNMENT
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IN ATTENDANCE:

CALL TO ORDER:

. APPROVE AGENDA

Il. PUBLIC COMMENT

FMAA Regular Meeting — 04/05/16

MINUTES OF A REGULAR MEEXIN&CHMENT 1
_ OF THE ,
FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY*

April 5, 2016
5:30 P.M.

BOARD MEMBERS: Chairman — Ron Fairfax, Vice-Chairman — Don Keirn, Board ~
Lawrence Schoen, Jacob Greenberg, Angenie McCleary, Pat Cooley

FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT STAFF: Airpori Manager — Rick Baird,
Emergency/Operations Chief — Peter Kramer, Contracts/Finance Administrator — Lisa
Emerick, ASC/Special Projects Coordinator/Executive Assistant — Steve Guthrie,
Administrative Assistant/IT Systems Maintenance Coordinator — April Matiock
Adminisirative Assistant — Cecilia Vega

CONSULTANTS: T-O Engineers - Dave Mitchell; Kaplan Kirsch Rockwell — Peter Kirsch;
Centerlyne — Sarah Shepard, Nancy Glick

AIRPORT TENANTS/PUBLIC: Felicity Roberts, Evan Stelma, Donna Serrano, Len
Harlig, Lisa Phillips, Walt Denekas, Michelle Carter, Atlantic Aviation — Mike Rasch, Glass
Cockpit Aviation — John Strauss, Nystrom International — Jim Nystrom, SVED — Doug
Brown, FHR — Marc Reinemann

AIRPORT LEGAL COUNSEL: Lawson Laski Clark & Pogue, PLLC — Jim Laski

PRESS: Idaho Mountain Express — Ryan Thorne

The meeting was called to order at 5:36 p.m. by Chairman Fairfax.
The agenda was amended with the following changes:

Vil. NEW BUSINESS

B. Discussion of Airport Manager Succession and Next Steps
DISCUSS/IDIRECT

MOTION: Made by Board Member Schoen to amend the agenda
to include under New Business a brief discussion
about Airport Manager Baird’s succession. Seconded
by Vice-Chairman Keirn.

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

Board Member Schoen commented that it is imperative the Board begin the search for
hiring a new Airport Manager as soon as possible as they have less than 80 days {o do
s0.

Len Harlig commented that an article in the Twin Falls newspaper stated that between
December and January, the Magic Valley Regicnal Airport received 100 diversions. He
questioned if the Airport had reported this many diversions in December and January and
suggested that the Board research the matter.

Carlton Green suggested that the Board consider building a restroom for the employees
who manage the public parking lot ticket booth so they no longer have to use a portable
toilet. He commented that he has spoken with parking lot employees about the issue and
they communicated to him that they would like to have a restroom facility focated by the
ticket booth.

Chairman Fairfax commented that staff members from The Car Park have relayed to him
that they prefer not to have a bathroom facility located next to the ticket booth.



lil. APPROVE FMAA
MEETING MINUTES

IV. REPORTS

FMAA Regular Meeting — 04/05/16

March 8, 2016 Regular Meeting {See Brief)

The March 8, 2016 Friedman Memorial Airport Authority Meeting Minutes were
approved as presented.

MOTION: Made by Board Member McCleary to approve the
March 8, 2016 Friedman Memorial Airport Authority
Regular Meeting Minutes as presented. Seconded by
Vice-Chairman Keirn.

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

Chairman Report
No report was given.

Blaine County Report

Board Member Greenberg reported that the Blaine County Commissioners met with
Airport Manager Baird today to discuss the outcome of the Voluntary Noise
Abatement Program Review Committee meeting held last night. He also thanked
Kaplan Kirsch & Rockwell Attorney Peter Kirsch for attending and presenting at the
committee meeting.

City of Halley Report

Vice-Chairman Keirn reported that he and Hailey Attorney Ned Williamson met with
Mr. Kirsch and Airport Manager Baird today to also discuss the outcome of last
night's committee meeting as they were unable to attend.

Airport Manager Report

Airport Manager Baird reperted on the following:

e Airport Staff's attendance at the FAA Northwest Mountain Region Airports
Conference in Seattle. He commented that Staff found the conference to be
helpful in learning the FAA's current priorities and upcoming changes to the
administration of grant programs.

e The FAA's presentation of an excellence award for the RSA Improvements
Project to the Airport while at the conference.

« Correspondence regarding the contract tower funding program has been
forwarded to Idaho's elected delegation. Airport Manager Baird will report on
the Congress’ decision regarding this issue next month. .

« The announcement of Airport Manager Baird's decision to retire as of June
30t of this year.

E. Communications Director Report

Communications Director Nancy Glick reported on the following:

= The completion of new photography for the interior of the passenger terminal
by Kirsten Schultz Photography.

+ The scheduling of Airport Tours for the Sun Valiey Board of Realtors and
Mountain Rides.

e The steady increase of the public’s interest in the Airport’s social media
outreach,

« Continuation of information gathering for the reconstruction of the Airport
website.



F. Fly Sun Valley Alliance Report

FSVA representative Carol Waller reported on the following:
» Finalization of flight schedules for the 2016 summer and fall seasons.
¢ An increase of 17% in March seat capacity compared to last year.
« Delta Aifline’s addition of a third flight fo Salt Lake City through September.
+ FSVA's goal to keep moving towards adding capacity.

Airport Manager Baird also reported that Contracts/Finance Administrator Lisa
Emerick traveled with Ms. Waller to the Mead & Hunt Air Service Development
Conference in Scottsdale, Arizona.

Ms. Waller reported that at the Air Service Development Conference, she and Ms.
Emerick met with Alaska, United, and SkyWest Airlines and received important
updates on the commercial airline industry.

V. AIRPORT STAFF BRIEF
A. Noise Complaints (See Brief)

B. Parking Lot Update (See Brief)

C. Profit & Loss, ATCT Traffic Operations Count and Enplanement Data (See
Brief)

D. Review Correspondence (See Brief)

Board Member Schoen commented that he has forwarded the letters sent to Idaho
elected delegation regarding the contract tower funding program and Passenger
Facility Charge (PFC) program to the National Association of Counties {NACo) in an
effort to encourage NACo and Congress to recognize the importance of these
programs.

The Board and Airport Manager Baird expressed their appreciation to Board Member
Schoen for his support of the contract tower funding program and PFC program.

E. Airport Commercial Flight Interruptions (See Brief)

VI. UNFINISHED BUSINESS
A. Airport Solutions
1. Current Projects
a. Plan to Meest 2015 Congressional Safety Area Requirement
l. Runway Safety Area improvements Project (See Brief)

Engineer Mitchell updated the Board on the current status of the RSA
Improvements Project.

2. Future Projects
i.  Terminal Aireraft Parking Improvements (See Brief)
Engineer Mitchell updated the Board on the current status of the Terminal
Aircraft Parking Improvements project.

ii. Terminal Parking Lot Improvements (See Brief)
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jii. Terminal Airline Ticketing Office Improvements (See Brief)
Engineer Mitchell updated the Board on the current status of the Terminal
Airlines Ticketing Office Improvements project. He suggested that the
FMAA Architectural Committee set up a meeting with Airport Manager
Baird, Ruscitto Latham Blanton Architects and himself to discuss design
prior to the May Board Meeting.

B. Voluntary Noise Abatement/Runway Use Program Review Committee

Opportunity for the Committee to Update the FMAA on Activity (See Brief)

Airport Manager Baird summarized what was discussed at last night's Voluntary
Noise Abatement Program Review Committee meeting and briefed the Board on the
outcome of the meeting.

Board Member Schoen asked Airport Manager Baird to briefly summarize what was
discussed in the meeting regarding the Runway Use Program (RUP).

Airport Manager Baird commented that he and Kaplan, Kirsch & Rockwell Aviation
Law Attorney Peter Kirsch described the RUP as a mechanism that is put in place for
Airport's that can demonstrate to the FAA that there is a need for preferential flight
paths or preferential use of a runway. He also briefed the Board on the advantages
and disadvantages of a RUP and commented that receiving accurate noise complaint
information from the community will help the Committee and Airport Staff find the
best solution.

Master Plan Schedule Update (See Brief)

Airport Manager Baird briefed the Board on the status and schedule for Chapters E
and F of the Master Plan Update {MPU).

Board Member McCleary asked the Board to consider whether it would be
permissible to allow the Board to propose their changes/edits to Chapter E of the
MPU that they intend to suggest at the May Board meeting.

Chairman Fairfax commented that it would be appropriate to propose the
changes/edits to Chapter E that the Board will be discussing in May.

Board Member Schoen proposed an addition to Chapter E, page 65, Section 1.6 to
include the Blaine County Land Use Ordinance as another County document that
could potentially affect the plausibility of replacement airport sites. He also proposed
to include Blaine County Land Use Ordinance language on page 64 regarding the
reference to jurisdictional wetiands.

Vice-Chairman Keirn agreed that Blaine County Land Use Ordinances are relevant to
the discussions on pages 64 and 65 of Chapter E.

Board Member Cooley suggested that an executive summary be included at the end
of Chapter E to summarize the outcome of the siting evaluation that can be easity
read and interpreted.

The Board agreed that the inclusion of a brief executive summary would be a
welcome addition to Chapter E of the MPU.

Chairman Fairfax opened the discussion for public comment.

No public comment was made.
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D. Discussion of the Pros & Cons of Noise Monitoring/Modeling (See Brief)

Kaplan, Kirsch & Rockwell Aviation Law Attorney Peter Kirsch described the
differences between noise monitoring and noise modeling and briefed the Board on
the advantages and disadvantages of pursuing the development of a Nolse
Monitoring and/or Modeling Study. ‘

Board Member Schoen asked how a microphone can identify whether or not
surrounding nolse Is coming from an airplane or a difference source.

Attorney Kirsch answered that the microphones used in noise monitoring are
specifically engineered to distinguish between different kinds of noise and use a
computer system to filter out any noise not identified as an aircraft.

Board Member McCleary asked how data obtained from noise monitering and noise
modeling can be differentiated.

Aitorney Kirsch answered that noise monitoring records naise levels in decibels and
also gathers information such as weather conditions and wind speed. Noise modeling
will identify the type of aircraft, its flight altitude, its flight path and its flight speed. He
commented that the Board will receive more detailed information from a noise
modeling study as it identifies the aircraft’s location which will help narrow down
where the problem is occurring.

Chairman Fairfax commented that if the noise levels that are monitored do not reach
65 DNL (Day-Night Sound Level), the FAA will not provide remediation for the
development of the noise studies or the modification of the Airport’s flight paths.

Attorney Kirsch commented that the FAA sanctioned the methodology for noise
measurement based on an average and is mainly useful o large airports as they
have a higher probability for reaching 65 DNL due to increased operational activity.

Board Member McCleary asked what the cost would be to develop a noise
monitoring/modeling study.

Airport Manager Baird answered that both noise monitoring and noise modeling can
be fairly expensive depending on how extensive a study the Board decides to
conduct. He commented that he does not believe the community would be receptive
to noise modeling data without also conducting a noise monitoring study in order to
verify the data from the modeling study.

Chairman Fairfax opened the discussion for public comment.

Board Member McCleary read an email sent to her frem Bellevue Alderman Craig
Wolfrom as requested by Mr. Wolfrom (Minutes Attachment #1).

Discussion of the Pros & Cons of Air Quality Monitoring/Modeling {See Brief)
Kaplan, Kirsch & Rockwell Aviation Law Attorney Peter Kirsch described the
differences between air quality monitoring and air quality modeling and briefed the
Board on the advantages and disadvantages of pursuing the development of an Air
Quality Monitoring and/or Modeling Study.

Board Member Greenberg asked what the cost would be to develop an air quality
monitoring/modeling study compared to the noise monitoring/modeling study.

Attorney Kirsch answered that a monitoring or modeling study for air quality would be
slightly more expensive as the technology utilized to conduct the study is more
sophisticated however the analysis of the data would be less expensive.

Board Member Cooley asked if the data retrieved from an air quality study would be
incident specific.



VIl. NEW BUSINESS
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Attorney Kirsch answered that gathering incident specific data for an air quality study
is difficult due to the variability of atmospheric conditions. He commented that the
quality of the data wouid be low unless the Board plans to gather air quality data for a
couple of years or only gather data for small designated areas.

Vice-Chairman Keirn asked if the air quality monitoring equipment can differentiate
the types of fuel used by different types of aircraft.

Attorney Kirsch answered that fuel types can be measured to a limited extent as the
air quality monitors can only measure organic compounds in the air and the
pollutants caused by aircraft fuel have the same composition despite the type of fuel
used.

Board Member Schoen asked how the ability for individuals to differentiate the smell
of exhaust fumes from vehicles and aircraft affect the way they perceive the level of
air quality impact.

Attorney Kirsch answered that air quality experts have concluded that what an
individual may smell is not necessarily the noxious component that causes air pollution.
He commented that technology for monitoring smell has not yet been successfully
developed into a sophisticated system. He also explained that the amount of noxicus
components that could affect individuals may depend on whether the aircraft is in the
air or if it is running its engines on the ground.

Walt Denekas commented that he believes that the task of the Voluntary Noise
Abatement Committee should be focused on the perception of noise rather than the
levels or frequency of noise.

. Letters of Concern

1. De-ice Material Use at FMA (See Brief)

2. Opposite Direction Traffic {See Brief)

. Discussion of Alrport Manager Succession and Next Steps

Board Member Schoen suggested that the Board consider hiring a search firm to
help locate a qualified replacement for Airport Manager Baird as it will be extremely
difficult to do so.

The Board concurred with Board Member Schoen’s suggestion. Chairman Fairfax
suggested that the Board form a committee to manage the selection of a hiring firm.
Board Member Schoen, Vice-Chairman Keirn and Chairman Fairfax volunteered to
serve on the committee.

MOTION: Made by Board Member Greenberg to create a
committee, consisting of Board Member Schoen, Vice-
Chairman Keirn and Chairman Fairfax, to select a
search firm for hiring a new Airport Manager.
Seconded by Vice-Chairman Keirn.

PASSED UNANIMOUSLY



Viil. PUBLIC COMMENT Lisa Philips asked what criteria is considered when developers decide to build next to an
airport.

Attorney Kirsch answered that land use compatibility decisions would involve the Airport
and the community. If the airport is addressing noise, the local land use authority has to
ensure that they don't allow any kind of development that would have a negative effect on

the Airport's noise program.

IX. EXECUTIVE SESSION - MOTION: Made by Board Member Greenberg to enter into
I.C. §74-206 (c){f) executive session pursuant fo Idaho Code §74-206
paragraph (c) to acquire an interest in real property
and paragraph (f) to communicate with legal counsel
to discuss legal ramifications for controversy
imminently likely to be litigated. Seconded by Board
Member.

ROLL CALL VOTE:

Chairman Falrfax Yes

Vice-Chalrman Kelm Yes

Board Member Greenberg Yes

Board Member Schoen Yes

Board Member McCleary Yes

Board Member Cooley Yes
PASSED UNANIMOUSLY

X. ADJOURNMENT

The April 5, 2016 Reguiar Meeting of the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority was
adjourned at approximately 8:48 p.m.

Lawrence Schoen, Secretary

* Additional resources/materials that should be reviewed with these meeting minutes include but are not limited fo the Friedman
Memorial Airport Authority Board Packet briefing, the PowerPoint presentation prepared for this meeting and any referenced
altachments.

FMAA Regular Meeting — 04/05/16 7



MINUTES ATTACHMENT #1

From: Craig Wolfrom [wolfrom.craig@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 05, 2016 7:36 AM

To: Angenle McCleary; Ryan Thorne; Angenie McCleary
Subject: FMAA Public Comment for 4/5/2016

Greetings Ron & Angenie,

I would appreciate one of you reading this into the public record at tonight's meeting as I will not
be able to attend due to my daughter's choir recital.

'Thank you kindly,

-Craig Wolfrom

FMAA

First and foremost, thank you for creating the Noise Abatement Committee. I urge the FMAA to
insist that this all important group begin its quest by compiling data acquired from a long term
noise study using FAA certifiable type 1 decibel meters which will be in place during both peak
and slack air traffic times including such events as Allen & Company placed in multiple
locations within Bellevue, Hailey, and other parts of the Wood River Valley. In addition, it is
incredibly important that the firm hired to conduct such a study be accepted as a neutral party;
not a firm who has long term financial and contractual ties with KSUN. If this commission does
not obtain real time, 2016/2017, factual data with which it can begin its work, or uses noise
contour models from other airports, their findings will be controversial at best and likely be
contested by a large portion of our community which could vltimately lead to the dismissal of the
noise abatement commission's work.

Many thanks,
-Craig Wolfrom

Confidentiality note: This message is intended for use only by the individual or entity to which
it is addressed and may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from
disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the
employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify me immediately at 1-
208-578-3601. Thank you.
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ATTACHMENT 5

Rick Baird

L ——_—, e et ]

From: Spencer Dickerson <Spencer.Dickerson@aaae.org>

Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2016 12:51 PM

To: Spencer Dickerson

Subject: Summary of Contract Tower Provisions in the House and Senate FAA reauthorization
bills

Attachments: Summary of Contract Tower Provisions in 2016 FAA Reauthorization Bills.docx

TO: Airports in the FAA Contract Tower Program and ATC Contractors

With the passage of FAA reauthorization bills in the Senate Commerce Committee and House Transportation &
Infrastructure Committee, attached is a summary of the contract tower provisions in both the House and Senate
bills.

Overall, we are making very good progress on our priorities, thanks in large measure to all of the great work
and communication that contract tower airports and ATC contractors have done with your respective House and
Senate offices the past year. We still have more work to be done so stayed tuned for updates after Congress
returns from their Easter recesses.

Please let me know if you have any questions or need further information.

Spencer Dickerson, C.M.

Senior Executive Vice President for Global Operations
AAAE/IAAE

601 Madison 5t., 4th Floor

Alexandria, VA 22314

phone 703/824-0500, ext. 130

sdickerson@aaae.org



Summary of Contract Tower Provisions in FAA Reauthorization Bills
(House Bill - H.R. 4441 and Senate Bill - S. 2658)

ATP Eligibility for Contract Tower Construction

House bill - lifts the cap on ATP entitlement/state apportionment funds that an airport may use to construct and/or equip a
FAA contract tower

Senate bill - increases the cap on AIP entitlement/state apportionment funds that an airport may use to construct and equip
contract towers from $2 miilion to $4 million.

Rules on FAA Issuing Benefit/Cost Analyses

Both House and Senate bills - except for airports in the cost-share program, the FAA is prohibited from conducting
benefit/cost (b/c) analyses on airports in the FAA Contract Tower Program unless air traffic activity at a contract tower
airport drops by more than 25 percent in a single year or more than 60 percent of a three year period. Cost-share contract
towers will have b/c’s conducted annually.

Exclusion of Costs in the Benefit/Cost Analysis

House bill - FAA can only include the following costs of the FAA to calculate contract tower b/c’s: (1) FAA’s controller
staffing costs; (2) FAA’s telecommunication costs; (3) tower equipment paid for and installed by FAA, and (4) direct
travel costs for FAA personnel to maintain tower equipment owned by the FAA.

Senate bill - FAA can only include the following costs of the FAA to calculate contract tower b/c’s: (1) FAA’s controller
staffing costs; (2) FAA’s telecommunication costs; (3) relocation and replacement costs of FAA’s equipment association
with the tower, if paid for by the FAA, and (4) direct costs associated with establishing and updating the towers’ interface
with FAA’s equipment, if paid for by the FAA. The bill explicitly includes a number of other costs that cannot be
included in the b/c including FAA’s airway facilities costs; FAA’s or the local airport’s depreciation costs for building
and equipping towers; indirect overhead costs of the FAA; utilities and janitorial costs if by paid by the local airport; costs
of new or replacement tower/equipment if paid for by the local airport, and other expenses of the FAA not directly
associated with actual operation of the tower,

Margin of Error for Benefit/Cost Analysis

House bill - Ten percentage points are automatically added to all contract tower b/c’s to capture the non-quantifiable
benefits of operating towers. The current cap on cost share payments is 20 percent. As such, the most an airport would
pay to participate in the contract tower cost-share program is 10 percent in the House bill.

Senate bill - Five percentage points are automatically added to all contract tower b/c’s to capture the non-quantifiable

benefits of operating towers. The current cap on cost share payments is 20 percent. As such, the most an airport would
pay to participate in the contract tower cost-share program is 15 percent in the Senate bill.

Contract Tower Cost Share Payment Exemptions

House bill — no exemption

Senate bill - exempts cost-share payments for those airports in the cost share program with more than 25,000 annual
passenger enplanements.



Effective timing of Cost Share Payments by Airports

House bill - if an airport is issued a new b/c that is below 1.0 and does not wish to appeal, the cost share payment for the
airport goes into effect 12 months after receipt of the new b/c. If the airport decides to appeal the new b/c, there is a total
of 19 months from the initial receipt of the new b/c for the appeal/review process to when the final b/c is issued and cost

share payment becomes effective.

Senate bill - if an airport is issued a new b/c that is below 1.0, there is a total of 25 months from the initial receipt of the
new b/c for the appeal/review process to when the final b/c is issued and cost share payment becomes effective.

ATC Corporation

House bill - The House bill creates a non-profit corporation to operate the air traffic control system. If the ATC
corporation proposes to close a FAA contract tower that results in an airspace change or airspace reclassification, the bill
requires the corporation to conduct a safety risk management assessment; an assessment of the impact of the proposed
closure on the operation of the national airspace system; an assessment of the impact of the proposed closure on local
communities, including air service, and any other safety or operational information that the Secretary of Transportation
determines to be necessary to understand the safety impact of the proposed closure. The legislation also requires the
corporation to develop a process to receive input from the public, impacted air traffic services users, local communities,
and the airport operator of the airport where the contract tower proposed to be closed is located.

Senate bill —no ATC corporation provisions are included in the bill.

Remote Towers

House bill — allows airports to apply for a remote tower in an FA A-required remote tower pilot program (up to seven
airports) and for allows airports to use AP entitlement and state apportionment funds for remote towers.

Senate bill - requires FAA to create a new pilot program to construct and operation remote towers (up to two airports)
that would include at least one airport that currently participates in the contract tower program.

Other Provisions

House bill - FAA is required to issue a b/c analysis within 90 days for airports that have applied to participate in the
contract tower program as well as those currently in the contact tower cost-share program that have requested an updated
b/c analysis.

Senate bill - if the FAA has not implemented a revised b/c methodology within 30 days after the enactment of the
reauthorization bill, any air traffic control that had submitted an application to enter the program as of January 1, 2016,
shall be automatically approved for the program if the airport has a b/c of 1.0 or greater.

Senate bill - FAA is required to respond no later than 30 days after the agency receives a formal request from an airport
and ATC contractor for additional operational hours and increased staffing at contract towers.
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From: Carol Waller <carol@flysunvalleyailiance.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2016 7:.07 AM

To: ‘Eric Seder’; Dick Fenton; "Jack Sibbach'; 'Ron McNeill'; Rick Baird
Subject: FW: Release: Horizon Air Places Largest Aircraft Order in its History

From: Alaska Airlines Newsroom [mailto:newsroom@alaskaair.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2016 6:13 AM

Jo:ab

Subject: Release: Horizon Air Places Largest Aircraft Order in its History

aska

AIRLINES

April 12, 2016

Contact:
Media Relations
{206) 392-5101

newsroom@alaskaair.com

Horizon Air Places Largest Aircraft Order in its History, Adding 30 Embraer E175 Regiona! Jets to Fleet
Inflight amenities include Wi-Fi and inflight entertainment
Portland, Oregon - Horizon Air today announced it will grow its fleet with the purchase of 30 new three-class
Embraer E175 jets, which will fly exclusively for Alaska Airlines. The order, which also includes 33 options, will
be delivered over three years starting next year, and is valued at $2.8 billion at Embraer’s current list price
and represents the largest order since the airline was founded in 1981. The jets will supplement the Portland-

based carrier’s fleet of Bombardier Q400 turboprops.

Embraer’s E175 wil! allow the carrier to fly ‘long, thin routes’ — destinations that are too distant for a
turboprop, but currently don't have enough customer demand to fill a mainline jet. The E175 offers a

comfortable cabin that boasts large overhead bins, ample cargo capacity and a forward and rear lavatory.



“The E175s position Horizon for growth beyond our current West Coast destinations while providing better
customer utility in the growing Alaska Airlines network,” said Horizon Air President David Campbell. “The
spacious E175 offers a passenger experience, that’s on par with much larger jets. This aircraft opens up
tremendous new opportunities to fly to new places that would not have been feasible with our existing

aircraft.”

Horizon plans to begin flying the jets exclusively for Alaska Airlines under a capacity purchase agreement
(CPA) beginning in Spring 2017 on select longer routes originating from the Pacific Northwest. Over time, the

jets will replace 15 of the airline’s leased Q400s, due for return in 2018.

Horizon Air will fly both the E175 and the Q400 for the foreseeable future. The Embraer jet is not new for
Alaska customers, who may have flown on the regional aircraft in 16 markets operated by CPA partner

SkyWest Airlines.

“To be chosen by Horizon to expand their fleet with the E175, is a great honor for Embraer. It recognizes the
great economics that this aircraft offers,” said Paulo Cesar Silva, Embraer Commercial Aviation president and
CEO. “The Alaska Airlines brand is known for its high-standards of service, having received many awards for
their superior customer services, which brings us even greater responsibility to deliver a state-of-the-art

product, with the best cabin for passengers in the 76-seat jet segment.”

The 76-seat E175 jet will feature 12 seats in first class, 16 in premium class and 48 in the main cabin. Onboard
amenities include Wi-Fi Internet access, and Alaska Beyond Entertainment, which includes free and premium
entertainment direct to customer devices and power outlets throughout the cabin. Depending on length of
flight, food and beverage will include fresh meals for purchase in addition to locally-sourced craft beers and

premium wines.

Embraer E175 Facts:

» Seat pitch will be 31 inches in the main cabin, 34 inches in premium class and between 36 and 38
inches in first class.

All customers flying on the E175 will enjoy a window or aisle seat.

The regional jet is equipped with large overhead bins.

Maximum cruising altitude: 41,000 feet

Typical cruising speed: 494 mph

Horizon Air is a subsidiary of Alaska Air Group, Inc. and flies to 39 cities across the United States and Canada.



Alaska Alrlines, a subsidiary of Alaska Air Group (NYSE: ALK), together with its partner regional airlines, serves
more than 100 cities through an expansive network in the United States, Canada, Costa Rica and Mexico. For

reservations, visit www.alaskaair.com. For more news and information, visit Alaska Airlines’ newsroom at
www.alaskaair.com/newsroom.
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Rick Baird

From: Spencer Dickerson <Spencer.Dickerson@aaae.org>

Sent: Tuesday, Aprif 19, 2016 11:22 AM

To: Spencer Dickerson

Subject: Update on Senate FAA Reauthorization Bill and Contract Tower Provisions
TO: Airportsin the FAA Contract Tower Program and ATC Contractors

The Senate just passed the 18-month FAA Reauthorization bill by a vote of 93-5 and have good news to report
on contract tower provisions included in the bill. Although not perfect, the legislation includes a number of pro-
airport contract tower provisions, including:

Increases the cap on using AIP entitlement/state apportionment funds to construct and equip contract
towers from $2 million to $4 million.

Except for airports in the cost-share program, the FAA is prohibited from conducting benefit/cost (b/c)
analyses on airports in the FAA Contract Tower Program uniess air traffic activity at a contract tower
airport drops by more than 25 percent in a single year or more than 60 percent of a three year

period. Cost-share contract towers will have b/c’s conducted annually.

Five (5) percentage points are automatically added to all contract tower b/c’s to capture the non-
quantifiable benefits of operating towers. The current cap on cost share payments is 20 percent. As
such, the most an airport would pay to participate in the contract tower cost-share program if this Senate
provision is adopted is 15 percent.

The FAA can only include the following costs of the FAA to calculate contract tower b/c’s: (1) FAA’s
controller staffing costs; (2) FAA’s telecommunication costs; (3) relocation and replacement costs of
FAA'’s equipment association with the tower, if paid for by the FAA, and (4) direct costs associated with
establishing and vpdating the towers’ interface with FAA’s equipment, if paid for by the FAA. The bill
explicitly includes a number of other costs that cannot be included in the b/c including FAA’s airway
facilities costs, FAA’s or the local airport’s depreciation costs for building and equipping towers,
utilities and janitorial costs if by paid by the local airport, costs of new or replacement tower/equipment
if paid for by the local airport, and other expenses of the FA not directly associated with actual operation
of the tower.

If an airport is issued a new b/c that is below 1.0, there is a total of 25 months from the initial receipt of
the new b/c for the appeal/review process to when the final b/c is issued and cost share payment
becomes effective.

If the FAA has not implemented a revised b/c methodology within 30 days after the enactment of the
reauthorization bill, any air traffic control that had submitted an application to enter the program as of
January 1, 2016, shall be automatically approved for the program if the airport has a b/c of 1.0 or
greater. ]

Exempts cost-share payments for those airports in the cost share program with more than 25,000 annual
passenger enplanements.



® Requires FAA to respond no later than 30 days after the agency receives a formal request from an
airport operator and ATC contractor for additional operational hours and increased staffing at contract
towers.

* Requires FAA to create a new pilot program to construct and operate remote towers, that would include
at least one airport that currently participates in the contract tower program.

Since the Senate has finished its work on the FAA bill, attention now shifts back to the House. The House
Transportation and Infrastructure (T&I) Committee approved its reauthorization bill in February. But the
measure, which includes T&I Chairman Bill Shuster’s controversial proposal to privatize air traffic control
functions, has been stalled ever since.

The fact that the Senate version of the bill has morphed into an FAA reauthorization/aviation security bill could
provide a new impetus for the House to act, However, Chairman Shuster is having a difficult time convincing
his colleagues in the House and Senate to go along with his controversial proposal to create a non-profit ATC
corporation. His ATC plan continues to face significant opposition in the House from Democrats and
Republicans on the Appropriations and Ways and Means Committees; Freedom Caucus members; and general
aviation-friendly Republicans. Whether Shuster would be willing to give up the cornerstone of his
"transformational” proposal in order to pass a reauthorization bill remains to be seen.

There isn't much time on the clock for lawmakers to complete action on the bill. The first deadline is coming
up in just a few months. Lawmakers have until July 15 to pass a reanthorization bill or adopt another extension
to avoid another partial shutdown of the FAA. If Congress buys more time by passing another short-term
extension, they face a tight calendar for the remainder of the year.

We will keep you posted!

Spencer Dickerson, C.M.

Senior Executive Vice President for Global Operations
AAAE/IAAE

601 Madison St., 4th Floor

Alexandria, VA 22314

phone 703/824-0500, ext. 130

sdickerson@aaae.org
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From: Barbara Cook <barbara.cook@aaae.org>
Sent: Tuesday, April 19, 2016 6:24 PM

To: Rick Baird

Subject: Airport Report Today, April 20, 2016
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Senate Approves 18-Month FAA Reauthorization Bill

A ; AAAE ACE Security Review Course
The Senate on Tuesday approved an 18-month FAA reauthorization bill that July 25 - 29, 2016 | Alexandria, VA

contains a number of provisions aimed at enhancing aviation security in the
aftermath of the recent terrorist attacks against the Brussels airport and the city’s

T

Prime Partners are AAAE corporate member companies that

metro system. work with the asscciation [0 support the airport community

The measure also proposes to increase AIP funding by $400 million next year and yfﬁ?{?{"}\:

streamline the PFC application and approval process. Free. §om: o
@Qoveeyinm.

Prior to the final vote, the Senate had stalemated over several confroversial 1AL Teriws Tasaans

amendments. Sen. Jeff Sessions (R-Ala.) proposed an amendment that would T = s
prohibit airports from receiving AIP and other federal funds unless they have an
agreement with Customs and Border Protection to install biometric entry/exit
systems at thair facilities.
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AAAE and ACI-NA strongly opposed the Sessions amendment and worked together
with airports around the country to convey that message to Capitol Hill. The Senate | Southeast Chapter AAAE Annual

did not vote on the Sesslons amendment before final passage of the blll. Conference and Exposition
May 1 - 3, 2016 | Greenville-Spartanburg,

SC




A number of other controversial amendments weren't included in the final bill either,
including a proposal by Sen. Barbara Boxer (D-Calif.} to subject cargo pilots to the
same rest rules as airline passenger pilots, and an amendment by Sen. Rand Paul
(R-Ky.) to expand the number of armed pilots.

Among the amendments adopted during Senate consideration of the bill are ones
that would:

+ increase the vetting of aviation workers and expand TSA's PreCheck program

+ enhance the security of “Soft” target areas in airports by doubling the number of
Visual Intermodal Pravention Response teams. The provision also would allow the
State Homeland Security Grant Program to fund law enforcement training to help
prepare for active shooter incidents at airports and mass transit systems.

* require FAA to create an Airspace Management Advisory Committee. The group
would be tasked with reviewing the agency’s practices relating to “airspace that
affect airport operations, airport capacity, the environment, or communities in the
vicinity of airports...”

* require FAA to issue a report within a year on the safety risks related to the
potential discontinuation of the contract weather observer (CWO) program. The
proposal would prevent the agency from discontinuing the use of CWOs at any
airport until the agency submits its report to Congress. The provision also would
prevent FAA from discontinuing the program until Oct. 1, 2017, instead of stopping
the program after the agency issues its report.

Since the Senate has finished its work on the FAA bill, attention now shifts back to
the House. The House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee approved its
reauthorization bill in February. However, the measure, which includes committee
Chairman Bill Shuster's (R-Pa.) controversial proposal fo privatize air traffic control
functions, has been stalled ever since.

Following the Senate vote, Shuster issued a statement that said the House will
consider the Senate bill but will continue “to push forward” with his own bill.

“Transformational air traffic control reform is absolutely necessary to end the
unacceptable status quo at the FAA and to ensure the future of America’s aviation
system,” he said. * | look forward to working with the Senate fo complete a final bill
this Congress.”

FAA Bill Includes Changes To Contract Tower Program

The FAA reauthorization legisiation approved by the Senate on Tuesday includes a
number of FAA Contract Tower Program provisions.

Among the provisions are ones that would:

« increase the cap on using AIP entittement/state apportionment funds to construct
and equip contract towers from $2 million to $4 million.
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June 5 - 7, 2016 | Detroit, Mi

AAAE Airport Geospatial Technologies
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23nd Annual AAAE/FAA Alrfield Safety,
Sign Systems and Maintenance
Management Workshop

June 15 - 16, 20116 | St. Louis, MO
USTDA U.S./JChina Aviation Surnmit
June 19 - 21, 2016 | Washington, DC
AAAE International Alrport Emergency
Preparedness Conference

June 20 - 22, 2016 | Orlando, FL
AAAEJUSCTA/FAA Contract Tower
Workshop

June 22 - 23, 2016 | Washington, DC

AAAE Emergency Exercise Workshop
June 23 - 24, 2016 | Crlando, FL




» prohibit FAA from conducting benefit/cost (b/c) analyses on airports in its contract
tower program unless air traffic activity at a contract tower airport drops by more
than 25 percent In a single year or more than 60 percent in a thres-year period.
Cost-share contract towers will continue to have b/c’s conducted annually.

s require FAA to respond no later than 30 days after the agency receives a formal
request from an airport operator and ATC contractor for additional operational hours
and increased staffing at contract towers.

* require FAA to create a pilot program to construct and operate remote towers that
would include at least one airport currently participating in the contract towsr
program.

Senate Panel Approves DOT/FAA 2017 Funding Bill

The Senate Appropriations Transportation-HUD Subcommittee has approved a fiscal
year 2017 funding bill for DOT/FAA that continues funding for AIP, the agency's
contract tower program, and other airport priorities.

The measure includes $16.4 billion in total budgetary resources for FAA, $131.6
million above the fiscal year 2016 enacted level and $512.5 million above the
request. This will provide full funding for all air fraffic control personnel, inciuding
more than 14,000 air traffic controllers and more than 25,000 engineers,
maintenance technicians, safety inspectors, and operational support personnel.

The bill, once again, rejects the President’s request to remove large commercial
airports from AIP by allowing them to raise PFCs. The blll also provides $1 billion for
FAA’s NextGen program and fully funds the contract tower program.

The measure will be considered by the Senate Appropriations Committee later this
week. Senate leaders have Indicated they would like the full Senate to debate the
DOT/FAA funding bill in the near future.

Lawmakers Question CBP Officials About Staffing

Members of a House panel questioned Customs and Border Protection (CBP)
officials Tuesday about the agency’s hiring process, noting the adverse impact of
CBP's staffing shortfall on small airports.

Subcommittee Chair Martha McSally (R-Ariz.) stated that, “CBP is well below its
congressionally mandated staffing level by more than 950 officars and 1,300 border
patrol agents. Even with a recent push to hire more officers, hiring is only barely
keeping up with officer attrition. We are essentially treading water.”

Rep. Norma Torres (D-Calif.) said that the CBP staffing shortage is affecting small
alrports, pointing to Ontario Intemational as an example. Tomes said that the airport
has opportunities to expand in intemational markets but is being held back by CBP's
refusal to increase staffing at the airport.
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Senate Committee Advances DOT/FAA Funding Bill
AAAENortheast Chapter AAAE Hub

The .Sen?te Appropriations Committea last week approved a draft ﬁsce.ll year 2017 Alrports Winter Operations Conference

funding bill for DOT/FAA, clearing the measure for possible consideration on the Snow Academy

Senate floor in the coming weeks. July 23 - 24, 2016 | Minneapolis, MN

The Senate draft proposes to continue funding for AIP {$3.35 billion), FAA’s Contract | #nme finen sa A4AE carporss mermber crpaniss tal |
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Tower Program, DOT's Small Community Air Service Development Program and

other airport priorities. The report accompanying the bill includes a strong rebuke of

the controversial proposal from House Transportation Committee Chairman Bill

Shuster (R-Pa.) fo separate air traffic control functions from FAA. The bill report also

inciudes provisions conceming contract weather observers and unmanned aircraft

system research, among other things.
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The House has not yet begun work on its version of the DOT/FAA spending bill.
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Five Carriers Post Positive First-Quarter Financials | UPCOMING EVENTS
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American, United, Soutflwest, Alaska and Hawaiian airines posted strong earnings Southeast Chapter AAAE Annual
for the first quarter of this year. Conference and Exposition
L




American said it earned a $765 million profif, excluding special items, compared with
$1.2 billion at this time in 2015. The 20186 first quarter profit included a provision for
income taxes of $456 million.

United posted a $313 million profit, including special items, a decline from last year
at this fime when the airine reported a $508 million profit, including special items.

Southwest reported a record profit of $567 million for the quarter compared with first
quarter 2015 net income of $451 million.

Hawaiian reported a profit of $51.5 million for the quarter, up $25.6 million from this
time last year. Carrier President and CEO Mark Dunkerley stated, “Looking ahead,
our outlook is for these positive trends to continue reinforcing our confidence that
2016 will be a great year.”

Alaska Airlines recordad a record first-quarter profit, excluding speclal items, of $183
million, a 23 percent increase over the first quarter of 2015.

United, Hawaiian Seek New Tokyo Routes

United and Hawaiian airflines have applied to DOT for authority to serve Tokyo’s
Haneda Airport under terms of a recently amended U.S.-Japan agreement that
enables U.S. carriers to operate daytime flights to and from Haneda.

United sought rights fo continue to provide nonstop service from San Francisco to
Haneda, and to institute new daily nonstop service from Newark Liberty.

Hawaiian petitioned for rights to continue operating its Honolulu-Haneda service.
The carrier also requested authority to operate a second daily route from Haneda
serving Honolulu four days each week and Kona Interationa! three days each week.

Denver International Opens Rall Link To City

Denver Intemational on April 22 formally opened the rail link that connects the airport
to the downtown area. The ride to Denver's Union Station takes 40 minutes and
costs $9.

DFW Opens Renovated Section Of Terminal E

Dalias Fort Worth Intemational has opened a newly renovated section of Terminal E,
In time for the upcoming summer travel period. The latest upgrades to Terminal E
include renovations to gates E11 through E17, along with the cormesponding airline
ticketing hall for Alaska Airlines and Defia.

The completion of phase three of the Terminal E project also colncides with the

opening of an adjacent, 1,800-space parking garage that features DFW’s Parking
Guidance System technology.

Study Affirms Los Angeles International's Economic Role

May 1 - 3, 2016 | Greenville-Spartanburg,
sSC
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June 19 - 21, 2016 | Washington, DC
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June 23 - 24, 2016 | Oriando, FL
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From: Spencer Dickerson <Spencer.Dickerson@aaae.org>

Sent: Sunday, April 24, 2016 1:46 PM

To: Spencer Dickerson

Subject: Contract Tower Report Language in Senate THUD Approps Bill

TO: Airports in the FAA Contract Tower Program and ATC Contractors

As a follow up to our email last Thursday regarding contract tower funding in the Senate Transportation
Appropriations FY *17 spending bill, below is the report language accompany the bitl:

"The Committee recommendation provides $159,000,000 for the contract tower program, including the cost-
share contract towers. This total funding level is sufficient to cover all towers that will be operating during
JSiscal year 2017. Current law limits contributions in the contract tower cost share program at 20 percent of
total costs. The Committee finds that Federal Contract Towers are a safe and efficient means to provide air
traffic control services. The Committee also finds that some contact towers have insufficient staffing and hours
of operations. The Committee suggests that the FAA respond within 30 days of formal request from airporis or
ATC contracts for additional authority to expand contract tower operational hours and staff to accommodate
Alight traffic outside of current tower operational hours. The Committee also suggests that the FAA
accommodate needs, especially when the airport and ATC contractor are in agreement. Contract towers serve
as vital public safety and economic development assets to hundreds of communities. Municipalities depend on
the contract tower program to provide commercial and general aviation services, jobs and public safety, such
as air ambulance services. The Committee believes future budgets must include adequate funding to prevent
reduced operations and support at contract towers."

From: Spencer Dickerson

Sent: Thursday, April 21, 2016 2:05 PM

Te: Spencer Dickerson

Subject: Good news on contract tower funding - Senate THUD Approps Subcommittee Update

TO: Airports in the FAA Contract Tower Program and ATC Centractors

We have good news to report on contract tower funding — today the Senate Appropriations Committee approved
the DOT/FAA appropriations bill for FY 2017 that includes $159 million in statutory bill language for the FAA
contract tower program. That’s the full amount of dedicated and guaranteed funding we requested that will fund
all current 253 FAA contract towers, including the 16 towers in cost share program, as well as spending
flexibility for FAA to hopefully add a few new start contract towers in FY *17. Below is a link to the Senate
THUD appropriations subcommittee press release that highlights the contract tower funding.

Additional, the bill includes positive statutory language that will require FAA to issue benefit/cost ratios on
airports in the cost share program and airports that have applied to enter the contract tower program as of
January 1, 2016.

The House Appropriations Committee has yet to take action on the spending bill.

Many thanks for everyone’s outreach to your Senators earlier this year! One request — if your Senator(s)
signed the attached March 18 letter (see attachment) that was sent to the leaders of the appropriations
subcommittee, or if you know your Senator sent a specific request for contact tower funding to the



subcommittee, we encourage you to send a short email to the staff of your Senator thanking them very much for
supporting full and dedicated funding of the contact tower program. Thanks!

017-transportation-hud-appropriations-bill-

:/www.appropriations.senate.gov/imews/majority/
approved-by-senate-subcommittee

Spencer Dickerson, C.M.

Senior Executive Vice President for Global Operations
AAAE/IAAE

601 Madison St., 4th Floor

Alexandria, VA 22314

phone 703/824-0500, ext. 130

sdickerson@azae.org



ATTACHMENT 6

Rick Baird

From: Rick Baird

Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2016 10:50 AM

To: Steve Engebrecht (steve.engebrecht@faa.gov)

Cc: Lisa Emerick {lisa@iflysun.com)

Subject: Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN) - Terminal Apron Expansion {Design Only) - Record of
Negotiation

Attachments: SUN Apron Expansion SOW.PDF; Work Order 16-03 Fee.xIsx; SUN Apron Expansion IFE
Form.xlsx; ICE-Terminal Apron Expansion xIs.xlsx

Hi Steve:

Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN) — Terminal Apron Expansion (Design Only) Scope of Work (SOW) was approved by the
Friedman Memorial Airport Authority Board during their February Regular Board meeting. That approved SOW is
attached. It accurately describes the need for the project.

A proposal to complete an Independent Fee Estimate (IFE) was solicited from Reid Middleton, Inc. and the project SOW
and blank fee estimate worksheet was forwarded to Reid Middleton, inc. on March 4-2016 . The Proposal to complete
the IFE was received March 8™. The proposal to complete the IFE and the fee associated with the proposal was
determined reasonable and forwarded to the FAA.

Reid Middleton and the Airport briefly discussed the SOW and it was very clear that Reid Middleton had a great
understanding of the project.

The T-O Engineers Proposed Fee was received March 25" and is attached to this e-mal.
The Reid Middleton IFE was received April 1* and is attached to this e-mail.

A comparison Fee/IFE spreadsheet was developed and attached to this e-mail. Airport Staff analysis and conclusions are
as follows:

Task 1: T-O Engineers’ proposed fee is lower than the fee determined necessary by Reid Middleton. The work effort in
hours proposed by T-O Engineers to complete Task 1 is also lower than the work effort estimated by Reid
Middleton. The T-O proposed fee to compete Task 1 is considered reasonable.

Task 2: T-O Engineers’ proposed fee is lower than the fee determined necessary by Reid Middleton. The work effort In
hours proposed by T-O Engineers to complete Task 2 is lower than the work effort estimated by Reid Middleton. The T-O
proposed fee to complete Task 2 is considered reasonable.

Task 3: T-O Engineers’ proposed fee is lower than the fee determined necessary by Reid Middleton. The work effort in
hours proposed by T-O Engineers to complete Task 3 is higher than the work effort estimated by Reid Middleton. T-O’s
cost per hour to complete Task 3 is lower than the cost per hour estimated by Reid Middleton. The T-O proposed fee to
complete Task 3 is considered reasonable.

Task 4: T-O Engineers’ proposed fee is lower than the fee determined necessary by Reid Middleton. The work effort in
hours proposed by T-O Engineers to complete Task 4 is lower than the work effort estimated by Reid Middleton. The T-O
proposed fee to complete Task 4 is considered reasonable.



Task 5: T-O Engineers’ proposed fee is lower than the fee determined necessary by Reid Middleton. The work effortin
hours proposed by T-O Engineers to complete Task 5 is lower than the work effort estimated by Reid Middieton. The T-O
proposed fee to complete Task 5 is considered reasonable.,

Sub-consultant fees, Tasks 1-4: T-O Engineers’ proposed sub-consuitant fees are lower than the sub-consultant fees
estimated by Reid Middleton. The T-O anticipated sub-consultant fees reiated to Tasks 1-3 are considered reasonable.

Sub-consuitant fees, Task 5: T-O Engineers’ proposed sub-consultant fees are lower than the sub-consultant fees
estimated by Reid Middleton. The T-0 anticipated sub-consultant fees related to Task 5 are considered reasonable.

Reimbursable Expenses, Tasks 1-5: T-O Engineers’ anticipated reimbursable expenses are lower than the reimbursable
expenses estimated by Reid Middleton. The lower T-O anticipated reimbursable expenses are considered reasonable.

Total Fee, All Tasks: The T-O Engineers’ proposed fee and work effort are both lower than the effort estimated by Reid
Middieton. The T-O proposed work effort in personnel hours is less than the Reid Middleton estimated work effort and
the total T-O proposed fee is 35% less than the fee estimated by Reid Middleton. The cost per hour of work proposed by
T-0O is lower than the cost per hour estimated by Reid Middleton. The quality of T-O work based on past experience is
exceptional. FMA has determined that the work effort proposed by T-O Engineers to complete the project described in
the Friedman Memorial Airport — Terminail Apron Expansion (Design Only) Scope of Work is necessary and the
associated cost proposed by T-O Engineers is reasonable. The Friedman Memarial Airport Authority therefore requests
that the FAA find the T-O effort and proposed cost reasonable and concur with award of the work to T-O Engineers. The
fee associated with all tasks is 5184,545.

Best Regards,

3 Richerd E. Baird

%) Frisdmen Memorist Arport
T Alrport Maragsr

{208} TEE-4S56 «106 Virork

1eliE} 7al-1820 kinhile

gk @ihcun.com

1616 Alrport Circle

Haitey, idahe 83333




T ] | vz | ok T = BT ! it W i (i L . £ E
[ 1 & T o] [ ] ® ] o 3 m 3 T E] T )
i3 v [ L4 ¥ ¥
B ® v T 3 T35 i
I ¥ [ ¥ a
Weo ¥ 3 - 7
0313 3 3 [
- Fo3 [
— 2 e
¥ — %
(3 (3 3
0e 3 3 [ T T ] [ 53
- 3 ¥ ] T i 5
R [ T v i [)
43 43 T o 3
il id 2B Emen - -4 13 L ¥ o = [ i 3
) Wi | om [ ] ® | w [ = | & [ W T & %
: i = == S L U T % -
[ X 3 &
5 GEV 5T [ L8
TT- [ 23 3 0] 3 £ ¥
a — = W 3 .
5 3 (3 3 T B 3 [
ED o [ [ & 3 i
3 5 3 ot o -3 3 ¥ o v,
s AT [T 0 5 " [ - 1e 3 g
- [ % [ on [ N )
= ea H o G Gl T 3 3 ] v ==
™y [ unt = 3 ] [ . iy sy ] - - i
5 [] 3 [ ' w ] T
3 [ T 9 3 [] RPN MAONY] _ OTE
£ 3 ¥ (3 z T ¥ e [
R 7 3 (3 ¥ T § pid v e L) Y
FT- [ hoT oF I3 ) ¥ T {3 T Tel 3 T [ L
B [ ] W v O or TR
ﬂ £ : ¥ oy
[ ¥ [] [ [=r)
3 I} ¥ ¥ ¥ e L]
Ed 5T g i [} 7 [l ¥ ]
= ) 03 7 I T T fui ) i s
k] [ 3 (1] # [] ] o E ] e . i - = Twms
- [ ] (13 ¥ [T OF Wiay i)
St ® ] ] B 3 3 T T L0 TR | OF
d 05L 0 [:3 r T [ T
H 2 i B o
; T F) £} ] TS
B il [ ¥ Y3 v L P s,
oT F T ¥ o 7 T ¥
[ 3 ¥ ¥ ¥ WRRI00) 1o oy L Gumroog T
I [ 3 ¥ El3 ¥ w ¥ i3 T i Ry noponamas)| 24
[as e [ ¥ ¥ "t T =] 1
%z otz 9 3 T R El T | 0l 7
ey - T ¥ T 7 v
Wiy S5 ot [] St 5 ¥ Sy
FTE i fore [3 [ L3 & 3 0 i g W (o] T
E A= T ] w:
B [ [ ¥ [ 7] 3 ¥ c
3 T " e F ] i
B 06¥5° [ 3 T ¥ [ e
¥ 3 oF [ 3 T
= 2ETE DT 2 ¥ ] o ¥ 3 ey T
3 LLL] [ITH 3] [ 7] ] ] | Ay PR
e T “H ] W FEi [3 W Al S i
et ¥ ERY Tl 1N T Vil T 0 i [l
o (7] Al ] = | ¥ T T SRBawair; g [
e ThE] Jow v W I 1 [ i) () il ) e,
2] LI [ [ I ] [ | 7] 0 W Zami
= T AT [ T [TIT] un | oum il | Ty £ [T =3 [T 3 3 5 sy
i e | [ | o T [0 ] i
g . Iy i Saygea| o An a R Gl _. Tl e | - iy 7] FiE] This o————— o
]
S ey = eI DT




Termilnal Apian E

o St

Tasks 14, Lump Sun Tasks 1-4, Lump Sutn

Hours_|Rate/Hour] Cost Clagsification ‘Title Hours_IRate/Houry Cost
168 $195.00 $32,760.00) Prin Principal 108 $235.00]  $25,380.
85 $140.00 $11,900.00, PM Project Manager 9% $155.00 $14,820.00
5P Sanlor Planner 0 $130,00 50, SP Senlor Plenner 202 $135.00 $27,270.00
CM Construction Manager/Spacifier 92 5$120.00, $11,040. CM Construction Manager/Specifier 72 $135.00 £9,720.
Sv Surveyor ] $130.00 30, SV Surveyar 4 $125.00 $500.00
DE Desgign Engineer a4 $120.00 45,280, DE Design Enginesr 126 $120.00 $15,120.
EIT Englneer-in-Trainlng 628 585,00 $53,380. EIT Englneer-in-Tralning 584 $105.00 $61,320.
EIT (OT) Englnesr-in-Tralning {Cvartime)} ] $111.00 50.00 EI (OT) Engineer-in-Tralning {Overtime) 366 $105.00 $38.430,
Inap Inspeator 264 $95.00] $25,080, Insp {inspecter 0 $0,00 0,
Inap (OT) Inspector (Qvertima) a $124.00/ 50, Insp (OT) Inepector {Cvertime) 1] $0.00 50.
Adm. Ad) Asslstant 2 565,00, $130.00, Adm. Adminfetrative Asslstant 44 $100.00 54,400
Totals: 1283 $139,570.00: Totals: 1802 | $167,020.00
[z Subconsultant Faes El Suhoconsultant Fees.
Struetural $15,000, Structural $11,280.
Electrical $2,000. Electrical $10.5204
Survey $2,000. Survay $11,8004
Mark-up 0.0%% $0. LLET 10.0% $2.308.
{Bubtotal, Sub Foes: $19,0 ISubtotal, Sub Feas: 1
L1 Reimbursable Expenses 3. Relmbursable Expsnsos
}Desq'im Number | Unit Cost Cost Description Number : Unit Cost I Cost
{Vehicle Travel {Par Mile) 1,500 $0.60 $500. Vehiole Travel {Per Mils) 300 50.54 $162.00)
Aifline Travel {Per Trip) 0 $1,200.00 0, Alriine Travel {Per Trip) [} 50.004 50,00
Rental Vehicles - (Per Day, Indl. fusl) 0 $120.00/ $0. Rental Vehicles - (Per Day, Incl. fuel) [ $0.00]
{Ledging (Par Night) 4 $120.00; 4480, |Ladging (Per Night} 1] $0.00
Meals {Day Trips - Lump Sum} 1 $200.00] $200. Meals (Day Trips - Lump Sum) 1 $26.00/
[ Per Dism {On Site Parsonnel - Per Day) 1] 50.00. 50.00; Per Diam {On Site Parsonnel - Per Day) [+] $0.00
f D tion {Lump Sum) 1 550000 . $500.00} | Document Reprodustion (Lump Sum) 1 $500.00
f Telophene, Fax, Postage, Mise, {Lump Sum} 1 $250.00 $250.00 hone, Fax, Postage, Miso. {Lump Sum) 1 $500.00/
{Subtotal, Relmbursable Expansss $2,3 Subtotal, Reimb bls Expansss

B RSN TOETALFEE FARHEG [ 142+

FOTRL FEE-TARHZ W4 (14001

Tauk 5, Time and Matarials

4. Parsonnal Costs 4. Porsonnal Coats

] Classification Thie Houre Hours

Pdn Prinolpal 1] 4

PM Proleat Manegsr ] 42

SP Senlar Planner 1] 20

CM Conatruction Manager/Spacifier 30 [+]

SV Surveyor o SV Surveyor 0

DE Dealgn Enginesr 4] DE Deslgn Enginear B2

EIT Engineer-in-Training 52 EIT Englneer-In-Tralning 120

EIT (TT) Enginesrin-Trainitg (Ovartima) 1] EIT {OT) Englneer-In-Training (Overtimea) ]

Insp: Inapector 43 insp inspacior [+]

Insp (OT) Inapector (Overtime) 0 Insp (OT) Inspector {Overtime) [}

Adm. Ad| Assl 1] Adm. | Adminkstrative Assistant r]

Tolals: 161 Totals: 296

5. Subconsultant Fess 5. Subconsultant Fees
|Geotachnical Engineering 55,000, [Gectaghnical Enginesring $10,000.
Mark-up o.mll $0.00] {Mark-up 10.0% S1.000.00|
Subtotal, Subconsultant Fess: $5,000.00) Sut itant Feas: $11,000.00}
6. Rolmbursable Expsnses

[Description Numbar | Unit Cost| Cost Number
IVehble Travel {Per Mila} 0 $0.00{ 2,100

Rental Vehicles - (Fer Month, incl. fuel) 0 $0.00 $0.00) Rental Vehicles - (Per Month, incl. fual) [}

Lodging (Per Night) 0 $0.00 $0.00) Lodging (Per Night) o

Meals {Day Trips - Lump Sum} o $0.00! $0.00) Meals (Day Tripe - Lump Sum} 7

Per Diem (On Site Porsonnel - Per Day) 4] $0.00/ $0.00 Per Dlem (On Site Parsonnel - Per Day) 0

{Document Reproduction {Lump Sum) 1 $10.00, $10.00} Docurnent Reproduction (Lump Sum) 1

Teleph Fax, Postege, Misc. {Lump Sum) 1 $10.00 $10. 1

Sublotal, Relmbursable Expensss H




ATTACHMENT 7
FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN UPDATE MARCH 2016

1.Introduction

In accordance with the Master Plan’s “dual path” approach, the purpose of this
chapter is to document and re-evaluate (as needed) sites that have been previously
identified as potential replacement sites for the Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN)
once the Airport outgrows its current footprint. To this end, this chapter first
summarizes the 2006 Feasibility Study and then the 2008 Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) Phase I Planning Study. Based on the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning
Study, three sites (4, 10a, and 12) were identified to be carried forward into the
EIS process for further evaluation. All replacement airport sites identifled by these
two studies are included and summarized herein to ensure fiothing is inadvertently
overlooked in the future. Please note that the scope of work for this effort does not
include the identification of additional replacement airp.o-rtegites.
A

The majority of the evaluation criteria identified by%prewous ‘planning efforts were
reviewed and determined to stili be sufficient to evaluate the altgrnatives. Four of
the more “technical” screening criteria are re<visited/updated by thls chapter in an
effort to ensure current industry/local conditions and anning/design: gtanﬂards are
reflected in any future alternatives evaluation:- These four, screening cntena are:

« Ability to Meet Updated Airport Facility ReQuwements (as presented in this
Master Plan)

¢ Ability to Prove Sponsorshlp/Lecatlon within Blaln,\ County
s Expansion Opportunity A
o Ability to Meet CAT I Approach ngablhtles

Two of these four sdreenlng criteria (spo\nsorship and CAT I Approach capabilities)
are updated hereifi. to documgnt the additignal work done by the Sponsor and FAA
subsequent to the completlon of the 2008 IS Phase I Planning Study. The ability
to meet updated airportt, facmty reqwrements and the continued ability to provide
for expapsmn opportunlties were aiso:updated and validated to ensure all the
alternatives contmu,,e to meet ongomg planning efforts and current conditions. This
process resulted in Ehe surwva[ of only two sites (10a and 12) as opposed fo the
three "sjtes identified by the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study. Site 4 was
eliminated due to the |ﬁab|||ty to provide for a Category I Approach and Missed
Approach (200-foot ceiling and Y2-mile visibility), which was based on an additional
analysis concfuqted by thé FAA subsequent to the completion of the 2008 EIS Phase
I Planning Study.

The final section of this chapter presents a potential aiternative outcome based on a
set of “other considerations/possibilities,” including (1) the likely inability to
successfully develop a replacement airport on Bureau of Land Management {(BLM)
property, (2) the possibility of proceeding with a site that is only able to provide for
a Category I Approach and Missed Approach (with a higher than 200-foot ceiling
and Ya-mile visibility), and (3) the potential to make Site 17 a viable site. Based on
this optional evaluation scenario, Site 12 is the most viable site, followed by Site 17
(if it can be adjusted to achieve a “full” Category I Approach), Site 4 (if higher
Category I Approach ceilings/minimums are acceptable to the FAA), and then Site 5
(if only one CAT I Approach is acceptable and it has high ceiling/minimums).

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 1
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FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN UPDATE MARCH 2016

Key Terms

Definitions for several key terms used throughout this chapter are provided
below. A Glossary will accompany the finalized Master Plan and will provide
definitions for technical terminology and acronyms used in the document.

Bureau of Land Management (BLM) - Consists of an agency within the United
States Department of the Interior that administers more than 247.3 miilion acres of
public lands in the United States, which constitutes one-eighth of the landmass of
the country.

Category I Approach Instrument Landing System, (CAT I ILS) - Precision
instrument approach and landing with a typicat deCIsmﬁ hmght no lower than 200
feet and with a visibility of no less than V2 mlle. ; S
Category C Aircraft Operations — Refers to A1rcraft Approach Category (AAC) C
operations, which is a grouping of aircraft ba‘sed on a reference Janding speed of
121 to 141 knots, if specified, or 1.3 tlztﬁes the étall speed at‘the rhaximum
certificated landing weight.

n‘ e %
1 v

Category D Aircraft Operations - Refers to Alrcraft Approach Category (AAC) D
operations, which is a grouping of aircraft based on.a reference landing speed of
141 to 166 knots, if specified, or 1 3 times the staii speed at the maximum
certificated landing weight. x - g

! &
Environmental Impact Statement (E S) An EIS is a document that provides a
discussion of the significant environmentaf impacts which would occur as a result of
a proposed project,‘and mfdnms decision-makers and the public of the reasonable
alternatives which would avoid or m|n|m|ze“adverse impacts. Public participation
and consultation with other Federal state, and local agencies is a cornerstone of
the EIS proc,ess Wi .

Fixed Base Operator (FBBJ — A business located on the Airport that provides
services such as hangar space fuél flight training, repair, and maintenance to
alrport LLSET'S R, (_,

General Awatlon (GA)‘— Generally, those United States-registered civil aircraft,
which operate ‘for prwate and noncommercial purposes and whose operations are
not governed by Parts 119, 121, 125, or 135 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations. General aviation aircraft range from small single-engine propeller
aircraft to large turbojet private aircraft.

Instrument Landing System (ILS) - An electronic system installed at some
airports, which helps guide pilots to runways for landing during periods of limited
visibility or adverse weather.

! Other ILS CAT approaches such as CAT II and III are aiso described In Section 1.1.2.3, Identification
of Facility Requirements. CAT I analysis was primarily used in this write-up.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 2
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FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN UPDATE MARCH 2016

National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) - The original legislation
establishing the environmental review process for proposed Federal actions.

NAVAIDs (Navigational Aids) - Any facility used by an aircraft for navigation.

United States Geological Survey (USGS) - is a scientific agency of the United
States government. The scientists of the USGS study the landscape of the United
States, its natural resources, and the natural hazards that threaten it.

1.1 History of Replacement Airport Site Analyses

Over the years, SUN has undertaken significant steps to maintain a safe and
efficient aviation facility. However, the significant limitations at the current airport
site are clear, and their impact has been fully studied’ and documented in numerous
analyses conducted over many years (starting in 1976). Tpe findings of these
analyses make it clear that the long-term viability . of the existing airport site is
questionable; therefore, the next step is always to |dent|fV\future possible
replacement sites, for such time it is deemed necessary to relocate the Airport.
Replacement airport sites were first studied" ln the 1983 Airport Mas}er Plan, and
then more recently looked at by the 2004 M: ter-Plan Update, 2006 Feasibility
Study, and the Environmental Impact Study (EIS) hase I Plan of Study (2008).

The following two Studies contalnv the most recent" documentation of potential
replacement sites for SUN and are summanzed below:

+ Feasibility Study (2006)
¢ EIS Phase I Plan of Study {2008)

1.1.1 Rewewaummary. of Feasublllty Study (2006)

The 2004 FMA Master Pian. Update was initiated to identify and evaluate potential
options to. address the A’RC C-III compliance issues resulting from the increase in
unscheduled Category (CAT) C and D operations, as well as scheduled airline
servicé using CAT C awcraft A series of alternatives were developed to address
safety -standards for eXIstrng operatlons and necessary facility improvements to
accommodate forecast demand While some of the improvements were possible
within the “existing property boundary, most of the options required significant
expansion at the existing site.

Recognizing the i‘fnpracticality of addressing safety standards and needed facility
improvements at the existing site, the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority (FMAA)
initiated the 2006 Feasibility Study to identify a suitable site for a replacement
airport that would address safety standards and facility requirements for existing
and future demand levels. The 2006 Feasibility Study identified a study area
boundary, the required size of a replacement airport, a description of possible sites,
as well as, the screening and evaluation of alternatives and financial feasibility
analysis. The criteria used for selecting other viable sites for the alternate airport
included geographic proximity to the current airport, Instrument Landing System
(ILS) service capability in all weather conditions, ability to meet FAA safety and

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 3
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FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN UPDATE MARCH 2016

design standards, and the ability to accommodate current and future aircraft
operations.

Study Area Boundary

The study area for the 2006 Feasibility Study was initially defined to include the
area that was within a 60-minute drive time of the Airport users. The basis for the
60-minute drive time limit was identified as a generally accepted industry standard
for travel time to an airport,

The center of activity in the Wood River Region had historically been the Sun Valley
Resort. Therefore, the initial 60-minute drive time. identified for the 2006
Feasibility Study was based upon the assumption that the majority of the Airport
users were located in Sun Valley. However, while the resort and the communities
of Sun Valley and Ketchum continue to have a Sngflcant impact on the Blaine
County economy, development to the south in cities such as Flailey, Bellevue, and
Carey represent a shift in growth patterns from historic norms. .

Q

As a result, the 2006 Feasibility Study recd*gmzed thb fact that the jsiting of the
replacement airport must consider: (1) the" \lmpact of the potehtial demand
associated with new development in the southern‘{gertlon of Blaine County, as well
as (2) the long established demand driven by Sun, Valley. Therefore, the sites
considered in the screening were all wrthln a 60- mlnhte drive time of Hailey and
Sun Valley. e b

Replacement Airport Size/Desired Fpo;ﬁfihf'
AJ'Aj"A' 1 S'.: %,
The 2006 Feasibility Study utilized a template based on approximately 600 acres,
configured to enco‘mpass the following'
e One 8,500- foot prlmary runway
. One full- length parallel taxlway wi’ch connectlng taxiways

L Assoaated safety areas, . protection zones, and clearance setbacks as
requnred for ARC: C III alrp,ort design standards

. A|rcraft parking aprons with access taxiways

* Areas for termlnal facilities, ARFF equipment and storage, maintenance
equipment storage, and additional support facilities

¢ Areas for GA uses including an FBO and/or private hangars

The template was placed over top the United States Geological Survey (USGS)
maps and oriented to minimize topography impacts, while considering observed and
prevailing winds. At the end of the process, 16 candidate sites were identified for
inclusion in the site selection analysis.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 4
Landrum & Brown



FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN UPDATE MARCH 2016

Overview of Sites Identified in Site Selection Study

As mentioned above, candidate sites were selected by placing a 600-acre template
on USGS mapping to evaluate the sites ability to accommodate the proposed
facilities. The following is a brief ocation description of each of the 16 sites.

Site 1 - Flying Hat Ranch located between the cities of Hailey and Bellevue
along Idaho State Highway 75

Site 2 - Diamond Dragon Ranch located northwest of the intersection of U.S.
20 and State Highway 75, and south of the Baseline Road alignment
re

Site 3 - Located adjacent to Pero Road in the northern portion of the area
created by State Highway 75 on the west, US 20 on the south, and
Gannett Picabo Road/State Route 23 on thé east;- known locally as The
Triangle

Site 4 - Also located in The Triangle, Slte 4 is situated north of the U.S. 20
alignment between Schoessler Lane and Price Lane

Site 5 - Also located in The Triangle, Slte‘__S_ls,.m the southeast<comer, north
of the U.S. 20 Alignment near the intersection of U.S. 20 and Pumpkin
Center Road ¥ {

Site 6 - Located to the south of U. S 20 between Picabo Desert Road and
Cutoff Road

Site 7 - Queens Crown, located nprth of the U.S. 26/93 alignment near the
intersection with Cutoff Road ‘

Site 8 - Mid-Lava, Iocéted along the border of Blaine and Lincoln counties,
between State nghway 75 and U.S. 26/93

Site 9 - Located along the northern border of Lincoln County east of State
nghway 75

Site 10 - Sonners Flat is also located in the southern portion of Blaine
County, east of State nghway 75 and north-northeast of Wedge Butte

Site 11 - Magic Reservmr, located south of the U.S. 20 alignment, west of
Magic Reservoir in the area where Cottonwoods Road and Macon Fiat Road
intersect

Site 12 - Located along the border of Blaine and Camas counties, north of
the U.S. 20 Alignment and east of County Line Road

Site 13 - Located in Camas County, Site 13 is north of the U.S. 20
Alignment, in the area of Princess Mine Road

Site 14 - Also located in Camas County, Site 14 is located south of the U.S.
20 Alignment and East of SR 46; in the area of Bahr Ranch Road

Site 15 - Located on the north side of U.S. 20; in the area of Rands Road

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 5
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= Site 16 - Located north of U.S. 20 off Camp Creek Road near the historic
mining town of Doniphan

The 16 potential sites identified by the study are illustrated on Exhibit 1.1-1.2
Review of Site Selection Criteria used in the Study

The 16 potential sites identified by the 2006 Feasibility Study were analyzed using
two levels of screening criteria and ranked according to compliance with the
suggested evaiuation criteria. Initial screening was based on six criteria that
consisted of land area, clear airspace, department of transportation 4(f) lands,
wetlands, special status species, and land use compatibility. The Study’s Advisory
Committee scored each of the 16 specific sites based. pHn-these six specific criteria.
Three sites were carried forward from the initial screenlng and were referred to as
preferred sites 9, 10, and 13. ¥ ! -
The three preferred sites selected, were then ranked based on a sgcondary set of
criteria grouped into three separate categorles The criterla included™. - =

V\" f' 3 j
PHYSICAL SUITABILITY OF THE SITE T M g

« Availability of adequate, suitable land area \‘é?;;‘_

» Terrain and topographic com'b'.gtit)_imlity
« Weather-related constraints \ * ,
s  Proximity to grpund transportatlon 9ystems

» Physical 5|te condltlons

ENVIROMENTAL SUITAQ Ll ! !*QF THE SITE

. Wetlands:
. Water Resourges

‘\:

Land Use \
. Blotlc\Communitieé

. Cultura\I‘Resourcese

SOCIAL AND ECONkQ_ M .‘IC SUITABILITY OF THE SITE

» Population Trends
¢ Geographic Proximity
e Land Use Compatibility

¢ Direct Impacts to Human Environments

2 sites 10a and 17 were not brought forth as alternative sites until the EIS Phase 1 Plan of Study
(2008). These sites will be discussed and evaluated in more detail later in the chapter.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 6
Landrum & Brown



FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN UPDATE MARCH 2016

o Viability of Site Acquisition

¢ Facility Costs

s Air Service

» Regional Growth and Development Patterns
 Compatibility with Regional and Local Planning Initiatives

o Jurisdictional Responsibilities

The final three sites were evaluated based on the above -secondary criteria, and
each was given a score from 1-5 (5 being the best). The highest scoring site was
Site 9, followed closely by Site 13. Site 10, based on-the scoring of alternative
sites ranked the least desirable. 4 ~

Utilizing input from the Advisory Committee and public, the FMAA decided not to
pursue expansion at the present Airport site and put additional expansmn on hold.
The Advisory Committee also determined unanlmously that site 9 was the best to
present to the FMAA. After the FMAA revleWed the three finalists, they voted on
two resolutions. The first was to remove Site-13 from the list of finalists. The
second vote was to select the area on, or around, ﬁlte 10 as the preferred area for
the development of the FMRA (Frledman Memorlal \eplacement Airport). Site 10
was selected over Site 9 based upon. the followmg key fagtors:

e Geographic proximity
* Proximity to State Highway 75
s Political Jurlsdictlon

e Implementation

The Board .of County Commissioners viewed Site 10 as being representative of a
larger geograph1c area ranglng from the Timmerman Hills, south along State
Highway 75, to the Blaine County line. The 2006 Feasibility Study points out that
while it appeared that the FMAA selected a site possessing lesser feasibility than
others, the selection of Site’10 actually included recognition of additional
communlty and political factors, which would theoretically allow for the successful
relocation of the existing Airport.

The site selected as most suitable by the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority
(FMAA) Board was Site 10, which is located in southern Blaine County, just north of
Wedge Butte, east of State Highway 75, and west of the Picabo Hills. After site 10
was chosen as most suitable, a financial feasibility analysis was conducted, which
consisted of costs for building a new airport, and projected revenues and expenses
expected from its operations.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 7
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The 2006 Feasibility Study served as a catalyst for the FAA to embark on an EIS for
a Replacement Airport for Friedman Memorial Airport. The 16 potential sites,
identified by the 2006 Feasibility Study, were taken into account and further
developed as part of the 2008 EIS Phase I Plan of Study. Seven of the 16 sites
were carried forward into the 2008 EIS Phase I Plan of Study with minimal or no
change to their configuration or previously identified location. The remaining 9
sites (of the 16) were also carried forward into the 2008 EIS Phase I Plan of Study,
however all 9 of these sites elther had their location adjusted, were reconfigured to
accommodate a crosswind runway?, or both (to improve site viability).

Of the seven sites carried forward into the EIS Phase 1 Pla'ﬁ of Study (2008) with
minimal or no change to their configuration or prevmuSIy identified location, one
was the existing SUN site. The remaining six sites (of»the s,even) included:

¢ Site 3: North Central Triangle
e Site 4: U.S. 20/Southwest Triangle
 Sijte 5: U.S. 20/Southeast Trlangle 4
o Site 13: U.S. 20/East Camas County
e Site 14: State Route 46 South of U.S. 20
« Site 15: State Route 46 & U. é_ 20
The remaining nine sites carried fomrard inte the EIS Phase I Plan Study (2008)

(that either had their location adJustq{:I ‘Were reconf' igured to accommodate a
crosswind runway, or both), included:

¢ Sijte 2: Dlamond Dragon Ranch Vicinity

s Site 6: Southeast of Plcabo/U S. 20

+ Site7: U, 26/93, South of Carey

e Site 8: Mld-Laya

* Site 9: State Highway 75/North Lincoln County
« Site 10: Sonners F]at

» Site 11: Camas Prame

e Sijte 12: U. S ~ 20/West Blaine County

e Site 16: Camp Creek Road

3 It is not always possible to achieve the design objective to orient primary runways to provide the 95
percent crosswind component coverage recommended in AC 150/5300-13, Airport Deslgn. In
cases where this cannot be done, the FAA recommends a crosswind runway be provided.
Therefore, in cases (l.e. alternative sites} where adequate wind coverage could not be met with
one runway, a crosswind runway was provided.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 9
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1.1.2 Review/Summary of EIS Phase I Plan of Study (2008)

Following the 2006 Feasibility Study, an EIS Phase 1 Plan of Study was completed
and served as a planning tool for preparation of the upcoming EIS. The EIS Phase I
Plan of Study included documentation of reviews and associated findings related to
the following:

*» Determination of the guiding parameters for pre-planning analyses, including
study area identification, facility requirements for new airport sites,
identification of 2006 Feasibility Study sites carried, forward and possible
additional sites and any refinements required of the sites being carried
forward. j

« Evaluation of all identified sites; the evaluatron of alternative replacement
sites for the Friedman Memorial Replacemeﬁt Airport (FMRA) focused on the
assessment of each identified site frprn an “aviation related perspective,
leaving the analysis of environmental issues to be assessed {n FAA’s Draft
EIS (2011), which was ultimately termmated by the FAA. 3

Guiding Parameters of Analysns for EIS Phase ¥ ¢ Plan of Study

Prior to identifying and analyzing p0551ble replacement mrport sites, a set of guiding
parameters (e.g. assumptions) were established to help direct the pre-planning
efforts and identification of alternatlves to be carried forWard into the EIS. These
guiding parameters are presented below . o

» Be compliant, wth FAA design and safety standards commensurate with
current use. (currently g: IIT) and future aviation demands for the region,

s+ Provide rellable and gafe access to all users in adverse weather via a
mlmmum of a Zobvfoot ceiling arid one-half mile visibility CAT I ILS,

J Browde for approprlate approach and departure protection and capability,

* Provide for the oontlnuatlon of air carrier service and other aviation
operatlons for the' reglon,

. Provnde adequate Iand area to accommodate future demands and provide the
erX|b|I|ty to meet the needs of the volatile aviation industry,

+ Provide access to communities in the Wood River Region,
s Minimize |mpact to the environment, and

* Assume existing SUN will close; the existing and replacement airport will not
be operational at the same time.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 10
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Identification of the Initial Project Study Area

The study area for the 2008 EIS Phase I Plan of Study covers a broad area and was
identified so that potential impacts resulting from the potentiai development of any
alternative could be adequately assessed in subsequent analyses. The Initial
Project Study Area, shown in Exhibit 1.1-2, covered approximately 1,960 square
miles in South Central Idaho. The study area boundary is roughly defined by
squaring off an area bounded by the following towns and roads:

» Highway 46 to the West;

« The town of Ketchum, Idaho to the North;

¢ The town of Carey, Idaho to the East; and

¢ The town of Shoshone, Idaho to the South.

The primary criterion for determining the size -Of the initial area of investigation was
to include the existing SUN site; areas affected by approach and d“é;{arture routes
to and from the existing airport; those portions of /Biaine, Camas,, and Lincoln
counties, where potential airport sites were previously reviewed (as part of the
2006 Feasibility Study); and finally, areas where_additional potential alternative
sites might be identified. %

Identification of Facility Requirements

Facility/airside layouts and boundaries"—{or,t‘ﬁe alternate airport site were selected
based on a combination of SUN's currént aIIoca}ion of space, existing facility
dimensions, and lafid use.at existing éjrports of comparable size and market
potential, and calculations and analyses derived from future air traffic forecasts for
the region. Common.templates, or size of areas, were identified for the site area,
runway length, termlnétareé,- FBO area, GA area, approach and navigational aids,
and ground‘access routes:. The folléwing text explores the individual aspects of the
Airport's"facilitieé}‘ag well a§'ﬁow each area’s requirements were reached.
1 S

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 11
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RUNWAY LENGTH

Based on the Runway Length Analysis presented in the 2008 EIS Phase I Plan of
Study, an 8,500-foot primary runway length was required to meet the needs of the
majority of the forecast aircraft fleet mix (at that time). This included the Airport’s
existing and future critical/design aircraft, the De Havilland Dash 8-Q400 (existing
conditions) and Airbus 319/320 (in the future).

The purpose of the 2008 EIS Phase I Plan of Study runway length analysis was to
determine an adequate length for the replacement airport’s primary and crosswind
runways. Runway length requirements were identified fot several aircraft groups
(narrow body air carriers, turbo props, and regional jets) forecast to operate at the
airport through 2021. Examples of aircraft that were"expected to provide air
service In the future included the B737, A319, A320,-CRJ, ER3, and Dash 8 Q400.

Y %

The runway length requirements were calcyléted using charts published in the
aircraft manufacturers’ aircraft performance manyals. Reqi]irements were
calculated by taking into consideration thé airport eleyation above mean sea level
(MSL), hot day temperature, and the performance -characteristics and operating
weight of aircraft forecast to be serving the airpert. The operating weight of an
aircraft is dependent on the amount of fuel needéd to reach the destination, the
amount of payload (passengers, baggage, and cargo)-and operating empty weight
(OEW). Both the amount of fuel required to complete the flight, and the payload
are variable quantities that can fluctuate depending on' destination and season,
among other factors. : AT ’

ol W

Airport elevation was consistently Iisted‘\ps 5,500 feet above MSL for all runway
length calculations:‘due to thg current airport elevation. However, this elevation is
generally conservative, since;most of the é{ter‘nate sites were placed in a location
approximately 500 feet. below this height. The average temperature on a hot day
(81° F.) Is a measure of the typical-warmest temperature average during the year.
A hot Qay reference temperature is the safest option to choose when determining
runway length since-it accounts for days when longer than usual take off distances
would be necessary. 3

Four destinations of varying stage lengths were picked as potential markets for the
future airport: based on the airlines that serviced Friedman Memorial Airport, and
airlines expressing interest in providing future air service (according to airline
surveys conducted by Landrum & Brown) at the time. These destination airports
serve as hubs for ‘major airlines and include Los Angeles International Airport,
Denver International Airport, Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport, and
Chicago O’Hare International Airport. The range flown between the new airport and
these locations obviously varies in distance, with Denver being the closest airport
(484 nm) and O'Hare being the farthest (1,165 nm). The maximum ranges of each
aircraft expected to provide air service greatly exceed the stage lengths between
the four destinations mentioned above. Consequently, the fuel necessary to travel
these distances would be less than the maximum fuel capacity each aircraft can
hold, allowing the fuel takeoff weight to be reduced, which is part of the total
takeoff weight of the aircraft. This in turn reduces the length of runway required

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 13
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for takeoff. Commercial air service providers typically attempt to use the least
amount of fuel necessary to operate a flight to maintain efficiency, but enough to
allow a safe and complete flight. These weight reductions allow for an overall
decrease in the runway takeoff length requirements.

Payload weight accounts for a significant portion of the total takeoff weight since it
takes into consideration passengers, baggage, and cargo the aircraft carries. For
this runway length analysis, 225-pounds per passenger weight was assumed when
calculating passenger load into the analysis. Aircraft hauling cargo, in addition to
their usuat load, was assumed unlikely based on existing forecasts and practices at
the time.

If full payload and fuel weight were used for the SUN runway fength calculations for
all the proposed aircraft, then runway takeoff iengths. reqmre\d for a number of the
aircraft types would be above typical runway. . 1engths at comparable airports.
Therefore, several payload and fuel weight scenanos were considered in the runway
length analysis revealing a consistent runway length of 8,500 feet average for the
primary runway for the new airport. F il ; N

R = A
Nie, A

The runway length analysis for a crosswind ruriwaf resulted in a length of 6,800
feet. According to FAA recommendations, “100%., of the recommended runway
length determined for the lower ‘crosswind capable Aairplane using the primary
runway” should be used as a standard for determlnlng the crosswind runway
length. 1In reference to the FAA Achnsory Circular 150/5325 -4B Runway Length
Requirements for Airport Design, the Dash 8 Q400 represents the “lower crosswind
capable airplane” in this analysis, and requires 6, 800 feet for runway takeoff iength
at maximum takeoff ‘Welght ,The crosswind runway may also potentially serve as
the premier runway for gqneral aircraft operations. If this function occurs
frequently, then’ “the ‘runway; length may be Constructed at a lesser length than
indicated in the analys15 smce the crosswind would be maintained ultimately for the
purpose of general aircraft operatlons rather than commercial aircraft operations.
The takeoff runway Iength ret:gmmendatlon for a primary runway at the Friedman
Memorial Replacement Airport primarily based on projected aircraft use, average
hot day temperatures, and average airfield elevations is 8,500 feet long, and the
suggested cx:osswmd runway length is 6,800 feet long.

SITE ACREAGE.

1“".‘. -

As previously mentioned, the 2006 Feasibility Study focused on the identification
and selection of sites having a minimum of 600 acres of land. The conceptual
layout of the replacement airport that was used to identify potential sites and
required acreage only encompassed land area for a single 8,500-foot long runway.
Along with the runway, it also included the land associated with the RPZ off each
runway end and additional acreage off the sides of the runway to provide space for
aviation-related development.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 14
Landrum & Brown



FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN UPDATE MARCH 2016

Subsequent to the 2008 EIS Phase I Plan of Study site evaluation process, the need
to consider providing a crosswind runway at several of the sites reviewed in the
2006 Feasibility Study (including the sponsor’s proposed site) was identified. This
need could not be accommodated within the general parameters of the property
envelope that was identified in the 2006 Feasibility Study, and therefore resulted in
the need to review and redefine what the property envelope for the replacement
airport site would be.

It should be noted that a single acreage value for application to all sites was not
considered realistic. Rather, each site was reviewed, taking into consideration area
required for major airport facilities, and incorporating area to ensure long-range
accommodation of demand. Also, to the extent possible, the property boundary
was identified using existing property limits, phy§;cal features, and roadways,
attempting to avoid the creation of irregular property. remna‘nts The property area
definition was based on breaking the Airport up into ma;or components and defining
the area that would be required for each corr":ponent These major components
consisted of the airfield and associated safety areas,; protection zbnes, and object
free areas, the terminal area, and support’lng uses typically accomn'iqdated within
the terminal, and GA and FBO area. The basis" for defining these required areas are
presented in the following sections. .

IERMINAL AREA ENVELOPE
- __\_,c_

Aside from the airfield, a central element of the proposéd future airport was the
passenger terminal complex, and the vanoUs ‘uses and facilities that support the
day-to-day operation and function of the\termlnal

In defining the acreage requirements that should be reserved for terminal area
facilities and operations, it is mecessary to censider not only the needs on the day of
facility commissioning, - Qut also, to unders;and that the new airport will serve the
needs of the Wood River Region -for decades to come. This foresight ensures
additional acreage’ procurement for accommodating the incremental expansion of
facilities over the life of the facility.

To develop the terminal‘\area envelope estimate, a benchmarking process involving
an array of comparable airport terminal areas was employed. A series of
commercial service atrports were identified having enplaned passenger levels
ranging from approximately 80,000 annually to at least one airport with
approximately 570,000 annually enplaned passengers. The majority of airports
considered had passenger levels between 100,000 to 250,000 annually. In
evaluating the Airports for inclusion in the benchmarking process, consideration
was given to obtaining a sampling of airports located in the western U.S., along
with facilities serving resort destinations, as is the case with SUN.

For purposes of defining the terminal area, the following features were
incorporated: the area occupied by the commercial passenger buiiding, the terminal
aircraft parking ramp, terminal circulation roadways, public parking areas, rental
car ready return parking areas, and rental car service areas, to the extent that they
were in proximity to the terminal.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 15
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Based on these considerations, the following airports were identified and their
respective terminal area acreages were calculated for the purposes of the
benchmarking process (see Table 1.1-1). As depicted in the table, terminal area
acreage results from benchmarking comparable airports revealed an average of
approximately 30 acres. Therefore, a relatively conservative land mass of 50 acres
was applied as the terminal area template size for all proposed airport site
locations.

Table 1.1-1
TERMINAL AREA ENVELOPE - BENCHMARK ANALYSIS
TERMINAL
AIRPORT/COMMUNITY P:I;:!E-:I:Egs AREA
: 1 ACREAGE
Northwest Arkansas Regional Airport - < T 567, 34i 59.43
Bentonvilie, AR {(XNA) : ‘-\:
Billings Logan Int'l Airport - Blllings, MT (BIL) .. . 403,645 | -39.71
Gallatin Field — Bozeman, MT (BZN) ) "-‘.‘_ | .+ 318,115 i 27.75
Asheville Regional Airport - Asheville, NC (AVL) ‘ " 289,550 42.12
Missoula International Airport — Missqula, MT (MSO) § = 276,170 35.29
Jackson Hole Airport - Jackson, WY (JAC) “L. 274,031 - 21.76
Rapid City Regional Airport - Rapid City;.SD {RAP) ~226,323 36.20
Eagle County Regional Airport - Vaﬂ/Eagf@ Co. (EGE) 217,039 30.10
Roberts Field - Redmond, OR (RDM) % & 1 < 205,930 47.54
Aspen-Pitkin County - Aspen, CO (ASE) | 201,642 8.0
Monterey Peninsula Alrport — Mpnterey, CA {MRY) 200,091 15.49
Glacier Park Int'l Aifport — Kalispell, MT (GPI) * 175,157 27.56
Grand Junction Regiona‘l‘;-'Gravrid Junction, CO (6IT) 159,509 24.74
Bellingham Int’l Airport - Bellingham, WA (BLT) 135,129 17.09
Yampa Véﬂ'eiAi’i‘pOrt Steamboat Springs, CO (HDN) 131,448 24.90
Durango-La Plata County Airport— Durango CO (DRO) 113,516 22.80
AVERAGE ; 243,415 30.03
Source: Landrum & Brown, June ibOB
- P._RATO' FB ENE N (GAY E LOPE

o o F

FBO and GA airporifacilities are other functions that need to be accounted for when
planning the FMRA site. The FBO and GA aviation sector includes corporate
hangars and buildings, flight schools and training, recreational and sport aircraft
storage facilities, apron areas outside the terminal apron area, private hangar and
building space, and automobile parking areas for these facilities. The same
considerations that were applied when determining the terminal acreage (in terms
of meeting future needs, as opposed to accommodating only current demand) also
pertain to the FBO and GA area envelope.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 16
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The benchmarking process that was utilized to determine the approximate size for
the terminal acreage template was also applied as a method for establishing the
FBO and GA area template size. FBO and GA acreages were measured from the
same airports identified for the terminal area benchmarking. Table 1.1-2 displays
the FBO and GA acreage amounts calculated for the selected airports and displays
the Airports’ average acreage amount.

Table 1.1-2
FBO AND GA ENVELOPE - BENCHMARK ANALYSIS

ENPLANED FBO/GA
AIRPORT/COMMUNITY P AS?ENGERS ACREAGE

Northwest Arkansas Reglenal Airport - . 56%7.341 51.23
Bentonville, AR (XNA) ‘

Billings Logan Int'l Airport - Billings, MT (BIL) < . 7 403,645, 131.55
Gallatin Field -~ Bozeman, MT (BZN) 318,115 87.i6
Asheville Reglonal Airport - Asheville, NC (AVL) - . 289,550 | T47.65
Missoula International Airport ~ Missoula, MT (MSO}) < 276,170 ¢ B4.09
Jackson Hole Airport - Jackson, WY (JAC) e - 274,031 26.22
Rapid City Regional Airport - Rapid City, SD (RAP) F.ov 226,323 64.26
Eagle County Regional Alrport - Vail/Eagle Co. (EGE) v 217,039 33.82
Roberts Field - Redmond, OR (RDM) % 205,930 72.76
Aspen-Pitkin County - Aspen, CO (ASE)} *« 201,642 40.17
Monterey Peninsula Airport - Monterey, CA{MRY) ~§ = 200,091 127.96
Glacler Park Int'l Alrpost — Kalfspell, MT (GPL} i 175,157 48.15
Grand Junction Regional - Grand Junction, CO (GIT) 159,509 80.55
Bellingham Int’! Airport - Bellingham, WA (BLI). 135,129 43.41
Yampa Valley Airport - Steamboat Springs, CO {HDN) 131,448 11.24
Durango-LaPlata County Airport - Dirango, CO (DRO) 113,516 39.25
Friedman Memorial-Airport (SUN) 70,057 36.76
AVERAGE R S, 243,415 60.36

‘ =Y K.
Source: Landrum & Brown, June 2008
5

Based on the benchmarked airport measurements shown on Table 1.1-2, the
average size fbr\FBO and GA areas at airports comparable to SUN is approximately
60 acres. As a megans of providing extra flexibility to this average, a template size
of 75 acres was placed on the alternate airport sites to represent the FBO and GA
area for initial planning purposes. Also, in defining the acreage for each of the
sites, additional acreage adjacent to the runway system was incorporated into the
property envelope to ensure the availability of land for development of expanded
facilities in the future.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 17
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PPRO ND NAVIGATIONAL

In addition to providing area for the airfield and aviation-retated-development, the
2008 EIS Phase 1 Plan of Study analysis also considered the extent to which
approach capability should be enhanced and the range of navigational aids that
should be incorporated into the development of a replacement airport. At the time
the 2008 EIS Phase I Plan of Study was being done, the definition of approach
capability and the navigational aids needed to support these approaches were in a
state of fluctuation because the FAA was moving towards a satellite-based system,
in lieu of ground-based navigation aids; this continues to be the case. While all
indications continue to support that the agency is intending to move entirely to a
satellite-based air navigation system, the timing of ful implementation of this
process will be heavily dependent upon federal- fundlng and congressional
appropriations. Potential still exists for the FAA to complet‘e thelr conversion from
land-based navigational aid (NAVAID) to satelhteé‘based aid by-the time a potential
replacement airport commences operations. . ’However, to address any possible
delays, the analysis considered the fact tl:aét development of ft}l:ure approaches
could require either the purchase of new fﬁavlgationaf equipment or ’the relocation
of existing systems that presently serve the current alrport

While the Airport is currently conductlng an mdependent study to identify potential
incremental improvements to demsion height to decrease the minimums as much
as possible, the fact remains that one of the key limitations that have significantly
impacted SUN is the high minimum de;scent altitude assocﬁated with the approaches
to the current runway. The Minimum: Deseént Altitude is defined as “the lowest
altitude specified in an instrument approach procedure, expressed in feet above
MSL, to which descent is- authorized on final approach or during circle to land
maneuvering until the piiot ees the required visual referenced for the runway of
intended landing.” " '.'H Uig

At the time of the 2008 EIS Phase 1 Plannlng Study, the lowest minimum descent
altitude was 1,00Q feet above the airfield elevation with three miles horizontal
V|5|b|I_|ty This capablhty is only available if the aircrew has special authorization
and. training, and the aircraft is specially equipped, which most are not. For those
that cannot obtain special authofization, the minimum descent altitude increases to
1,800 feet above the airfield elevation. As a result, approximately 22 percent of
commercial flights and an unknown number of GA flights were diverted to airports
in the surrounding region, rather than being able to land at SUN during winter
months. To ensure the reliability of the Airport and its capability to accommodate
operational activity not only during fair weather conditions, but also in periods when
visibility has been reduced below VFR conditions, the Airport must be equipped with
a suite of basic navigation aids and provided with approaches that allow for
instrument operational capability.

During the 2006 Feasibility Study, the issue of flight completion reliability
contributed to the determination that the future replacement airport needed to be
capable of accommodating at least one CAT I ILS. The CAT I system would be
required to accommodate operations when cioud ceilings are no lower than 200 feet
above the airfield elevation and visibility is not tess than one-half mile.  This
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capability is a major improvement over current conditions and is relatively
consistent with other commercial service airports of similar size. It was further
decided that sites would alsoc be evaluated for their ability to provide added
instrument approach capability should the demand ever dictate. Providing at least
one CAT I approach was identified as a minimum threshold criteria in the site
evaluation process. Based on detailed discussions with the FAA, the ability to
accommodate more than one CAT I or to accommodate a CAT II capability was
factored into the assessment of site flexibility and expansion capability. The three
categories of instrument landing minimums are defined below as are the three
variations on CAT III minima:

¢ Category I - Decision Height (DH) 200 feet and Runway Visual Range (RVR)
2,400 feet;

* Category II -~ DH 100 feet and RVR 1,200 feét;

¢ Category IIla - No DH or DH below 100 feet and RVRnot less than 700
feet;

= Category IIIb - No DH or DH below 50 feet and RVR less than 700 feet, but
not less than 150 feet;

« Category IIIc - No DH and o RVR limitation..

It should be noted that for both CAT IIand III, spec:al -authorization and aircraft
equipment is required before the procedure can be utlllzed

Assuming the development of a CAT I approach capgblhty, certain navigational aids
must be mcorporatéd into the design of the replacement airport and provisions
made for their deployment A CAT I apprqach will require the installation of a full
ILS (assumes current ground -based system reliance) consisting of a localizer
antenna, glide slope antennae, an approach’ light system, and two electronic marker
beacons located along theé final approach. The two beacons are typically located off
airport due to the dlstance the marker beacons need to be from the runway landing
threshold. Land area ‘to accomimodate the localizer, glide slope, and approach light
system have been lncorporated into the overall land area requirements already
discussed. Land acquisition for the marker beacons would be minimal and the
location of thi\s property éntirely dependent upon the site selected.
x !

In addition to the equipment comprising the ILS for the approach, there could also
be the need to acquire and site an additional land-based navigation aid to meet the
need for missed approaches. Discussions with representatives of the FAA Air Route
Traffic Control Center (ARTCC) indicated that they anticipate the use of GPS
technology to identify a navigation fix that would be used as a basis for specifying a
missed approach procedure for the selected site. Should this not occur, it would be
necessary to consider the installation of some other ground-based system. This
might consist of relocating the existing Non-Directional Beacon (NDB) that currently
serves SUN (located immediately south of Site 4), the acquisition of a new NDB (if
the systems remain available), or the acquisition and installation of a Very High
Frequency Omni-Directional Range Station with Distance Measuring Equipment
(VOR/DME).
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Development of a CAT II approach capability would trigger the need for several
enhancements to the systems required to support the lower approach minimums.
As noted, the evaluation of sites does consider the possibility to accommodate
either multiple CAT I capabilities and/or a CAT 1II capability as a part of the analysis
of flexibility and expansion capability. A CAT II approach would require installation
of an additional marker beacon along with a significant upgrade to the approach
lighting system from a Medium-Intensity Approach Lighting System with runway
alignment indicator lights (MALSR) to a standard 2,400-foot high-intensity
Approach Lighting System with Sequenced Flashers (ALSF-2), installation of
Touchdown Zone (TDZ) lighting, and runway centerline lights.

A further improvement noted by the FAA Northwest Region representatives and
representatives of the FAA Salt Lake ARTCC is the installation of an Airport
Surveillance Radar (ASR) to assist in handling short-range air traffic in close
proximity (60 miles or less) to future airport and terminal area. The potential for
the location of an ASR in conjunction with the replacement airport was incorporated
into the assessment of the individual alternative alrport sites.
!.—'z

Finally, while technically not an approach a[d |t is antmpa’ged that the. future airport
will be served by an ATCT, as is the case with t'he ‘existing Airport. Whether this
facility will be an FAA or a comtract tower will-be determined at that time.
Regardless, the future airport will* include this facmty and capability. The space
requirement for this facility is assumed in the land ~area requirements of the
terminal area previously noted. , :

GROUND ACCE UTES k “

.
q- 3

A

An airport access- roadway is an essentlal requirement, because it connects the
proposed airport’ faeluues to l;he nearest phmary highway at each airport site. In
determining the optimum placement for ground access roads at the future airport
locations, a key objective was to- develnp a roadway with the shortest distance
possible between the Alrport facilities and the nearest highway. The purpose of
aiming toward this goal was’ multl -faceted and ultimately structured towards the
followmg " o

] Mlnlmlzmg envnronmental impacts
. Reducmg the need for additional land acquisition

» Reducing the cost of development

Roadway placement varied between two options: one being retention and usage of
existing roadway(s) near the site, and the other being newly constructed routes.
Placement of access roads on current roadways was an appealing option in
addressing two out of the three criteria, because it allowed for reduced
development costs (new roadway versus modifying current roadway) and
minimization of environmental impacts. However, direct, newly developed routes
persisted as the prevailing option because these roadways generally were the
shortest distance attainable between the proposed facilities and the closest
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highway. The lengths of new roadways often ranged between one to two miles long
for most proposed sites.

Evaluation of all Identified Sites - Summary

A total of 18 sites were identified in the EIS Phase I Plan of Study (2008), including
Site 1, known as the existing Airport site (see Exhibit 1.1-3). Fifteen of the
eighteen sites (all sites but Sites 1, 10A and 17) were from the 2006 Feasibility
Study (nine of the fifteen were modified as part of the EIS Phase 1 Plan of Study),
and the remaining two sites (10A and 17) were developed as part of EIS Phase I
Plan of Study (2008) and considered new.

Three alternatives were defined for Site 1, the emstlng Airport, which allowed for
redevelopment of the site to accommeodate proper FAA design standards, as well as,
future Airport expansion . However, an alternatlve fayout/conflguratlon could not
be found that would alsc address the concern .af service reliability: during the winter
months. After many conversations with tf}g FAA (at the time), it ‘was determined
that Site 1 would not be able to achieve swgmf‘camtly lower mlﬁunums either
through new/upcoming technologies or by reconfiguration (as the surrounding
topography would not allow for it). This Ilmltatldn eilmlnated the three alternatives
for the existing Airport site; therefore, Site 1 was not analyzed further. It should
be noted that the Airport is currently conducting an independent study to identify
potential incrementai |mprovement§ to- decision height to decrease the minimums
as much as possible since replacing the: alrport is not currently a possibility.
However, the decision height cannot:be Iowered enough to achieve a 200-foot
ceiling with Y2-mile visibllity minimums. \;

In addition, Site 16 was also eliminated early on in the screening process due to
multiple fatal flaws . (I e. the inability to provide for CAT I missed approach
capability for northwesterly arnvals or to accommodate a CAT I approach to the
southeast, and significant drive times (ranging from 77 minutes to 155 minutes) to
Sun VaIIey/Ketchum, Halley, Bellevue, Shoshone, Carey, and Twin Falls) - and
therefore, was not further analyzed.

With the elimination of-Site 1 and 16, the remaining 16 sites were evaluated in
further detail (as part of the 2008 EIS Phase I Plan of Study) and analyzed using
specific screening criteria. These 16 sites are depicted, along with brief site
descriptions, on Exhibits 1.1-4 through 1.1-19.

Three levels of screening were used to narrow down the list of potential
replacement sites to the most viable options. A total of 14 evaiuation criteria were
developed for use in assessing sites. These fourteen criteria and the stage in which
they were applied are listed below:
TIER ONE EVALUATION: FATALLY FLAWED SITES

1. Category I Approach\Missed Approach Capability for the Primary Runway;

2. 60-minute maximum drive time from Ketchum, Hailey, Bellevue, and Carey

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 21
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With the use of the Tier One fatal flaw criteria, eight aiternate airport sites were
identified as lacking one or both of these vital factors. A site was eliminated if it
failed either of the two criteria - the site did not have to fail both criteria for it to be
“fatally flawed.” Eight sites (2, 3, 7, 8, 11, 14, 15, and 16) were identified as
unsuitable for the replacement airport.

TIER TWO EVALUATION: EVALUATION OF NON-FATALLY FLAWED ALTERNATIVE
AIRPORT SITES

3. Safety Considerations;
Topography of the Site;
Landside Expansion Capability;
Airside Expansion Capability,

Site Development Factors;

® N 0ok

Conformity with Local, State, and Federal Land Use Regulatory
Requirements; R p i

.
T

9. Sponsorship;
10. Property Ownership Consicie,rations;

TN

11. Proximity to Demand;

12. Accessibility to Reglonal Roadv)ays

5
)

The Tier Two analysis of the remaining nine sites (4, 5, 6, 9, 10, 10A, 12, 13, and
17) was conducte‘é to evaluate the sites on additional criteria. Unlike Tier One
criteria, the Tier Two criteria were not considered fatal flaw criteria. Tier Two
criteria evaluated the cgnstructability, expandability, and accessibility of the sites,
as well as theé sponsorsﬁrp\, and conformity with local, State, and Federal land use
regulatory requn‘ements Kafety was addressed relatlve to the location of the
various sites to known wetlahds, which are attractants for animals of concern to
aircraft, operators (such as waterfowl and large mammals). Wetlands were also of
concern in terms of constructablllty, however, the Tier Two analysis did not
evaluate the environmental impacts associated with siting an airport on or near
wetlands; that analysis was to be done during the environmental analysis of the
sites that move"fgmard in the EIS process.

Several of the above criteria were comprised of multiple sub-criteria, or
components, that were considered. For example, under Site Development Factors,
seven individual sub-criteria were combined to arrive at an overall site rating score
ranging between 0 (worst) to 5 (best) for that individual evaluation criteria.
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FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN UPDATE MarcH 2016

A summary of the Tier Two site evaluation rankings for the nine sites discussed
above is presented in Exhibit 1.1-20. All of the sites analyzed in Tier Two scored
between 35 and 47 points, with six of the nine sites scoring between 35 and 41
points. For reference, a perfect score in all categories would have yielded a total
score of 55 points. Sites 6 and 9 scored the lowest with 37.7 and 35.7 points
respectively. Four sites (5, 10, 13, and 17) ranked between 39 and 41. Three sites
rated above 44 points, including: Site 4, Site 10A, and Site 12. For a site to be
carried forward to the next level of analysis (Tier Three), it was decided that the
site had to have a score of or above the 80th percentile or 44.2 points. Sites 4,
10A, and 12 ranked superior as compared to any of the other Tier Two sites and
met or exceeded the 80th percentile threshold. Thereforg, due to their ranking,
sites 4, 10A, and 12 were selected for further evaluatlon (Tier Three) to identify
which, if any, would not be abie to support addltlo‘hal or enhanced instrument
approach capabilities in the future.

TIER THREE EVALUATION: REFINED AIRSPACE iNb"APbROACH\tAP' BILITY
13. Ability to accommodate multiple Category I approaches; and

]
Es

14. Ability to accommodate one or more Catggory fI approaches
Upon completion of the Tier Two evaluation of srtes,xt,hree replacement airport sites
were identified for further con5|derat|on (Sites 4, 10A;. and 12). Discussions were
held with representatives from the coytractor prowdlng air traffic control services at
the existing airport, as well as with representatives, tof the FAA’s Northwest
Mountain Region, including the PIanhlng ‘diviston, Flight Standards, Airspace,
Facilities Groups, and the Salt Lake Air Route Traffig Control Center. During these
discussions, questlgﬂs arose relative to the ability of various sites to accommodate
multiple CAT I apnrdaches and the ability:.to meet CAT II approach criteria. The
premise of the comments maintained that ‘while meeting the minimum threshold
criteria of providing a single ‘t‘AT I approach was reasonable, the flexibility of a site
to provide for expanded \approach capabilities should also be considered as a
compal;atlve tool to, further differentiate and define those sites possessing the best
possLb1e flexibility ant:{ capabll‘ty

As the FAA moves toward a satelllte based air navigation system, employing GPS
supplementqd by Wide! Area Augmentation System (WAAS) and Local Area
Augmentation. System (LAAS), the need for ground-based Localizers, Glide Slope
Antennas, and Inner, Middle, and Outer Marker beacons (as elements of instrument
landing systems) wm be phased out. This will significantly reduce the cost to the
FAA and airport sponsors when developing multiple instrument approach
capabilities and make it easier for airports to implement multiple instrument
approaches in a much more cost-effective manner. Since the FMRA is intended to
serve the region well into the future, it is clear that during the life span of the
airport, the FAA will fully implement their satellite-based systems. The results will
be the ability of an airport to deploy muitiple instrument approaches at a significant
reduction in cost to the sponsor and the agency. Thus, while full achievement and
implementation of this intended goal is still in the future, evaluating alternative
sites from the perspective of having the ability and flexibility to accommodate this
capability is a prudent and reasonable action.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 40
Landrum & Brown
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FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN UPDATE MARCH 2016

With this in mind, it was determined, based on the input from an array of FAA
divisions, which upon completion of the second tier evaluation’s initial short listing
of sites, a third and final tier of evaluation of those short-listed sites would be
undertaken. The third tier addressed each short-listed site's ability to
accommodate multiple CAT I approaches/missed approaches, and then assessed
the ability of the short-listed sites to also accommodate a CAT II approach and
missed approach should such capability ever be necessary. For clarity, the
minimums associated with these two categories are listed below:

o CATEGORY I - DH 200 feet and RVR or horizontal VIS|b|Iity, 2,400 feet
« CATEGORY II - DH at 100 feet and RVR of 1,200 feét

The analysis of additional instrument approach capal{)llltles was intended to provide
a final, more refined level of detail to determine ‘the Qttnbui:es and constraints of
the three sites carried forward from the Tier Tw6 évaluation. Ifa, slte was found to
have significantly less flexibility and capabllrty to respond to futi}re technological
changes than others, that finding was usgd,tfo prever?t a site from meng forward
in the EIS process. Ultimately, all three sites (4,. 1BA and 12) survived this
evaluation process and were identified to be carrlgd fbrward into the EIS process for

further evaluation.
Y
*******i**‘***-**********.*_*_
‘( - -\’:’ <~ \,
Elements of and knowledge acquired: durlng the €IS Phase I Plan of Study was
incorporated into formal draft EIS chapters. Honger due to cost and wild life
issues, the FAA eventﬂaliy termlnated the, EIS l

,F

1.2 Alternative “Replacement Airport Sltes

Seventeen potential replqcement -Airport srtes were identified by previous planning
studies/efforts and have been summarized in the previous sections. The 17 sites
are pcesented again_on Exh‘iblt 1.2-1 for reference. These 17 sites include Site
16, Whlch was eliminated from ~=further evaluation in the EIS Phase I Plan of Study
(2008) _For the purposes of this Study, and presentation of potential alternative
rep!acement airport sites, Site 16 has been added back into the range of
alternatives “fo ensure nothing is inadvertently overlooked in the future. No
additional sites.were idehtified, added, or evaluated as part of this effort. The 17
sites will be evaluqted on a pass/fail basis using the screening criteria presented in
the next section. The following is a description of Sites 2 through 17.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 42
Landrum & Brown
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Site 2

Site 2 is located in Blaine County near the Bellevue Triangle, which encompasses
the area west of State Highway 75, east of the Big Wood River, and north of U.S.
20. The 2006 Feasibility Study originally identified Site 2. The independent review
of potential airport sites conducted in the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study moved
the site north to adjust for topography south of the proposed location and to factor
in the potential need to provide for a crosswind runway.

Site 3

Site 3 is located in Blaine County in the north-central portion of the Bellevue
Triangle, which encompasses the area west of State ‘Highway 75, east of the Big
Wood River, and north of U.S. 20. The 2006 Feasfbu':ty St'udy orlglnally identified
Site 3. The independent review of potential alrppﬁr 5|tes conducted in the 2008 EIS
Phase I Planning Study did not modify the Slte, )

.4

Site 4 i _ \

Site 4 is located in Blaine County at the southern end of the Bellevue Triangle
paraliel to and immediately north of U.S. 20. The 2006 Feasibility Study originally
identified Site 4. The independent review of potential airport sites conducted in the
2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study did rot modify the site. .
Site 5 \

Y, -
Site 5 is located in Blaine County to the east of Sité 4 (in the southeastern portion
of the Bellevue Triangle), weést of Gannett'Picabo Road, and north of U.S. 20. The
2006 Feasibility Study originally identifi ed Site 5. The independent review of
potential airport sites conduéted in the 20@8 EIS Phase I Planning Study did not
modify the site.

Site 6

Site 6 is located in Bla‘i{xe County approximately 2 miles to the southeast of the
communlty of Picabo, 5 miles west-southwest of Carey, approximately 1 mile south
of U.S. 20, and abuts the west side of Picabo Cutoff Road. The 2006 Feasibility
Study originally |dent|f|ed Site 6. However, the independent review of potential
airport sites conducted in the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study modified the site to
incorporate a crosswind runway alignment.

Site 7

Site 7 is located in Blaine County approximately 4 miles east-southeast of Site 6
and 4 miles south of Carey, Idaho. U.S. 26/93 is located a short distance to the
east of the site and turns to form a portion of the southern boundary for the site.
The 2006 Feasibility Study originally identified Site 7. The independent review of
potential airport sites conducted in the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study moved the
site to incorporate a crosswind runway.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 44
Landrum & Brown
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Site 8

Site 8 is located in Blaine County 2 miles north of the Blaine County/Lincoln County
boundary, approximately 8 miles south of the Timmerman Hills, 8 miles east of
State Highway 75, and 7 miles west of U.S. 26/93. The 2006 Feasibility Study
originally identified Site 8. However, the independent review of potential airport
sites conducted in the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study modified the site in an
attempt to achieve a CAT-I approach.

Site 9

Site 9 is located in the northeast comner of Lincoln County approximately 2 miles
south of the Blaine/Lincoln County line, 1 mile ,nérth-.‘of Burmah Road, and
approximately 1 mile east of State Highway 75. The.site li€s adjacent to a channel
of the Big Wood River and was originally identified by the 2006 Feasibility Study.
However, the independent review of potential. airpott sites condqcted in the 2008
EIS Phase I Planning Study modified the snte to address the poteqt’ ial need for a
crosswind runway.

Site 10

Site 10 is located in Blaine County approxlmatel:y 2 miles to the east of
State Highway 75 and approximately 2 miles to-: . the north-northeast of
Wedge Butte. The site is situated etween Wedge Butrte to the south and the
Timmerman Hills to the north. The 2q06 Feasrb;hty Study originally identified the
site. However, the independent review: of potentia airport sites conducted in the
2008 EIS Phase 1 Plahmng Study modifi eﬂ the site tb address the potential need for
a crosswind runway

Site 10a

Site 10a.is @ modification of. S;I:e 10 and was not part of the original 2006 Feasibility
Study.” As this is a 'modlﬁcatlep of Site 10, this site is referred to as Site 10a. Site
10a-is situated approximately 2 miles south-southeast of Wedge Butte and 1 mile
east of State Highway 75 In Blaine County.

Site 11

Site 11 is located in eastern Camas County just south of the Camas County/Blaine
County boundary. ‘The independent review of potential airport sites conducted in
the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study adjusted the location of Site 11 from the
locale identified in the 2006 Feasibility Study. Originally located approximately 2
miles south of Moonstone Mountain, the proposed site was shifted west
approximately 2.5 miles to a location 2 miles due south of the County Line
Road/U.S. 20 intersection to take advantage of an existing road and bridge over
Camas Creek.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 45
Landrum & Brown
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Site 12

Site 12 is located in western Blaine County just east of the Camas County/Blaine
County boundary. The independent review of potential replacement airport sites
conducted in the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study adjusted the location of Site 12
from that originally identified in the 2006 Feasibility Study to address the potential
impact that Moonstone Mountain had on the viability of runway approach
capabilities. Originally located approximately 0.5 mile north of U.S. 20, the
proposed site was shifted south requiring realignment of U.S. 20. The site was
also shifted east to keep the entire airport site and its associated RPZs within Blaine
County.

Site 13

Site 13 is located in Camas County west of the Blalne/Cgmas County line,
immediately west of Camas Creek and along the north side of U. S 20 in Camas
County. No substantial changes in location ;ar conflguratlon occurred to the original
site, identified in the 2006 Feasibility Study: - 1

\:_ ’
o

Site 14 "‘51 -,j";

Originally identified by the 2006 ‘Feasibility Study, Site 14 is located in Camas
County, approximately 2 miles souti*{ of U.S, 20 and 1 _mile to the east of State
Highway 46. The site is bordered by Lincoln Avenue to the east, Five Mile Road to
the west, Wylder Road to the north, and Bahr Ranch Road/Frostenson Road to the
south, The independent review of pote‘ntlal sites conducted in the 2008 EIS Phase
I Planning Study d|d not mocllfy the site.

C

2 'v ]
Site 15 ‘\; _ ) 4
Originally identified by the 2006 Feasrbmty Study, Site 15 is located 2 miles north of
Site 14. . Site 15'is located- in Camas County, abutting the north side of U.S. 20,
with it western boundary defmed by Selby Road (northerly extension of State
nghway 46). The mdependent review of potential sites conducted in the 2008 EIS
Phase I Planning Study dld not modify the site.

Site 16 - ‘

The 2006 Feasrbtm‘y Study originally identified Site 16. However, the independent
review of potential airport sites conducted in the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study
modified the site to incorporate the need for a crosswind runway. The site is
located in Blaine County north of Site 12 along Camp Creek Road and
approximately 8 miles from U.S. 20.

Site 17

Site 17 is a new site, not previously identified in the 2006 Feasibility Study.
The site is situated due south of Site 3 and north-northwest of Site 5 in the center
of the Bellevue Triangle in Blaine County.
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1.3 Identify Screening Criteria

The majority of the evaluation criteria identified by previous planning efforts and
presented in preceding sections were reviewed and determined sufficient to
evaluate the range of alternatives, therefore they will not be rehashed in this
section. However, four of the more “technical” screening criteria were
re-visited/updated in an effort to ensure current industry/local conditions and
planning/design standards were reflected in the alternatives evaiuation. These four
screening criteria are defined below and used to re-evaluate each of the 18
alternatives.

« Ability to Meet Updated Airport Facility Reqmrements (as presented in this
Master Plan)

« Ability to Prove Sponsorship/Location within B'[aine County
« Expansion Opportunity ]
* Ability to Meet CAT I Approach Capabitities

;“‘* =
These four screening criteria also reflect the; three ‘primary considerations that
continue to drive the purpose/need for a new replacement a|rport and relate
directly to the operation and vnablllty of a new replacement Airport; these include:

¢ Provide an airport that conf‘qrms to FAA alrport design standards, criteria,
and orders (i.e. has a feasible® Jocation) and viablg- §ponsor

e« Ensure the reliability of an é‘i,rport serying the Wood River Region by
providing approach capability that . will allow operations during periods of
reduced V|5|b|I|ty a minimum, Rrovide an approach capability allowing for
operations dOWn to a qelllng of 200" feet above airport elevation and one-half
mile visibility:

» Ensure the ablhty of the Airport to accommodate growth in operational
demand and in demand for néw and expanded facilities.

1.3.1  Ability td'Meet Updated Airport Facility Requirements

The newly drafted capacity and facility requirements presented in Chapter C,
Capacity Analysis & Facﬂity Requirements (completed for this Master Plan Update),
were compared to all 17 ‘replacement airport sites to ensure industry planning and
design standards were- still being successfully realized by the alternatives. If a
specific future facility reqmrement was not provided by the 2015 Draft MPU, but
was required for new replacement airport site, then the facility requirements
developed for the EIS Phase I Plan of Study (2008) were located, verified and/or
updated if needed, and then used for the purposes of this task. The following
functional areas were reviewed and results are presented below:

o Airside Facility Requirements
» Landside Facility Requirements (including Support Facility Requirements)
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Airside Facility Requirements

Airside facility requirements developed for the current draft Master Plan examined a
multitude of physical facilities and improvements needed to safely and efficiently
accommodate projected demand, including airfield dimensional criteria, approaches,
NAVAIDs, lighting, and safety surfaces. Pavement strength and condition were also
assessed in the facility requirements; however, do not affect the layout of the
airfield at the replacement airport sites. However, it is expected that pavement
strengths meet and/or exceed anticipated critical aircraft types in order to meet
future demand.

AIRFIELD DIMENSIONAL CRITERIA

As part of this Master Plan Update, airfield dimensional cnteria including runway
length, airfield design standards, and taxiway system- standards were examined to
determine whether existing facilities met curreﬁt and future demands As part of
this analysis, it was determined that the alrport reference code is ARC C-IIL.
However, although portions of the existing’ alrf‘ eld do hot meet C-III reqwrements,
it is recommended that all replacement alrpert site’ aIternatwes be’ designed to
handle C-III standards. In addition, runway Iength was analyzed utilizing 60, 70,
and 80 percent useful load factors in Chapter G, Capacity Analysis & Facility
Requirements. The analysis determined that most, if not all, commercial aircraft
currently departing from SUN take. weight penaltles a\nd any future change in
commercial service at SUN that mcorpprates I,grger passenger service aircraft would
result in the need for additional runway length. In anticipation of replacing regional
jets such as the CRJ790 larger potentlal rfeplacemgnt aircraft such as the CRJ900
and E170/175 series aircraft would also tequire longer runway lengths. It should
be noted that the- EIS Phase" I Plan of Study (2008) also conducted runway length
requirements from' an alternptive replacerﬁent siting perspective and determined
new primary runway ‘Iengthf requirements for replacement sites. Based on that
Study, if full payload antj fuel weight were used for the SUN runway length
calculations for all.the pmpe§ed aircraft, then runway takeoff lengths required for a
number of the aircraft types would be above typical runway lengths at comparable
a|rports Therefore, several payload and fuel weight scenarios were considered in
the runWay length analysis and revealed a consistent runway length of 8,500 feet
(on average) for the prirnary runway of a new airport. For alternatives with a
crosswind runway, the runway length required for the crosswind runway was 6,800
feet. For the purpose of this analysis, 8,500 feet for primary runways will continue
to be assumed for the 17 replacement sites. While a secondary runway was not
deemed necessary (for the existing site) under the Chapter C, Capacity Analysis &
Facility Requirements, to meet the 20-year operations forecast for the planning
period, some of the replacement airport sites will require a secondary 6,800-foot
crosswind runway to meet wind coverage requirements and make the alternative
feasible.
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Airfield design standards required for future demand at SUN were determined to
comply with RDC C-III-5000, meaning all replacement sites being considered will
be designed to comply with corresponding FAA standards located in AC 150/5300-
13A. This includes parking and operational safety separations, safety area and
zone dimensions, and runway widths. All taxiways at SUN replacement sites will
also need to comply with taxiway standards ADG III and TDG 5, as presented in
Chapter C, Capacity Analysis & Facility Requirements.

INSTRUMENT APPROACHES, NAVAIDS, AND AIRFIELD LIGHTING

A study to improve the existing Airport’s limited instrument approach procedures,
NAVAID equipment and capabilities, and airfield Iighting_ is currently underway.

It is recommended that the new replacement airport 5|tes continue to include an
instrument approach procedure for (at least) the primary runway end, capable of
handiing CAT I operations (200-foot ceiling and %imile v15|b|I|i:y) if possible. At
such time that a new replacement airport, is required, and if an environmentally
acceptable site cannot be identified that can accommeodate a CAT I a proach with
200-foot ceiling and '2-mile visibility mlnimums then an environmentally
acceptable site should be selected with the hlghest CAT 1 approach minimums
possible.  In addition, all replacement airport- sites should be capable of
accommeodating all FAA required'. equipment and quhtlng associated with the
approach minimums, including all_other necessary wNAVAIDs, communication
facilities, and weather surveillance facﬂltles (gleemed necessary by the FAA) should
also be accommodated.

FAR PART 77 AND THRESHOLD SITING SURFACES

Based on FAA de5|gn guidelines, any eXIstlng or proposed, manmade or natural
structures affecting thg takeoff and Iandlng operations at an airport should be
analyzed using FAR Parb?? Safe, Efficierit Use, and Preservation of the Navigable
Airspace,. Therefore, a FAR Part 77 afalysis of the new replacement airport sites
was cohducted as ‘part of thg alternatives development process in the previous
plannmg study (2008 .EIS Phase I Plan of Study) - so that each alternative was
configured in the most efficient and safest manner possible (at that time).
Following the analysis of‘the alternatives, the FAA then conducted a more in depth
FAA Part 77 anaIVSIs, as well as, an analysis of the Threshold Siting Surfaces at
each replacement site. ' These results are presented in Section 1.3.4 - Ability to
Meet CAT 1 Approach Capabllltles

APRON AREA

Chapter C, Capacity Analysis & Facility Requirements determined the existing
Airport’s passenger apron area will require expansion and a maximum of seven
aircraft parking positions will be needed in the long-term planning period during
peak operations. An apron of this size should also be accommodated by the
replacement airport sites; including additional room for possible post-planning
period expansion.
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Landside Facility Requirements

Landside facility requirements developed for the current draft Master Plan include
analyses of terminal facilities, aprons, access roads, and support facilities that
affect the airside facilities, however, do not fall within the aircraft movement area
of the airfield. Chapter C, Capacity Analysis & Facility Requirements determined
the landside requirements necessary to meet existing and future demand at SUN.
These requirements are presented below and reviewed in light of the 17 identified
replacement airport sites.

PASSENGER TERMINAL FACILITIES

The current passenger terminal building at SUN g’ gurrently undergoing an
expansion plan that allows for an overall terminal e>g<pan5|or1 of 34,150 square feet.
Renovations to the terminal facilities include baggage make -up. areas, security, hold
rooms, concessions, baggage claim, rental car, oUnt,ers, termlnal parking lot, and
apron work such as grading, paving, lighting; and GSE parking. “The renovations
associated with the terminal expansion areéxpected to be sufficient throughout the
planning period; however, all components wui expeuence congestlo‘h during the
peak hour in the later part of the planning period, if forecast passenger levels
materialize. Passenger terminal area size was examlned for the replacement sites
in the previous EIS Phase I Plan of Study (2008) and found that 50 acres would be
sufficient for future demand at the’ replacement S|tes ~with ample room for future
expansion if needed. The 50 acres, es‘tmlate includes the area occupied by the
commercial passenger building, the'. terminal ‘aircraft: parking ramp, terminal
circulation roadways, public parking areas,’ ‘rental car ‘ready return parking areas,
and rental car service areas. This assump‘tmn meets and exceeds the requirements
laid out in Chapter €, Capar:rty Analysis & Fac.'hty Requirements.

ACCESS ROADS b - AIT' :

Chapter C, -Capacity Analys:s & Facﬁily Requirements explains that the current road
system that conneg:ts to the existing Airport is sufficient throughout the planning
period.” Ample space for a road system that offers safe and efficient travel to and
from the replacement airport sites was also considered in the previous study and
continues to be an adequate future benchmark.

SUPPORT FACILITIES

Proposed renovations to the existing Airport, outlined by the current Draft Master
Plan suggest some afternatives with a net loss of general aviation facilities such as
hangars and tie-down space. As a result, it is important that the replacement
airport sites offer ample space for general aviation facilities. An approximate 25%
increase in based aircraft is expected to take place over the planning period, as well
as, an estimated 300 general aviation peak day (of the year) operations (90% of
those being jets). In order to meet the 20-year general aviation forecast demand,
an additional 400,000 SF of apron space is needed, along with 100,000 SF of
hangar area and landside parking adjacent to these hangars. This reflects the
expansion plans for the current Airport in Chapter D, Existing Airport Site
Alternatives as Alternative 3. This is the only alternative that meets 100% of the
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20-year general aviation forecast demand and is recommended if an alternative
Airport site is selected, offering ample space for expansion.

Air cargo areas are currently sufficient, following the recent apron expansion
completion. The new apron now offers nearly 53,000 square feet of apron area for
cargo aircraft. This area can also accommodate additional general aviation and
GSE parking when needed. This size would be sufficient for replacement sites, as
well (throughout the planning period).

Maintenance facilities expansions are also planned, offering a multi-use 14,000
square-foot space for equipment storage and maintenance, ARFF, and other
support facility needs and storage. This facility is expected to be sufficient
throughout the planning period and the sizing should be used when planning for
maintenance facilities at the replacement sites.

Facility Requirements Summary

At such time that a new replacement airport is required, the aforementioned
airside, landside, and support facility reqUIrements should be taken’ ;into account
during planning. A summary, shown in Table LB—:I.; is provided below that lists all
physical facnlaty components recommended fot_‘ a replacement airport and
approximate “opening day” square\{ootages/units. g

Table 1.3-1 Y
REPLACEMENT AIRPORT- FACII.ITY REQU;[REMENTS

REPLACEMENT AIRPORT REQI:I‘iRED (PI-LYSICAL) FACILITIES
FACILITY DESCRIPTION SQUARE FEET

Terminal/Concourse ™. A ; 21,000
Alr Traffic Control Tower (7\CI'CT) 13,000
Fuel Farm. = ---. B 12,000
Fixed Bl:l'smess Operations (FBO')\FaCIlltles/Area . 102,000
Corporate General Aviation - Medium Size Hangars 8,000 each
Corporate General Aviation, - Large Size Hangars 32,000 each
Snow/MaIntenance/ARFF/Ai‘r_ort Ops Facllitles/Area 32,000
Tie Down Apron (large enough for 60 tie downs) -
Rental Car Maintenance with Fueling Station Facility/Area 42,000
T-Hangars {multi- uhit; approx. 14 units) 21,000 each
Condo Hangars (multj-unit; approx. 10 units) 4,000 each
U.S.F.S5./BLM {Bureal of Land Management) Operations 5,000 each
Self Service Fueling Area 2,000
Cargo Facilities/Area 7,000
Aeronautical Development Expansion Area 750,000

Source: Landrum & Brown, June 2015.
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All 17-replacement airport sites are capable of accommodating the faciiity
requirements set forth in Chapter C, Capacity Analysis & Facility Requirements of
this current Draft Master Plan Update and all FAA standards set forth in AC 5300-
13a. Based on this re-evaluation of airport facility requirements, all 17 sites will
move onto the next level of screening (see Table 1.3-2).

1.3.2 Ability to Prove Sponsorship/Location within Blaine County

A joint-partnership between the City of Hailey and Blaine County currently provides
sponsorship to the existing SUN Airport; providing financial and organizational
capacity to construct projects, operate, and manage the Airport. However, several
of the alternative replacement Airport sites are not located within Blaine County so
the current joint-partnership would not apply to those -sites. Therefore, shortly
after the EIS Phase I Plan of Study (2008) was compj'eted it was determined that a
practical sponsor for each Airport site must be establlshed and must have the
financial and organizational capability to construct, ‘operate;” ‘gnd manage the
Airport on that site for the site to be consndered feasible. As a result formal letters
were requested on behalf of any governlnb bodies wishing to sponsgr an Airport
alternative site. In some cases, there was no ‘response.  Letters that were received
at that time, either (1) indicated no interest in or firfancial' capability to sponsor an
airport, or (2) indicated an interest in sponsoring an airport, but no proof of
financial capability to build, own, and operate an alrpo{t was provided. None of the
counties or cities contacted Blaine County indicating an- mterest in participating in a
joint or regional sponsorship. Therefore; -it was determmed at that time that the
FMAA/Blaine County partnership wasd:he only v1ab}e sponsor for a replacement
airport to SUN. . «\ y

Based on this mfofmatlon, if no govermng body could be identified to provide
sponsorship for an.Airport alternatlve site; then the site was eliminated and not
analyzed further. Thqefore ‘five sites (9, 11, 13, 14, and 15) in the Counties of
Lincoln and Camas were @Ilmmated from further study (see Table 1.3-1).

1.3.3 Expansion Oppoi'tumty

As the ability to accommodate growmg demand decreases at the existing Airport
site, it drives home the importance of considering and providing for expansion
opportunities when looking at Airport alternative sites. The Wood River Valley Is
continuing to grow with both residents and tourists and with that growth comes
increased aircraft activity and demand for airport facilities. The ability to
accommodate not only existing demand but also future long-term demand is critical
for any Airport alternative site. There is no point in building an Airport in a different
location that has no room for expansion.

It has been determined that all twelve remaining new replacement airport sites
have adequate land available to accommodate future expansion opportunities when
the time comes (see Table 1.3-1).
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1.3.4 Ability to Meet CAT I Approach Capabilities

Air service reliability continues to be one of the primary factors in the need for an
airport to replace SUN. “Air service reliability” applies to both commercial aviation
and all facets of GA; both segments of the aviation community need to be able to
reasonably access the Airport during periods of reduced visibility. The current
Airport experiences substantial periods, particularly during winter months, when the
Airport is closed due to the high operational minimums required by the surrounding
topography. According to the FMAA, the capability to accommodate a CAT I
approach (no minimums specified) is deemed a necessity to ensure a reasonable
level of operational reliability for a replacement commercial service airport.
According to the FAA, the capability to accommodate a “full” CAT I approach, which
includes a 200-foot ceiling and 2-mile visibility and the associated missed approach
procedure, is deemed a necessity to ensure a reasonable level of operational
reliability for a replacement commercial service airport. Therefore, this section
evaluates each of the remaining sites to determine if they are capable of providing
for a CAT I approach {(no minimums specified) and a full CAT I (200 ~foot ceiling and
2-mile visibility and the associated mlssed approach procedure} _Table 1.3-1
summarizes this evaluation. . 1

Based on the evaluation, of the twelve remainiﬁg_ sites, only sites 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10,
10a, 12, and 17 have runways capable of providing some form of a CAT I approach
(albeit, maybe not a 200-foot ceiling and '.-mile visibility), as illustrated in
Table 1.3-3. Sites 2, 3, and 16 are the only three sites (of the twelve) that could
not provide at least one CAT 1 ap’roach__l_‘egardless of the ceiling or visibility
minimums; therefore, these three sites were eliminated from further consideration.
The nine remaining sites were then evaluated to determine if they could meet the
“full” CAT I minimums of a 200-foot cellmg and Vz-mile visibility; Sites 10a and 12
are the only two r‘eplacement airport alternatives that could a provide 200-foot
ceiling with ¥2-mile VISIbI|It\/ mmlmums

Table 1.3-3 _ .
AIRPORT ALTERNATIVE SITES - CAT I CAPABILITIES

“_CAT I Capabilities

- Primary Runway End Secondary Runway End
Site # | Runway Celling Visibility Runway Ceiling Visibility
- End (ft) {miles) End {ft) (miles)

Site 10a N 200 1/2 25 250 1
Site 12 27 200 1/2 9 618 15/8
Site 6 13 247 1 31 1511 3
Site 7 11 250 3/4 29 250 1
Site 8 8 250 1 26 250 1
Site 10 32 250 1 14 N/A N/A
Site 17 29 418 7/8 i1 N/A N/A
Site 4 26 493 11/4 8 1,148 3
Site 5 8 1,440 3 26 N/A N/A

Notes: N/A- The Site cannot accommodate a CAT I approach

Sites in green indicate they meet the full CAT I approach minimums {with 200-foot ceiling

and 4~-mile visibility)

Source: Landrum & Brown, 2015.
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1.4 Summary - Based on Category I Approach and Missed Approach
with a 200-foot Ceiling and Y2-mile Visibility

The EIS Phase I Plan of Study (2008) identified Sites 4, 10A, and 12 to be carried
forward into the EIS process for further evaluation. However, based on additional
analysis conducted by the FAA Flight Procedures Office (FPO) shortly following the
completion of the 2008 EIS Phase I Plan of Study, it was determined that Site 4's
Runway 8 would actually have a 1,148-foot ceiling and 3-mile visibility and
Runway 26 would have 493-foot ceiling and a 1%-mile visibility. Therefore, only
Sites 10A and 12 ended up having full CAT I approach capability. As a result, of the
17 new replacement airport sites, only sites 10a and 12: <.

1. have the ability to meet design standards, criterja"éﬁd orders,

2. are capable of having a viabie sponsor,
3. have the ability to accommodate future demand, and .
4

. provide for a Category I approac‘ﬁ and missed approach with a
200-foot ceiling and ¥z-mile visibility |

As previously mentioned, these four criteria clésgly mifrdr?reﬂect the three primary
considerations that continually drive the putpose/need identified by every
replacement airport siting study done for SUN; these.considerations include:

e Provide an airport that confg-(ms‘to FAA alrpoFE design standards, criteria,
and orders (i.e. has a feasible location) and viable sponsor.
3 ’

» Ensure the reliability of an air,;porl:— [se“rviag the Wood River Region by
providing approach capability that  will allofé operations during periods of
reduced visilgilﬁ:v. At a minimum, provide an approach capability allowing for
operations down to a ceiling of 200 feet above airport elevation and one-half
mile visibility.™ ! ‘

e Ensure the ability. of the Airport to accommodate growth in operational
demand and in demand.for new and expanded faciiities.

The foillowing Is a summary désc‘r_iption of Replacement Airport Sites 10a and 12.

SITE 10A

Site 10a, depicted in Exhibit 1.4-1, consists of a southerly shift and realignment of
Site 10, from the\ 2006 Feasibility Study, moving the airport from the north side of
Wedge Butte to the south side of the butte. However, it remains within the
geographic area described in the Blaine County Commission resolution identifying
the Sponsor's Proposed Airport site in the area on or around Site 10, south of the
Timmerman Hills, and east of State Highway 75. This is a modification of the
Sonners Flat site referenced as Site 10 in the Site Selection and Feasibility Study.
Therefore, it is referred to as Site 10a. Site 10a takes advantage of the large
expanse of high mountain desert that lies between the Blaine County/Lincoln
County boundary to the south and Wedge Butte and the Timmerman Hilis to the
north.

The center of Site 10a is approximately 2 miles south-southeast of Wedge Butte
and 1.5 miles east of State Highway 75. The site encompasses an estimated
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1,532 acres of land, all of which is under the management of the BLM. Access to
the site Is via State Highway 75 and a proposed new access road that would extend
approximately 1.5 miles east from State Highway 75 to the terminal development
area. Given the identified location of Site 10a, the airport would be approximately
22 mijes from the entrance into SUN.

The initial layout of the site considered the results of a limited wind-monitoring
program conducted during the 2006 Feasibility Study. The wind monitoring
equipment was located near the Blaine County/Lincoln County boundary, east of
State Highway 75, and southwest of the general vicinity of Site 10a. The results of
this preliminary effort suggested that winds in the general vicinity of the site couid
necessitate the need for a crosswind runway to conform to FAA's recommended
wind coverage criteria.

‘“"_

Following the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study and durlng the course of the EIS
analysis (which was eventually terminated), a weather stat;on was placed to the
immediate east of Site 10a to gather detailed In/formatlon relatlve¢o wind direction,
velocity, ceiling, and visibility. The FAA collecteq data for 20_ months from
November 2008 through June 2010. Based an this data, the FAA detérmined that a
crosswind runway was not necessary at Site' iOa veq this deterrnination, the
alignment of the runway shifted apprommately { 15:00 feet to the east to better
conform to the site topography. The layout of the site also considered the elevation
of several buttes in areas around the proposed site a Lt related to the development
of approaches to both runway en&s Based on these, factors, the runway was
aligned along an approximate 070- degree by 250- degree, orientation. In addition,
the weather station verified that the arrport wbuid\remaln operational 98.1 percent
of the time with a CAT-I instrument approach system. As previously described,
CAT-I approaches caﬁ be ‘agcommodated. to both ends of the runway at Site 10a,
Although, only Runway 7 could achieve a CAT-1 approach with a 200-foot ceiling
and Y-mile visibility: The wegther data alsa suggests that if an airport is located at
Site 10a without a CAT-I Instrument approach system, it is possible that the
Site will only remain operational 84.5 percent of the time. In comparison, the
eXIstlng site remams operational 95.3 percent of the time based on VFR conditions.

The. aylatlon development area {‘or Site 10a is along the north side of the runway
along wnt\h the terminal, GA area, and most of the airport support uses. The ATCT
would likely be situated: on the southern side of the runway. In addition, land
would be reserved on the south side of the runway alignment, within the defined
airport property boundary, to accommodate future demand that might occur well
into the future when the area on the north side of the runway is built out.

Site 10a slopes from the north-northeast to the south-southwest towards the
Big Wood River. Within the limits of the site, the extent of change in elevation is
approximately 100 feet, taking into consideration the 1,000-foot Runway Safety
Areas (RSAs) off each runway end. The construction of the runway would have to
address longitudinal grade requirements contained in FAA guidance. This would
necessitate cutting and moving material (earth). Over the course of the 8,500-foot
long Runway 7/25, the existing land elevations range from 4,830 feet Mean Sea
Level (MSL) at the east runway end to 4,755 feet MSL at the west end of the
runway.
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SITE 12

Site 12, depicted in Exhibit 1.4-2, is located in western Blaine County just east of
the Camas County/Blaine County boundary. Site 12 is located approximately 26
miles from the existing SUN. Following the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study and
during the course of the EIS analysis (which was eventually terminated), the Site
12 proposed airport configuration was modified slightly from that proposed by the
2006 Feasibility Study. The airport location in the 2006 Feasibility Study was
further to the north and slightly west of the airport configuration that the
subsequently identified. Shifting the airport south and east within the general
limits of Site 12, addressed a key flaw, the inability to accommodate instrument
approaches that had limited the original Site 12 concept.’ With the refinement of
the concept, there was the need to incorporate an apprdxlmate 2-mile realignment
of U.S. 20 into the development of the airport site and the associated utitities and
facilities that extend along the relocated roadway )

.\-

Site 12 is located on private property owned by F ive different partles The site has
been both cultivated and used for grazing purposes |r,3 the past, W|th the exception
of a portion that is within the right of way- for U.S. 20. As conf'gqred Site 12
encompasses approximately 1,296 acres of Iand, mcludmg land required for the
relocation of U.S. 20 and the associated reallgned rights of way around the
southern boundary of the proposed alrport site.
Using 20 years of historic wind dlrectlon and velouty mformatlon from an Agrimet
weather station located lmmedlately‘we‘st of Fairfield, it was determined that a
single east-west runway would meet FAA wmd goverage criteria. Site 12 and its
associated runway are oriented aloR <an e§tlmated 090-degree/270-degree
alignment. Additionafly, fqllowmg the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study, the FAA
placed a weather station near the vicinity*of Site 12 to gather detailed information
relative to wind direction, veloqty, ceiling, and visibility. The FAA collected data for
20 months from Novémber 2008 through June 2010. The data confirmed that a
crosswind runway was not’ necessary nor warranted at Site 12. In addition, the
weather station: verified that the airport would remain operational 93.6 percent of
the time with a CAT=l instrument approach system. As previously described, CAT-I
approaches can be accommodated to both ends of the runway at Site 12.
Although only Runway'9 could fachieve a CAT-I approach with a 200-foot ceiling
and 1/z-mlle visibifity. The weather data also suggests that if an airport is located at
Site 12 without a CAT-I instrument approach system, it is possible that the
Site will only ‘remain operational 78.6 percent of the time. In comparison, the
existing site remains operational 95.3 percent of the time based only on VFR
conditions. Given the weather conditions recorded for Site 12 by the FAA’s 20-
month sampling, it is recommended that when warranted (i.e. when the sponsor is
ready to replace the existing airport), additional analysis be conducted to verify
weather conditions and evaluate operational reliability.

The land area beyond the runway end to the east is generally level, with rising
topography only occurring to the north of the site and in the area east of the
Magic Reservoir (approximately 3.6 nautical miles from the runway end). West of
the site, the land is level with the extended centerline not impacting rising
topography for at least 9 nautical miles from the western end of the runway.
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The conceptual airport layout plan for an airport at Site 12 proposes
aviation-related development along the south side of the runway, allowing direct
access to realigned U.S. 20. In addition, the planning conceptually identified two
points of access from U.S. 20. The first would be located near the eastern end of
the site and would provide access into the FBO and GA areas. The second would
consist of a short access roadway, one- to two-tenths of a mile in length from U.S.
20 to the terminal area. The two roadways would connect and all would be
contained within the airport boundary. Land was reserved, within the proposed
airport property boundary, on the north side of the runway to meet long-term
growth. The long-term growth is beyond which could be accommodated along the
southem side of the runway. The conceptual layout prowdes access to property on
the north side of the airport either by a roadway off U. S. 20, or by a short access
road extending from County Line Road on the western end of the airport site to the
property development north of the runway ahgnmen5 ~

The natural elevation along the alignment of the proposed runway ranges between
5,005 feet MSL on the western end to a high of 4,965 feet MSL:- at the east end.
The general topography of the site falls froﬁ'a north-nprthwest to soyth -southeast.
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1.5 Summary of Alternative Evaluation Considerations

The summary presented in Section 1.4 is based on information available from
previous planning efforts and the update of four specific criteria: (1) ability to meet
design standards, criteria and orders, (2) capable of having a viable sponsor, (3)
ability to accommodate future demand, and (4) providing for Category I approach
and missed approach capability with a 200-foot ceiling and %-mile visibility. While
this is a thorough and defendable approach resulting in a solid conclusion, this
summary (i.e. Section 1.5) of Alternative Evaluation Considerations explores the
possibility of a different overall result based on altering screening
criteria/assumptions that could influence future evaluations of . potential
replacement airport sites. The screening crlterla/assumptlons that are being
challenged in this summary include the following:

» It is unlikely that any site located on Iand_,cor'itrolled “bx the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) will survive an enfvironmerital impact/analysis process
due to the associated regulatory procgss

s Accepting a replacement airport site” bl1at prowdes for better mmlmums than
the existing SUN (but not a “full” Category I Approach and Mlssed Approach)
is better than the existing situation.

» Site 17's runway orlentatlon could be rotated slightly to achieve “full”
Category I approach and mlssad approach capability

The aforementioned cntena/assumptlons are described,bé‘low.

Due to the Bureau of Land.Management (BLM) regulfatory process, it is unlikely that
any new replacemeént a|rpoi=t site located: on BLM land would be environmentally
approved and implemented. ; Current BLM.and U.S Forest Service land use plans
target the conservation of Sage Grousé habitats by restricting economic
development across 165 rnillion: acres in the American West’. The level of
development permitted WI!:hln the various Sage-Grouse Habitat Management
designations is a key factor in understanding the practicability of developing each
replacement airport site, while recognizing these designations/restrictions could
change in the future. “The maJOrlty of the replacement airport sites located in the
study area falls within a Sage-Grouse Habitat Management Area. Based on the
current understanding of conservation areas, it would be considered unreasonable
to develop airport facilities on BLM iand. Given this information, it is recommended
that a new evaluation criterion be added to the screening process: BLM Land vs.
Non-BLM Land. Based on this new criteria, if any or a portion of a new replacement
airport site is located on BLM land it will “fail” to move forward in the screening
process. Of the 17 sites, eight are located on BLM land (Sites 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 10a,
11, and 16) so they would be eliminated from further consideration. The
alternative evaluation/screening summary has been revised to reflect this new
criterion and is presented in Table 1.5-1.

4 BLM Sage-Grouse Habitat Conservation Program:
http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/en/prog/more/sage_grouse_home2.html
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It would be preferable to build a new replacement airport with the ability to
accommodate an instrument approach procedure for the primary runway end,
capable of CAT 1 operations (200-foot ceiling and ‘-mile visibility). If a
replacement airport site could be identified that was capable of providing a CAT I
approach with higher visibility minimums, and was an excellent candidate site in ali
other regards, the FMAA might want to consider the site(s). Especially if the site(s)
had, an overall better ceiling/visibility and was operationally safer than the existing
location. Of course, the FAA would have to agree to the justification as well, since
federal funds would be required to develop the replacement airport. If this
viewpoint is given merit, the evaluation process would require that an alternative
not only “fail” the Category I Approach criteria (either the. "no minimums specified”
or “full”), but would also have to exhibit another fatal flaw or fail another screening
criteria to be eliminated as a potential replacement amport slte

As previously mentiocned, during an additional anaIyS|s conduel;ed by the FAA FPO
shortly following the compietion of the 2008 “EIS Phase I Plan- Study, it was
determined that Site 17's runway orightation could possgly be. rotated
approximately 5-degrees to achieve “full” ﬁkTi capabﬂ)ty The other‘ates analyzed
by the FAA FPO (Sites 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 103, and 42) ‘would not benefit from a
similar adjustment. Ry i

Table 1.5-1 presents a sumn';'a;ry of this alféfnative evaluation/screening
scenario. A site “Fails” to be a “Reasonable Alternative®. if it “falls” more than one
evaluation criteria; it earns a “Fanl/Paes" if it enly “falls” oﬁe evaluation criteria.

Reading from left to right on the evaluaﬁon summa Sltes 2 through 17 (including
10a) all meet FAA design- standards, criteria, and orders, ‘and have the ability to
accommodate future demand. Sites 9, 115 13, 14, and 15 do not have a sponsor;
therefore, are ellmlnated from further consn;leratlon Eight of the sites are located
on BLM land (Sites 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 10a, 11, and 16} and could be eliminated from
further consmeratlon o

»-.\ .

This Ieaves six sites’ remalnlng, Sites 2, 3, 4, 5, 12, and 17. Sites 2 and 3 cannot
provide for at least one CAT \I approach regardless of the ceiling or visibility
minimums; therefore, * these .'two sites could be eliminated from further
consideration. ¥
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Of the four remaining sites (4, 5, 12 and 17), only Site 12 is able to meet and pass
all evaluation criteria.® Sites 4, 5, and 17 each only failed the “full” Category I
Approach criteria. However, Site 4 has very high ceiling/minimums for a Category I
Approach and cannot be easily adjusted to improve the situation. Site 5 can only
have one CAT I capable approach on the Runway 8 approach end and it cannot be
adjusted to achieve “full” CAT I minimums.

In addition, a substantial portion of Sites 4 and 5 are located in jurisdictional
wetlands. The Clean Water Action, Section 404 (b) (1) Guidelines limits the US
Army Corp of Engineers to permitting the least environmentally damaging
practicable alternative to accomplish the project purpose. “Therefore, because it is
likely there are other sites that would accomplish the néed and do not impact the
wetlands, or have minor impacts to wetlands, it weuld “be extremely difficult to

T

obtain a permit to impact the wetlands on Sites 4 and 5. \“

A -
\

Since the FAA FPO determined that Site 17 mlght be able > be rotated by
approximately 5-degrees to make it a feasibfe alternative, it is recommended that
at the time the Airport sponsor chooses to_further investigate the' posmhhty of
replacing the existing Airport, Site 17 should be fully Ar’etted with the FAA FPO. The
FAA FPO can use their modeling tools to determme if there is a modification that
could be made to the Site (based qn current wind data) that would make the Site a
viable alternative. iy .

k2
i, o

Based on this optional evaluation sce‘r;arlo Site 12 Is the most viable, followed by
Site 17 (if it can be adjusted to achieve a ~Full” Category I Approach), Site 4 (if
higher Category I Approach celllngs/mwrhums arg acceptable to the FAA), and
then Site 5 (if onfy one CAT 1 Approach is” acceptable and it has high
celllng/mrnlmums)

> Followlng the 2008 E;S Phase I Planning Study, the FAA placed a weather station near the vicinity
of Site 4, 10a, and 12 to gather detailed information relative to wind direction, velocity, ceiling,
and visibility. The FAA collected data for 20 months from November 2008 through June 2010.
The weather data suggests that an airport located at Sites 4, 10a, or 12, without a CAT-I
instrument approach system, may not be as reliable as the existing site (i.e. the new airport
may require flight diversions more often than currently required by the existing site). Given the
weather conditions recorded for Sites 4, 10a, and 12 by the FAA’s 20-month sampling, it is
recommended that when warranted (i.e. when the sponsor is ready to replace the existing
airport), additional analysis be conducted to verify that the weather conditions at these sites allow
for improved reliability over the existing site. New and additional/updated weather information
will be required for any sites that show promise as a replacement airport site.
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1.6 Evaluation Criteria Limitations

Based on the extensive analysis and evaluation criteria used to assess potential
replacement airport sites over the past 15 years by both the FMAA and FAA, one
thing is clear: there is no easy solution and/or perfect site for a replacement
airport. Moreover, the evaluation criteria used to assess the potential replacement
airport sites have their own chalienges and will likely continue to evolve as existing
conditions change.

There are currently several challenges with the replacement airport sites located
within the Beilevue Triangle and the associated evaltation criteria.  These
challenges include impacts to the Silver Creek Preserve “The Silver Creek Preserve
is owned by the Nature Conservancy and is part of the' Silver Creek watershed.
This creek is within the same drainage basin as Slge 4 ang would need further
environmental review and potential mitigation if. this site were deemed a favorable
site in the future. In addition, it is |mportant to “note that future analyses of
alternative Airport sites located within the triangle should aiso consider the Blaine
County Comprehensive Plan’s goals and policies, includlng policies re‘?_:;ardmg urban
development and correlated environmental factqrs 4

The Blaine County Comprehensive Plan Update is {;urrently underway, and couid
potentially affect the plausibility of the replacement airport sites located in Blaine
County. Therefore, all replacement: alrport sites located inside Blaine County and
recommended for further consndératlon ,should be coordinated with the
Comprehensive Plan, as it is critical to ensure censlstent management of planning
goals and policies. \E\

Finally, the Sage-Grouse |ssues associated with publlcly owned land located outside
the Bellevue Triangle should also be monltored As of right now, the Sage-Grouse
is no longer a candldate for listing under the Endangered Species Act because its
habitat (called Sagebrush Focal Areas). Is protected (i.e. Airports are not considered
an acceptable development within these areas). However, time could change the
delineation of these sensitive habitat areas. Therefore, a completely different set of
circumstances could exist in the future that may, or may not, allow for some
replacement airport sites “to work.”

As time passes and replacement airport discussions continue, it will be important to
encourage future studies to not only “understand” previously identified alternatives
and the extensive analysis performed for each potential airport site, but also to
build upon that knowledge based on current local conditions. Changing/evolving
local conditions will warrant a fresh look at the replacement airport sites.
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ATTACHMENT 8

AC s ASSESSMENT AND COMPLIANCE SERVICES
P.O. Box 3271, Hailey, ID 83333 Ph: (208) 788-1900 Fax: (208) 788-1900

Summary of Water and Soil Sampling for Propylene Glycol at the

Friedman Memorial Airport, Hailey, Idaho

As requested, Assessment & Compliance Services (ACS) has performed water and soil
sampling for propylene glycol at the Friedman Memorial Airport, Hailey, Idaho. This
brief report documents ACS’s activities in regards to this project.

Background

Jane Rosen of ACS was requested to take water and soil samples to determine the
percentage of propylene glycol present in the drainage water and soil in the drainage
swale area. The airport uses a propylene glycol antifreeze in the de-icing fluid used on
airplanes prior to take-off. The fluid is sprayed on airplanes near the northwest end of the
paved airport apron. Drainage flows into drains in the area and is directed through
underground concrete piping into a 1,500 gallon concrete tank, Drains further south on
the apron flow through underground concrete piping to a grassy drainage swale located at
the south end of the airport. This swale is divided into two sections, separated by an
approximately one foot high berm; therefore, when drainage ponding in the first section
exceeds the one foot high separation berm, it would overflow into the second section.
Each of the two sections of this swale has two dry well drains. Drainage enters at the
north end of the swale at a main drainage releasc area; two additional, smaller drain
release areas direct drainage flow from smaller surficial areas to the northeast and
northwest.

ACS discussed proposed sampling and sample locations with Mr. Dave Mitchell, T-O
Engineers. After research and discussion with the laboratory (Analytical Laboratories,
Inc.) and T-O Engineers, it was determined that two water samples would be taken in the
tank at the northwest end of the airport. One sample would be taken of the liquid
contents; after stirring the contents in the tank a second sample would be taken. Although
propylene glycol is compietely miscible with water, stirring the tank contents would help
determine whether the percentage of propylene glycol is consistent throughout the tank.
If liquid is present in any of the drywells at the south end of the airport, an additional
water sample would be taken. A soil sample was proposed at the drainage outfall area of
the drainage swale located at the south end of the airport. Water and soil samples will be
analyzed for propylene glycol via EPA Method 8015.
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Description of Field Work

On 3/30/16, Jane Rosen, ACS was escorted by Greg Beaver and Nick Carnes, Friedman
Memorial Airport Operations, to take samples. Mr. Beaver and Mr. Carnes removed the
manhole cover from the northern chamber of the collection tank near the northwest end of
the airport. Jane Rosen used a clean, polypropylene baler, hung by a string to retrieve a
water sample from the tank (the top water level was approximately 10° below ground
surface). The water (appearing yellow/orange in color) was poured into two 40 ml
sample containers provided by the laboratory, labeled and placed in a cooler with ice. An
extendable stick was then used to stir the contents of the tank and a second water sample
was taken after the contents were stirred. The liquid for this sample appeared the same as
the first and was placed info two 40 ml sample containers provided by the laboratory,
labeled and placed in a cooler with ice.

We then drove to the south end of the airport to take samples at the southern drainage
swale. The drywells were observed and the 3 southem-most drywells appeared
completely dry. The north drywell, however, did have liquid in it. The baler was cleaned
and placed into the drywell and a third water sample was collected. It was poured into
two 40 ml sample containers provided by the laboratory, labeled and placed in a cooler
with ice.

The main drainage release area was then observed at the north end of the drainage swale.
The soil in front of the release area was muddy and actually had a couple of inches of
puddled water in some areas. A soil sample was taken a couple feet in front of the center
of the main drainage release area, placed in two laboratory-provided containers, labeled
and placed in a cooler with ice.

All samples were placed in laboratory-provided containers specific for the type of
analysis being conducted. Laboratory instructions were adhered to; sampling equipment
was washed before and between samples. The soil samples were packed in laboratory
provided containers and immediately placed in a cooler with ice to maintain the
temperature recommended by the laboratory. On 3/30/16, the samples were sealed in the
cooler with ice and delivered to Analytical Laboratories, Boise, Idaho for analysis via Go-
For-It Express. Standard turnaround time (approx. 2 weeks) was requested. Please refer
to the enclosed sample transmittal form which provides a description of the samples and
analyses requested.

Lab Analysis Results

The results of the laboratory analyses were e-mailed to ACS on 4/14/16 (see enclosed).
The results of the analyses are summarized in the following table:

ACS 16-05 (4/14/16) 2



Sample Propylene Minimum Approximate
Glycol Detection Weight %
Limit (MDL)
1. Tank Pre-Mix- NW end airport 144,000 mg/I. [ 10000 mg/L | 14.4
2. Tank Post Mix- NW end airport 174,000 mg/L. [ 10000 mg/LL. | 17.4
3. N Most Drywell- S end airport 94.3 mg/L. 25 mg/L .0094
4. Soil- @ drain outfall S end airport | <40 mg/kg 40 mg/kg N/A

The results show that there is approximately 14-17 % propylene glycol in the water
captured in the drainage fank at the northwest end of the airport, detectible but very little
(approx. 0.01%) propylene glycol in the water in the drywell at the south end of the
airport and no detectable amount of propylene glycol in the soil sample taken below the
main drain outfall at the south end of the airport.

Encl.: Property Maps, Photographs, Chain of Custody, Analytical Laboratory Reports
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Manhole covers accessing drainage tank where de-icing fluid drainage flows
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Sample | in baler used to take sample

Sampie 1 placed in two 40 ml laboratory vials
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Stin-'ing contents of tank
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Drainage swale at S end of airport; 3 southern drywells appeared dry
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Northern most drywell in drainage swale; liquid i
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View of north end of drainae swale; main drainage release area visible in center; two
smaller release pipes at each side
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Ancother view of main age release area; drainage was ﬂowingat time of sampling.
Sample taken in center a few feet from drainage release
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Another view of drainage swale area

Drainage Swale at South End of Airport- Google Earth Photo (2014)
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ATTACHMENT 9
OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 08/31/2016

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

* 1. Type of Submission * 2. Type of Application * If Revision, select appropriate letter(s):
- Select One -

Preapplication New electtine

Application Continuation * Other (Specify)

Changed/Corrected Application Revision

* 3. Date Received: 4. Application Identifier:

5a. Federal Entity ldentifier: * 5b. Federal Award ldentifier;

State Use Only:

6. Date Received by State: | 7. State Application Identifier:

8. APPLICANT INFORMATION:

* a. Legal Name:  Friedman Memorial Airport

* b. Employer/Taxpayer ldentification Number (EIN/TIN); *c. Organizational DUNS:
82-0474066 15599 3603
d. Address:

* Street1: 1616 Airport Way
Street2: p 0. Box929

* City: Hailey
County: Blaine County

* State: Idaho

Province:

Country: USA *Zip/ Postal Code; 83333
e. Organizational Unit:
Depaiment Name: Division Name:
Friedman Memorial Airport N/A

1. Name and contact Information of person to be contacted on matters involving this application:

[ Prefix Mr. First Name: Richang
Middle Name: Ray

*Last Name: Bajd
Suffix:

Title: Airport Manager

Organizational Affiliation:
N/A

* Telephone Number: (208) 788-9003 Fax Number: (208) 788-9852

Email Ack@flyfma.com




OMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 08/31/2016

IApplication for Federal Assistance SF-424

*8. Type of Applicant 1: Select Applicant Type:

B. County Government

Type of Applicant 2: Select Applicant Type:

C. City or Township Government

Type of Applicant 3: Select Applicant Type:
- Select One -

* Other (specify):

*10. Name of Federal Agency:
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)

11. Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number:

20.106

CFDA Title:
Airport Improvement Program

12. Funding Opportunity Number: N/A

Title:

13. Competition Identification Number: n/A

Title; NA

14. Areas Affected by Project (Cities, Counties, States, efc.):
City of Hailey, City of Bellevue, City of Ketchum and Sun Valley, Blaine County, State of Idaho

*15. Descriptive Title of Applicant’s Project:
Terminal Aircraft Parking Improvements (Design Only)

Attach supporting documents as specified in agency instructions.




QOMEB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 08/31/2016

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424

16. Congresslonal Districts Of:
*a. Applicant: ID-002 *b. Program/Project: 1D-002

Attach an additional list of Program/Project Congressional Districts if needed.

17. Proposed Project:
*a. Start Date: 07/01/2016 *b, End Date: 08/01/2017

18. Estimated Funding ($):

*a. Federal 180,000.00
*b. Applicant 20,000.00
*c. State
*d. Local
*a. Other

*f. Program Income
*g. TOTAL 200,000.06

*19. Is Application Subject to Review By State Under Executive Order 12372 Process?

3 a. This application was made available to the State under the Executive Order 12372 Process for review on
B} b. Program is subject to E.O. 12372 but has not been selected by the State for review.

B c. Program is not covered by E.Q. 12372

*20. Is the Applicant Delinquent On Any Federal Debt? (If “Yes", provide explanation on next page.}
D Yes B No

21. *By signing this application, | cerlify (1) to the statements contained in the list of certifications™ and (2) that the statements
herein are true, complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge. { also provide the required assurances™ and agree to comply
with any resulting terms i | accept an award. | am aware that any false, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or claims may subject me
to criminal, clvil, or administrative penalties. (U.S. Code, Title 18, Section 1001}

* | AGREE

** The list of certifications and assurances, or an internet site where you may obtain this list, is contained in the announcement or
agency specific instructions.

Authorized Representative:

Prefixx Mr. *First Name: Richard
Middle Name: Ray

*Last Name: Baird

Suffix

*Title: Airport Manager

*Telephone Number: (208) 788-9003 Fax Number: (208) 788-9852

* Email: rick@flyfma.com

*Slgnature of Authorized Representative: *Date Signed:




CMB Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 08/31/2016

A plication for Federal Assistance SF-424
*Applicant Federal Debt Delinquency Explanation

The following field should contain an explanation if the Applicant organization is delinquent on any Federal Debt. Maximum
number of characters that can be entered is 4,000. Try and avoid extra spaces and carriage returns to maximize the availability of
space.




INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF-424

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 60 minutes per response, including time for reviewing instructions, searching

existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of Information. Send comments regarding the

burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget,
Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0043), Washington, DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET. SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED
BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

This is a standard form (including the continuation sheet) required for use as a cover sheet for submiesion of preapplications and applications and related
information under discretionary programs. Some of the items are required and some are optional at the discretion of the applicant or the Federal agency
{agency). Required items are identified with an asterisk on the form and are specified in the instructions below. In addition to the instructions provided
below, applicants must consult agency instructions to determine specific requirements.

[tem

|[Entry

1.

Type of Submission: (Required) Select one type of submisslon In accordance with agency instructions.
= Preapplication
s Application
» Changed/Corrected Application — If requesied by the agency, check if this submission is to change or correct a previously submitted
application. Unless requested by the agency, applicants may not use this to submit changes afier the closing date.

Type of Application: (Required) Select one type of application in accordance with agency instructions.
= New— An application that is heing submitied to an agency for the first ime.
« Continuation - An extension for an additional funding/budget period for a project with a projected completion date. This can include renewals.
= Revision - Any change in the Federal Govemment's financial obligation or contingent liability from an existing obligation. I a revision, enter
the appropriate letter(s). More than one may be selected. If "Other” is selected, please specify in text box provided.

A. Increase Award

B. Dacreass Award
C. Increase Duration
D. Decrease Duration

E. Other (specify)

Date Recelved: Leave this field blank. This date will be assigned by the Federal agency.

Applicant ldentifier: Enter the entity identifier assigned by the Federal agency, if any, or applicant’s control number, if applicable.

5a

Federal Entity Identifler: Enter the number assigned to your organization by the Federal Agency, If any.

§b.

Federal Award Identifier: For new applications leave blank. For a continuation or revision to an existing award, enter the previously assigned
Federat award identifier number. If a changed/comected application, enter the Federal Identifier in accordance with agency instructions.

[}

Date Received by State: Leave this field blank. This date will be assigned by the State, if applicable.

N

State Application Identifier: Leave this field blank. This identifier will be assigned by the State, if applicable.

Applicant Information: Enter the following in accordance with agency instructions:

a. Legal Name: (Required) Enter the lagal name of applicant that will undertake the assistance activity. This Is the name that the organization
has registered with the Central Contractor Registry. Information on registering with CCR may be obtained by visiting the Grants.gov
website.

b. EmployerTaxpayer Number (EIN/TIN): (Required): Enier the Employer or Taxpayer Identification Number (EIN or TIN) as assigned by
the Internal Revenue Service. |f your organization is not in the US, enter 44-4444444,

¢. Organizational DUNS: (Required) Enter the organization’s DUNS or DUNS+4 number racelved from Dun and Bradstreet. Information on
obtalning a DUNS number may be obtained by visiting the Grants.gov website.

d. Address: Enter the complete address as follows: Street address (Line 1 required), City (Required), County, State (Required, if country Is
US), Province, Country {(Required), Zlp/Postal Code {Required, if country is US).

®. Organizational Unit: Enter the name of the primary organizational unit {and department or division, if applicable) that will undertake the
asslistance activity, if applicable.

f.  Name and contact Information of person to be contacted on matters Involving this application: Enter the name (First and
last name required), organizational affilation {if affiliated with an organization other than the applicant organization), telephone
number (Required), fax number, and email address (Required) of the person to contact on matters related to this application.

Type of Applicant: (Required)

Seloct up to three applicant type(s) in accordance with agency instructions:

. State Government

County Government

City or Township Government

Special District Government

Regional Organization

U.S. Territory or Possession

Independent Schoot District

Public/State Controlled Institution of Higher Education

Indian/Native American Tribal Government (Federally Recognized)
Indian/Native American Tribal Government (Other than Federally Recognlzed)
Indian/Native American Tribally Designated Organization

Public/indian Housing Authority

Nonprofit with 501C3 IRS Status (Other than Institution of Higher Education)
Nonprofit without 501C3 IRS Status (Other than Institution of Higher Education)
Private Ingtitution of Higher Education

Individual

For-Profit Organization (Other than Small Business)

Small Business

Hispanic-serving Institution

MAPDIVOZEIrA-"IOMMDOOD>




Item |Entry
T. Historically Black Colleges and Universities (HBCUs)
U.  Tribally Controlled Colleges and Universities (TCCUs)
V. Alaska Native and Native Hawaiian Serving Institutions
W. Non-domestic (non-US) Entity
X.  Other (specify)

10. Name Of Federal Agency: (Required) Enter the name of the Federal agency from which assistance is being requested with this application.

11. Catalog Of Federal Domestic Assistance NumberTitle: Enter the Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance number and title of the program
under which assistance is requested, as found in the program announcement, If applicable,

12. Funding Opportunity Number/Title: Enter the Funding Opportunity Number and title of the opportunity under which assistance is requested, as
found in the program announcement.

13. Competition Identification Number/Title: Enter the Competition Identification Number and title of the competition under which assistance is
requestad, if applicable.

14, Areas Affected By Project: List the areas or entities using the categories (e.g., cities, counties, states, etc.) specified in agency instructions. Use
the continuation sheet to enter additional areas, if needed.

15. Descriptive Title of Applicant’s Project: (Required) Enter a brief descriptive title of the project. If appropriate, attach a map showing project
location (e.g., construction or real property projects). For preapplications, attach a summary description of the project.

16. Congresslonal Districts Of: (Required) 16a. Enter the appficant's Congressional District, and 16b. Enter all District{s) affected by the program or
project. Enter in the format: 2 characters State Abbreviation — 3 characters District Number, e.g., CA-005 for Califonia 5" district, CA-012 for
California 12" district, and NC-103 for North Caroling’s 103" district.

¢ Ifall congressional districts in a state are affected, enter “all” for the district number, e.g9., MD-ali for all congressional districts in
Maryland.

e  [fnationwide, i.e. all districts within all states are affected, enter US-all,

=  Ifthe program/project is outside the US, enter 06-000.

17. Proposed Project Start and End Datas: {Required) Enter the proposed start date and end date of the project.

18. Estimated Funding: (Required) Enter the amount requested or to be contributed during the first funding/budget period by each contributor,

Value of in-kind contributions should be included on appropriate lines, as applicable. If the action will result in a dolfar change to an existing
award, indicale only the amount of the change. For decreases, enclose the amounts in parentheses.

19. Is Application Subject to Review by State Under Executive Order 12372 Process? Applicants should contact the State Single Point of
Contact (SPOC) for Federal Executive Order 12372 to detarmine whether the application is subject to the State intergovernmental review process.
Select the appropriate box. If “a.” is selected, enter the date the application was submittad to the State.

20. Is the Applicant Delinquent on any Federat Debt? (Required) Select the appropriate box. This question applies to the applicant organization, not
the person who signs as the authorized representative. Categories of debt include delinquent audit disallowances, loans and taxes.

If yes, include an explanation on the continuation sheet.
21, Authorized Representative: (Required) To be signed and dated by the authorized representative of the applicant organization. Enter the name

(First and last name required), title (Required), telephone number {(Required), fax number, and email address (Required) of the person authorized
to sign for the applicant.

A copy of the governing body's authorization for you to sign this application as the official representative must be on fils in the appiicant’s office.
(Certain Federal agencies may require that this authorization be submitted as part of the application.)




U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Aviation Administration

OMB CONTROL NUMBER: 2120-0569
EXPIRATION DATE: 4/30/2017

Application for Federal Assistance (Development Projects)

PART Il - PROJECT APPROVAL INFORMATION

SECTION A
ltem 1. Name of Goveming Body:
Does this assistance request require State, local, regional,
or other priority rating? s
@ Yes No Pnonty.
Item 2. Name of Agency or Board:

Does this assistance request require State, or local
advisory, educational or health clearances?

Yas No

(Attach Documentation)

Item 3.
Does this assistance request require clearinghouse review

in accordance with OMB Circular A-957 (Attach Comments)
3 yes [@No
Item 4. Name of Approving Agency:
Does this assistance request require State, local, regional,
or other planning approvail? Date:

Yes No

item 5.
Is the proposal project covered by an approved

comprehensive plan?
Yes No

Check one: State
Local
Regional

Location of Plan:

Item 6.
Will the assistance requested serve a Federal installation?

Yes No

Name of Federal Installation:
Federal Population benefiting from Project:

Hem 7. Name of Federal Installation:
Will the assistance requested be on Federal land or
instaflation? Location of Federal Land:
Yes m No
Percent of Project: %
Item 8.

Will the assistance reguested have an impact or effect on

the environment?
Yes No

{See instructions for additional information to be provided.)

Item 9.
Will the assistance requested cause the displacement of
individuals, families, businesses, or farms?

Yes No

Number of-
Individuals:

Families:
Businesses:
Famms:

ftem 10.
Is there other related Federal assistance on this project

previous, pending, or anticipated?
Yes No

{See instructions for additional information to be provided.)

FAA Form 5100-100 (5/14) SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION

Page 2




OMB CONTROL NUMBER: 2120-0569
OMB EXPIRATION DATE: 4/30/2017

PART I1- SECTION C

The Sponsor hereby represents and certifies as follows:

1. Compatible Land Use — The Sponsor has taken the following actions to assure compatible usage of land adjacent to
or in the vicinity of the airport:
The Friedman Memorial Airport has land use and FAR Part 77 Zoning in place.

2. Defaults — The Sponsor is not in defauit on any obligation to the United States or any agency of the United States
Government relative to the development, operation, or maintenance of any airport, except as stated harewith:

None

3. Possible Disabilities — There are no facts or circumstances (including the existence of effective or proposed leases,
use agreements or other legal instruments affecting use of the Airport or the existence of pending litigation or other legal
proceedings) which in reasonable probability might make it impossible for the Sponsor to carry out and complete the
Project or carry out the provisions of the Grant Assurances, either by limiting its legal or financial ability or otherwise,
except as follows:

None

4. Consistency with Local Plans — The project is reasonably consistent with plans (existing at the time of submission of
this application) of public agencies that are authorized by the State in which the project is located to plan for the
development of the area surrounding the airport.

Project is consistent with local plans.

5. Consideration of Local Interest — It has given fair consideration to the interest of communities in or near where the
project may be located.

Fair consideration was given.

6. Consultation with Users — In making a decision to undertake any airport development project under Title 49, United
States Code, it has undertaken reasonable consultations with affected parties using the airport which project is proposed.

Affected parties were consuited.

7. Public Hearings — In projects involving the location of an airport, an airport runway or a major runway extension, it has
afforded the opportunity for public hearings for the purpose of considering the economic, sogial, and environmental effects
of the airport or runway location and its consistency with goals and objectives of such planning as has been carried out by
the community and it shall, when requested by the Secretary, submit a copy of the transcript of such hearings to the
Secretary. Further, for such projects, it has on its management board either voting representation from the communities
where the project is located or has advised the communities that they have the right to petition the Secretary concerning a
proposed project.

N/A

8. Air and Water Quality Standards ~ In projects involving airport location, a major runway extension, or runway location
it will provide for the Governor of the state in which the project is located to certify in writing to the Secretary that the
project will be located, designed, constructed, and operated so as to comply with applicable and air and water quality
standards. In any case where such standards have not been approved and where applicable air and water quality
standards have been promulgated by the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, certification shall be
obtained from such Administrator. Notice of certification or refusal to certify shali be provided within sixty days after the
project application has been received by the Secretary.

Environmental actions will be met.

FAA Form 5100-100 (5/14) SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION Page 3a



OMB CONTROL NUMBER: 2120-0569
OMB EXPIRATION DATE: 4/30/2017

PART Il - SECTION C (Continued)

g, Exclusive Rights — There Is no grant of an exclusive right for the conduct of any aerpnautical activity at any airpart
awned or controlled by the Sponsor excepl as follows:
Mo exclusive right 1o conduct asronautical activity has bean granted at the airpart

10. Land — (&) The sponsor holds the following property interest in the following areas of land* which are to be developed
or used as part of or in connection with the Airport subject to the following exceptions, encumbrances, and adverse
interests, all of which areas are identified on the aforementioned property map designated as Exhibit “A™:

The airport owns in fes simple the land for these projects.

The Sponsor further certifies that the above is based on a title examination by a qualified attorney or title company and
that such attorney or title company has determined that the Sponsor holds the above property interests.

(b) The Sponsor will acquire within a reasonable time, but in any event prior to the start of any construction work
under the Project, the following property interest in the following areas of land* on which such construction work is to be
performed, all of which areas are identified on the aforementioned property map designated as Exhibit A’

N/A

(c) The Sponsor will acquire within a reasonable time, and if feasible prior to the completion of all construction
work under the Project, the following property interest in the following areas of land* which are to be developed or used
as part of or in connection with the Airport as it will be upon completion of the Project, all of which areas are identified on
the aforementioned property map designated as Exhibit “A”

N/A

*State the character of property interest in each area and list and identify for each all exceptions, encumbrances, and adverse
interests of every kind and nature, including liens, easements, leases, etc. The separate areas of land need only be identified here by
the area numbers shown on the property map.

FAA Form 5100-100 {5/14) SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION Page 3b



OMB CONTROL NUMBER: 2120-0569
OMB EXPIRATION DATE: 4/30/2017

PART ill - BUDGET INFORMATION — CONSTRUCTION

SECTION A —~ GENERAL

. Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog Number:  20-106

—

2. Functional or Other Breakout; Afrport Improvement Program
SECTION B — CALCULATION OF FEDERAL GRANT
Us2 only for revisions Total
Cost Classification Latest Approved Adjustment Amount
Amount +or(-) Required

1. Administration expense $ $ $ 15,000.00
2. Preliminary expense
3. Land, structures, right-of-way
4. Architectural engineering basic fees 185,000.00
5. Other Architectural engineering fees '
6. Project inspection fees
7. Land development
8. Relocation Expenses
9. Relocation payments to individuals and Businesses
10. Demolition and removal
11. Construction and project improvement
12. Equipment
13. MisceHaneous
14. Total (Lines 1 through 13) 200,000.00
15. Estimated Income (if applicable)
16. Net Project Amount (Line 14 minus 15) : ‘ 200,000.00
17. Less: Inefigible Exclusions
18. Add: Contingencies
19. Total Project Amt. (Excluding Rehabilitation Granis) _ 200,000.00
20. Federal Share requested of Line 19 180,000.00
21. Add Rehabilitation Grants Requested (100 Percent)
22, Total Federal grant requested (lines 20 & 21) 180,000.00
23. Grantee share 20,000.00
24. Other shares
25. Total Project (Lines 22, 23 & 24) $ $ $ 200,000.00

FAA Form 5100-100 {5/14) SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION Page 4




OMB CONTROL NUMBER: 2120-0569
OMB EXPIRATION DATE: 4/30/2017

SECTION C — EXCLUSIONS

Ineligible for
Participation
(1)

Classification

Excluded From
Contingency Provision

2

$

Totals 3

e rlelale |7 o

$

SECTION D - PROPOSED METHOD OF FINANCING NON-FEDERAL SHARE

27. Grantee Share

a. Securities

b. Mortgages

¢. Appropriations (By Applicant)

20,000.00

d. Bonds

e. Tax Levies

f. Non Cash

g. Other (Explain)

h. TOTAL - Grantee share

20,000.00

28. Other Shares

a. State

b. Cther

c. Total Other Shares

29. TOTAL

20,000.00

SECTION E — REMARKS

The following iterns are incorporated by reference:
-Exhiblt "A* Property Map from the Friedman Memorial Airport Layout Plan Dated 2016

-Project Plans and Specifications, Date TBD
-Title VI Assurances, Attached

to be developed or part of these projects.

No new land acquisition is involved with the upcoming project. The sponsor holds fee simple ownership over all land that is proposed

PART IV - PROGRAM NARRATIVE (Attach - See Instructions)

FAA Form 5100-100 (5/14) SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION

Page 5



OMB CONTROL NUMBER: 2120-0569
OMB EXPIRATION DATE: 4/30/2017

PART IV

PROGRAM NARRATIVE
{Suggested Format)

PROJECT : AIP 3-16-0016-042

AIRPORT : Friedman Memorial Airport

1. Objective:
The objectives of this project is the following improvement projects:

-Terminal Aircraft Parking Improvements (Design Only)

2. Benefits Anticipated:

There is demand to park up to four commercial service aircraft on the airport at once. The improvements to the apron will provide one
additional aircraft parking spot for air carriers, meeting this demand. Additional parking will allow for aircraft to remain parked at the
terminal after passenger transfer eliminating the need for staged parking or aircraft relocation. The amount of taxi ground run time will
be reduced. The amount of aircraft ground equipment required to move aircraft around the airport will be reducad along with the fuel
required for the additional movement. With less unnecessary aircraft movement around the airport the safety and efficiency of the
airport and its operations will increass.

3. Approach: (See approved Scope of Work in Final Application)

The improvement projects outlined above will be completed through traditional design contracts. T-O Engineers, Inc. of Meridian, 1D
will serve as the airport's consultant to lead this effort. The reports and designs and will be completed by the summer of 2017. T-O
Engineers will complete the design of the apron expansion along with construction drawings including earth retaining structures,
embankment, pavement, drainage design, marking, lighting sinage and fencing.

4. Geographic Location:

Friedman Memorial Airport is located at the end of the City of Hailey, Idaho, adjacent to and on the west side of State Highway 75, at
the center portion of Blaine County, Idaho. More specifically, the airport is iocated at approximately 42° 55' 16" N and 112° 52' 51" W.

The airport serves the City of Hailey, Bellevue, Ketchurm and Sun Valley including Blaine County and the surrounding regions of
idaho.

5. If Applicable, Provide Additional Information:
None

6. Sponsor’s Representative: (include address & telephone number)

Richard Baird
Airport Manager
1616 Airport Way
P.O. Box 929
Hailey, ID 83333
(208) 788-92003

FAA Form 5100-100 (5/14) SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION Page 6



Friedman Memorial Airport
AIP Grant Application
Project Cost Breakdown

Project Cost Breakdown
Friedman Memoria! Airport

Hailey, ID

Project Description: Terminal Aircraft Parking Improvements (Design Only)

Briefiltem  Construction Engineering Admin. Cost Total Cost Federal Non-Federal

Description Cost Cost Share

90% 10%
Termminal Aircraft
Parking
Improvements
(Design Only) $ . $ 185000(% 15000]% 200,000|$ 180,000]% 20,000
Totals: $ - $ 185000({% 15000}% 200,000 % 180,000|9% 20,000




ATTACHMENT 10

(. B . .

2 ERANTS.GOV Grant Application Package
Opportunity Title: Small Community Alr Service Development Program |
Offering Agency: DOT - Office of Aviatiom Analysis |
CFDA Number:

CFDA Description:

Opportunity Number:  |por-0gr-2016-0037

Competition ID: DOT-0ST-2016-0037

Opportunity Open Date: 03/29/2016

Opportunity Close Date: 05/02/2016

Agency Contact: Vince Corsaro
Transportation Analyst
EB-mail: vince,corsaroadot.gov
Phone: 202-366-1B842

This opportunity is only open to organizations, applicants who are submitting grant applications on behalf of a company, state, local or
tribal government, academila, or other type of organization.

Application Filing Name: |Friedma.n Memorial Airport Authority




OMB Number: 4040-0003
Expiration Date: 01/31/2019

APPLICATION FOR FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE - Short Organizational
* 1. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:
Ipor - office of Aviation Analysis |

2. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER:

CFDA TITLE:

s ————YY—— F
* 3. DATE RECEIVED: Compieted Upon Submission to Grants.gov | SYSTEM USE ONLY
* 4. FUNDING OPPORTUNITY NUMBER:
[por-0sT-2016-0037 i
*TITLE:
Small Community Air Service Development Program

5. APPLICANT INFORMATION

* a. Legal Name:
Igriedman Memorial Airport Authority I
b. Address:
* Streetd: Street2:
1616 Airport Circle
* City: County/Parish:
|Hailey I |Bla:i.ne I
* State: Province:
I_ - ID: Idaho | I
[* Country: T — ¥ Zip/Postal Code: - -
L USA: UNITED STATES | |[e3333-8852 |

c. Wabmress:

http:#/ |_ |

*d. Typ; of Applicant: Select Applicant Type Code(s): * &. Employer/Taxpayer Identification Numbar (EIN/TIN):
D: Special Digtriet Government | IEZ 0474066 j
Type of Applicant; “¥ Organizational DUNS:

L | 1559936030000
Type of Applicant s 10 _
' * g. Congressional District of Applicant:

L
* Other (specify).
[

6. PROJECT INFORMATION

* a. Project Title:

|iiedman Memorial Airport Authority’s Propcsal under the Small Community air Service Development Program J
[

* b. Project Description:

Friedman Memorial Airport Authority is requesting $500,000 in federal assistance to implement a $715,000 air
service initiative. Non-airport revenue sources will fund 23 percent of the cash requirement for the proposed
Strategic Plan. The project goal is to add nonstop service to Portland Internaticnal Airport (FDX}. Friedman
Memorial Airport (SUN)} serves the Wood River Valley in central Idaho inecluding Hailey, Retchum, and Sun Valley,
home to the nation’s first destination ski resort. These communities rely on tourism and are underserved and
overpriced. Compared to other summer and winter resort destinations such as Agpen, Eagle/vail, and Jackson Hole,
SUN is significantly underserved with the number of available seats and nonstop destinations considerably lower
than the other resort destinations putting the Sun Valley area at a serious disadvantage.

¢. Proposed Project:  * Start Date: — * End Date: |05/30/2019 |




APPLICATION FOR FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE - Short Organizational

7. PROJECT DIRECTOR

Profix: * First Name: |Middle Name:
I | Lisa | |
* Last Name: Suffix:
|Emerick | I |
* Title: * Email:
||C.ontract:/Finance Administrator l Ilisa@f lyfma.com |
* Telephone Number: Fax Number:
[208-788-4956 | [z08-788-3852 |
* Street1: Street2:
Ilsls Airpert Circle | l |
~City: County/Parish: '_
lHailey I |Blaine |
* State: Province:
I 1b: Idaho || J
* Country: * Zlp/Postal Code:
| USA: UNITED STATES | "33333 -8852 |
8. PRIMARY CONTACT/GRANTS ADMINISTRATOR
Same as Project Director (skip to item 9):
Prefix: * First Name: Middle Name:
I | |uisa [ ]
* Last Name: Suffix:
Emerick | J
* Title: * Email:
Contract/Finance Administrator | lisa@flyfma.com
* Telephone Number: Fax Number:
[208-788-4956 | [208-788-9852
* Street1: Street2:
|16 16 ARirport Circle l
* City: County/Parish:
JHa.iley J Eaine |
* State: Province:
[ ID: 1daho 1l I
* Country: * Zip/Postal Code:
[ USA: UNITED STATES | |le3333-ses2 |




APPLICATION FOR FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE - Short Organizational

9. * By signing this application, | certify (1) to the statements contained in the list of certifications** and (2) that the statements hereln are true, complete and
accurate to the best of my knowledge. | also provide the required assurances™ and agree to comply with any resulting terms if | accept an award. | am aware
that any faise, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or claims may subject me to criminal, civil, or administrative penalties (U.S. Code, Title 218, Section 1001)

| Agree

** The list of certifications and assurances, or an internet site where you may obtain this list, is contained in the announcement or agency specific instructions.

AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE
Prefix: * First Name: Middle Name:
| I Lisa l I
* Last Name: Suffix:
IEmerick | |
* Title: * Emall:
|Contrac1:s/ Finance Administrator ligsa@flyfma.com
* Telephone Number: Fax Number:
[208-788-4956 | |208-788-9852 |
= T Ia—————————
* Signature of Authorized Representative: * Date Signed:
|Complehed by Grants.gov upon submission. I @mpleted by Grants.gov upon submission. I




ATTACHMENTS FORM

Instructions: On this form, you will attach the various files that make up your grant application. Please consult with the appropriate
Agency Guidelines for more information about each needed file. Please remember that any files you attach must be in the document format

and named as specified in the Guidelines.

Important: Please attach your files in the proper sequence. Ses the appropriate Agency Guidelines for details.

1) Please attach Aftachment 1

11

Add Attachment

] I Delete Attachment'] |

View Attachment

I
2) Please attach Attachment 2 L

|

Add Attachment

| | pelete Attachment { |

View Attachment
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View Atashment
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View Attachment
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View Attachment

|
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APPLICATION UNDER
SMALL COMMUNITY AIR SERVICE DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM
DOCKET DOT-0ST-2016-0037

SUMMARY INFORMATION!

All applicants must submit this Summary Information schedule, as the
application coversheet, a completed standard form SF424 and the full application

proposal on www.grants.gov.

For your preparation convenience, this Summary Information schedule is located

at htm://www.gansportation.g_ ov/policy/aviation-policy/small-community-rural-air-

service/SCASDP
A. PROVIDE THE LEGAL SPONSOR AND ITS DUN AND BRADSTREET (D&B) DATA UNIVERSAL

NUMBERING SYSTEM (DUNS) NUMBER, INCLUDING +4, EMPLOYEE IDENTIFiCATION NUMBER
(EIN) OR TAX ID.

Legal Sponsor Name: Friedman Memorial Airport Authority

Name of Signatory Party for Legal Sponsor: Ron Fairfax, Chairman

DUNS Number; 155993603

EIN/Tax ID: 820474066

B. LIST THE NAME OF THE COMMUNITY OR CONSORTIUM OF COMMUNITIES APPLYING:
1. Sun Valley/Ketchum/Hailey, Idaho

2,
3.
4.

C. PROVIDE THE FULL AIRPORT NAME AND 3-LETTER IATA AIRPORT CODE FOR THE
APPLICANT(S) AIRPORT(S) (ONLY PROVIDE CODES FOR THE ATRPORT(S) THAT ARE ACTUALLY
SEEKING SERVICE).

1. Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN)

3.

1 Note that the Summary Information does not count against the 20-page limit of the SCASDP application.



THE AIRPORT SEEKING SERVICE IS NOT LARGER THAN A SMALL HUB AIRPORT
:I Under FAA Hub classifications effective on the date of service of the attached order.

[/] As of Calendar Year 1997

DOES THE AIRPORT SEEKING SERVICE HOLD AN AIRPORT OPERATING CERTIFICATE ISSUED BY

THE FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION UNDER 14 CFR PART 139? (IF “NO”, PLEASE
EXPLAIN WHETHER THE AIRPORT INTENDS TO APPLY FOR A CERTIFICATE OR WHETHER AN

APPLICATION UNDER PART 139 IS PENDING.)

IZ Yes I:' No (explain)

D. SHOW THE DRIVING DISTANCE FROM THE APPLICANT COMMUNITY TO THE NEAREST:

1.Large hub airport: __ Salt Lake City International Airport - 296 miles

2. Medium hub airport: Sacramento International Airport - 662 miles

3. Small hub airport: __Boise Airport - 151 miles
Twin Falls’ Magic Valley Regional Airport - 87 miles

4. Airport with jet service:

Note: Provide the airport name and distance, in miles, for each category.

E. LIST THE 2-DIGIT CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT CODE APPLICABLE TO THE SPONSORING

ORGANIZATION, AND IF A CONSORTIUM, TO EACH PARTICIPATING COMMUNITY.
Under FAA Hub classifications effective on the date of service of the attached order.

1. |p-002 2.

3. 4.

F. APPLICANT INFORMATION: (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

Not a Consortium D Interstate Consortium Dlntrastate Consortium

|:| Community currently receives subsidized Essential Air Service

|:| Community currently receives alternative Essential Air Service

Community (or Consortium member) previously received a Small Community Air
Service Development Program Grant

If previous recipient: Provide year of grant(s): 2002/2013 : and,
the text of the grant agreement section(s) setting forth the scope of the grant project:

2002: Stimulate year-round travel between Blaine County, iD,

and Los Angeles, CA.

2013: Revenue guarantee and associated marketing to recruit, initiate, and
support new air service from Friedman Memorial Airport to Denver International Airport.




G. PUBLIC/PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS: (LIST ORGANIZATION NAMES)
PUBLIC PRIVATE

L. Friedman Memorial Airport Authority 1+ Fly Sun Valley Alliance

2. Sun Valley Resort

3. Sun Valley Marketing Alliance

4.

2
3.
4
5

5.

H. PROJECT PROPOSAL:
1a. GRANT GOALS: (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
Launch New Carrier Secure Additional Service I:I Upgrade Aircraft

I:I First Service New Route I:I Service Restoration
EI Regional Service D Surface Transportation D Professional Services?2
l:l Other (explain below)

1b. GRANT GOALS: (SYNOPSIS)
Concisely describe the scope of the proposed grant project. (For example, “Revenue guarantee

to recruit, initiate, and support new daily service between and ;7 or “Marketing

program to support existing service between and by Airlines.”)
Revenue guarantee to recruit, initiate, and support seasonal service between

Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN) and Portland International Airport (PDX).

2 «“Professional Services™ involve a community contracting with a firm to produce a product such as a marketing
plan, study, air carrier proposal, etc.



2. FINANCIAL TooLSs TO BE USED: (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

Marketing (including Advertising): promotion of the air service to the public

Start-up Cost Offset: offsetting expenses to assist an air service provider in setting up a
new station and starting new service (for example, ticket counter reconfiguration)

Revenue Guarantee: an agreement with an air service provider setting forth a minimum

guaranteed profit margin, a portion of which is eligible for reimbursement by the
community

| Recruitment of U.S. Air Carrier: air service development activities to recruit new air

v
v
[v]
service, including expenses for airport marketers to meet with air service providers to make
the case for new air service

IZ. Fee Waivers: waiver of airport fees, such as landing fees, to encourage new air service;
counted as in-kind contributions only

l___ Ground Handling Fee: reimbursement of expenses for passenger, cabin, and ramp (below

wing) services provided by third party ground handlers

Travel Bank: travel pledges, or deposited monetary funds, from participating parties for
the purchase of air travel on a U.S. air carrier, with defined procedures for the subsequent
use of the pledges or the deposited funds; counted as in-kind contributions only

Other (explain below)

I. EXISTING LANDING AIDS AT LOCAL AIRPORT:
[] Fuiis [ ] Outer/Middle Marker [¢/] Published Instrument Approach

[] Locatizer [ ] other (specify)



J. PROJECT COST: DO NOT ENTER TEXT IN SHADED AREA
REMINDER: LOCAL CASH CONTRIBUTIONS MAY NOT BE PROVIDED BY AN AIR CARRIER (SEE “TYPES
OF CONTRIBUTIONS FOR REFERENCE).

LINE | DESCRIPTION SUB TOTAL TOTAL AMOUNT

1 Federal amount requested 500,000

2 State cash financial contribution 0

Local cash financial contribution

3a | Alrport cash funds 34,000

3b | Non-airport cash funds 160,000

Total local cash funds (3a + 3b) 194,000

4 TOTAL CASH FUNDING (1+2+3) 694,000

In-Kind coniribution

5a | Airport In-Kind contribution** 16,000

Sb | Other In-Kind contribution** 5,000

5 TOTAL IN-KIND CONTRIBUTION

(5a + 5b) 21,000

6 TOTAL PROJECT COST (4+5) 715,000

K. IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS**

For funds in lines 5a (Airport In-Kind contribution) and 5b (Other In-Kind contribution), please
describe the source(s) of fund(s) and the value ($) of each.

5a: Landing fee waivers and grant administration

5b: Monitoring program

L. Is THIS APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY AN AFFECTED STATE UNDER EXECUTIVE

ORDER 12372 PROCESS?

‘:l a. This application was made available to the State under the Executive Order 12372
Process for review on (date)

:I b. Program is subject to E.O. 12372, but has not been selected by the State for review,

ZI ¢. Program is not covered by E.O. 12372.




M. IS THE LEAD APPLICANT OR ANY CO-APPLICANTS DELINQUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEBT?
(IF “YES”, PROVIDE EXPLANATION)

No I:I Yes (explain)




APPENDIX C

APPLICATION CHECKLIST
INCLUDED? ITEM
For Immediate Action

Y Determine Eligibility

Y New Grants.gov users must register with www.grants.gov.

Existing Grants.gov users must verify existing www.granis.gov account has not expired
and the Authorized Organization Representative (AOR) is current.

For Submission by 5:00 PM EDT on July 22, 2015
Communities with active SCASDP grants: notify DOT/X50 of intent to terminate

= existing grant in order to be eligible for selection in FY2015

Y Complete Application for Federal Domestic Assistance (SF424) via www.grants.gov

\'s Summary Information schedule complete and used as cover sheet (see Appendix B)

Application of up to 20 one-sided pages (excluding any letters from the
Y community or an air carrier showing support for the application), to include:
Y + A description of the community’s air service needs or deficiencies.
o  The driving distance, in miles, to the nearest large, medium, and small hub

Y airports, and airport with jet service.

« A strategic plan for meeting those needs under the Small Community Program,

Y including a concise synopsis of the scope of the proposed grant project.

) » For service to or from a specific city or market, such as New York, Chicago, Los
Angeles, or Washington, D.C., for example), a list of the airports that the
applicant considers part of the market.

» A detailed description of the funding necessary for implementation of the

Y community's project.

s An explanation of how the proposed project differs from any previous projects

Y for which the community received SCASDP funds (if applicable).

Y « Designation of a legal sponsor responsible for administering the program,

« A motion for confidential treatment (if applicable) — see Appendix D below.




April 26, 2016

Ms. Brooke Chapman

Associate Director

Small Community Air Service Development Program
U.S. Department of Transportation

1200 New Jersey Ave, SE W86-310

Washington, DC 20590

Subject: Small Community Air Service Development Program
Docket DOT-OST-2016-0037
Friedman Memorial Airport Authority, Hailey, ldaho

Dear Ms. Chapman:

The Friedman Memorial Airport Authority's Smalt Community Air Service Development Program
grant application is included with this letter. Friedman Memorial Airport Authority, City of Hailey,
Blaine County and our private partners have proposed a Strategic Plan that will help connect the
Sun Valley area to major airports in the westem part of the United States, where we lack
adequate service today. The lack of adequate connectivity and high airfares are major reasons
why a high percentage of visitors and local passengers use other airports, with the majority
driving 2.4 hours to Boise. It is also why Sun Valley is not as frequently considered a vacation
destination from some of these areas.

The Strategic Plan for adding air service to another hub has the support of area governments, Fly
Sun Valley Alliance and maijor businesses that will benefit from this service. A comprehensive
marketing plan has been designed to build this important market to a sustainable passenger
revenue performance level.

The Wood River Valley area including Hailey, Ketchum, and Sun Valley is a world class winter
and summer destination for outdoor enthusiasts. The area is served by nearby Friedman
Memorial Airport (SUN). Insofar as SUN is the nearest commercial service airport to central
Idaho, it also serves as the primary commercial air access to the Sawtooth National Recreation
Area and the Frank Church River of No Return Wilderness — both are world renown and heavily
accessed resources.

_—------ - —————————a——————m——- 0o = a—au ===
' FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT
TeL 208.788.4956 / 208.788.9003 « rax 208.788.9852 - wes www.iflysun.com
sieeer 1616 Airport Circle « Hailey, ID 83333



Ms. Brooke Chapman
Docket DOT-0OST-2016-0037

Page 2

The Friedman Memorial Airport Authority’s application meets the Priority Selection Criteria
outlined in the Order Soliciting Community Proposals:

1.

According to the Bureau of Transportation Statistics database, SUN has an average
gross roundtrip fare of $502, 29 percent higher than the national average of $391, forcing
passengers to decide between high fare premiums for local service or long drives to other
airports in the state.

The community is providing 30 percent ($215,000) of the funding of the Strategic Plan in

the form of cash and in-kind services; 23 percent ($760,000} of the $694,000 cash

requirement is from non-airport revenue sources.

The Friedman Memorial Airport Authority, Fly Sun Vailey Alliance, Sun Valley Resort, and
Sun Valley Marketing Alliance have formed a public-private partnership.

The DOT's assistance will provide material benefits to not only local residents but
inkound visitors as well. Tourism is the economic backbene of the region and greater
connectivity to the national air transportation system will create new opportunities for
visitors to include Sun Valley when considering their travel plans.

The public-private partnership has developed a realistic timetable to achieve the goals of
this proposal.

Our application also meets several of the Secondary Selection Criteria. This application has
broad-based support from surrounding communities as demonstrated by our numerous support
letters. The Wood River Valley community is committed and ready to support the service
described in this application.

We appreciate the U.S. Department of Transportation's understanding of the critical importance
of commercial air service in smaller communities and ook forward to working with you as you
evaluate the merits of the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority’s Small Community Air Service
Development Program grant application.

Sincerely,

Ron Fairfax

Chairman
Friedman Memorial Airport Authority



PROPOSAL UNDER THE SMALL COMMUNITY

AIR SERVICE DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM
Docket #: DOT-OST-2016-0037

FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT (SUN)
HAILEY, IDAHO/SUN VALLEY, IDAHO




!\

SEcTION 1.

PROPOSAL HIGHLIGHTS

his Small Community Air Service
l Davelopment Program (SCASDP) grant

application for Friedman Memorial Airport

(SUN} meets the criteria of Docket DOT-
0ST-2016-0037. Friedman Mamorial Airport
Authority, the grant sponsor, is requesting
$500,000 in federal assistance to implement a
$715,000 air service initiative. The goal of this
project I to initiate nonstop service by Alaska
Airlines to Portland International Airport (PDX}.
SUN is a two-time pravious grant reciplent (2002
and 2013) and in both cases SCASDP funds were
successfully used to initiate new, nonstop service.
The proposed project’s goals differ from the
previous grant goals.

Airfares Higher than National Average

A significant percentage of residants and visitors
to Sun Valley drive more than 150 miles to access
acceptable air service at Bolse Airport (BOI), a
small-hub airport, Air travelers do so because of
excassively high fares and lack of available air
service at SUN. Acconding to the Bureau of

Transportation Statistics (BTS) database, SUM.
has an average gross roundtrip fare of $502,
29 percent higher than the nationat avarage of
$391, This is an excessive difference in airfares
and Is even higher on a market-by-market basis.

To avoid these high fares, air travelars drive o
BOI or Salt Lake City International Airport, the
nearest medium or large-hub airport, at an
estimated 296-mile drive or 4.5 hours. Over the
past 10 years, air sarvice at SUN has declined
significantly with filghts declining 65 percent and
seats 35 percent since 2006. This is a much
higher decrease than other resort airports like
Aspen putting Sun Valley at a serious
disadvantage.

Community Funding

To support this alr service initiative, the Airport
Authority and community will fund 30 percant of
the proposed $715,000 Strategic Plan.

Norsairpert revanus sources wiil fund 23
parcent {§160,000) of the $594,000 cash

raquirement. This is a strong commitment by the
local community to support nonstop PDX service.

Public-Private Partnership

Friedman Memorial Airport Authority, the Fly Sun
Valley Alliance, the Sun Valley Marketing Alilance
and the Sun Valley Resort have formed a public-
private parinership in support of this application.
Cooperatively, thesa organizations have a list of
succassful initiatives with broad support from the
community.

History Indicates that the public-private
partnership and local businesses have the abllity
to successfully implement this project. In 2002,
with the help of a SCASDP grant, the community
enticed Horizon Air/Alaska Airlines to enter the
Los Angeles market. The service was successful,
and Alagka continues to serve the market over a




decade later. In 2014, the public-privata
partnership negotiated with United Airlines 1o
initiate nonstop Denvar service with the
assistance of 2013 SCASDP funding. As shown,
this parinership bas been successful in past air
sarvice efforts and s dedicated 1o the success of
this inltiative.

Material Benefits

Due to the presence of Sun Valley Resort the
economy of the Sun Valley/Wood River Valley Is
largely based on tourism. Tourism is the
economic backbone of the region. In addition to
the travel requirements of the tourist industry,
local businesses and residents need to be
connacted to the national alr transpostation
system. Multiple global companies are
headquartered in the Sun Valley area. These
companies among others rely heavily on air
service to SUN to conduct business. In addition,
many local area reskdents commute by air to jobs
outside the area, and second homeowners nead
access 10 local alr service to travel toffrom
residences. Improved air sarvice at SUN will

provide material benefits 10 a broad segment of
the traveling public, including businesses and
other enterprises.

Timely Manner

The public-private partnership has a well-defined
sirafegic plan and reasonable timetable o
implement nonstop PDX service. Through recent
meslings and discussions between the
community and target airline, Alaska Airines
supports this grant application (referance support
letter In Appendix A), and Alaska has baen
inchuded in forming the strategic plan.

The US Department of Transportation (DOT) can
be confident in the public-privete parinership's
ability to implement SCASDF granfs. Service was
Initiated to Los Angeles within just a few months
of grant awand in 2002. Service to Denver was
Initlated within the first 12 months following grant
award in 2013. All pieces ara in place to make
this another successful air service initiative.

Mamorizgl Airpert=5un Yakey, 10
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SECTION 2.

AIR SERVICE ENVIRONMENT

This section provides the Sun Valley area’s
community profile. The Sun Valley area is
a year-round, world-renowned destination
for outdoor and cultural enthusiasts, with
strong summer, fail and winter visitation. It is
home to Sun Valley, the nation’s first destination
ski resort developed In 19386, and provides world-
class skiing as well as numerous outdoor
pursuits, This section demonstrates the
community's economic dependence on
commercial air service at the local airport,

Isolated Central idaho Location

SUN Is located in Halley, Idaho, 12 miles south of
Ketchum/Sun Valley. The counties of Camas and
Blaine, Idaho are considered SUN's primary
service area. Exhibit 2.1 shows the geography of
the Sun Valley area located in the Wood River
Valley and encompasses a large portion of
Cenlral Idaho. The towns of Hailey and Bellevue
lie 11 to 14 mlles to tha south of Sun Valley and
are home to tha majority of the residents of

* Souroe: Difo M, last Census population

EXHIBIT 2.1 SUN'S ISDLATED LOCA“ON
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o

CWYHEE

Gmsmim
w Mssntstny

i

Blaine County. To the north lfes the 750,000-acre
Sawtooth National Recreation Area. Within a 25-
mille radius is & population of 16,552, increasing
1o 36,231 within a 50-mile radius'. The primary

SUN users, however, are visitors with 65 percent
of SUN passangers visiting tha Sun Valley area?

2 Source: Dilo Mi, year ended Seplember 30, 2015




Long Drives to Competing Alrports

Despile the shortage of service offerad at SUN,
Sun Valley area reskdents and tourists rely on it
for commercial air service due to the long travel
time to compating alrports (as shown in

Table 2.1).

TADLE 2.1 DISTANCE TO ALTERNATE AMPORTS

Siior Wl 101

i W | Ak
Twin Falls, ID (TWF) | 87 | 1.6hm | Non
Bolse, 10 (BOI) 161 | 24 hm | Small
Mdaho Falls, ID(IDA) | 156 | 25hrs | Non
Pocatelis, ID (PIH) 169 | 2.7hws | Non
Sait Lake City, UT (SLC) | 206 | 45hm | Large

Souroa: Mcrosolt MapFoint from Ketchum, 1D

The 151-mile drive to BOI can take an estimated
2.4 hours to travel not considering poor winter
travel conditions or congestion. Twin Falls' Magic
Valley Regional Alport (TWF) toffrom the Sun
Valley Resort area takes around 1.6 hours fo
drive, imespective of winter driving conditions.
Pocatallo and Idaho Falls' airporis each take 2.5
plus hours to access.

While BO! offers low-fare service by airfines such
as Southwest Alriines and Allegiant Alr, BOI is
classified as a small-hub airpert and has limited
sarvice. Tha nearest medium or large hub alrport
is Salt Lake Clty, an estimated 296 mies distant
{4.5-hour drive).

Consldering drive distances, SUN Is the only
convenient connection for visitors and local
outbound passengers fo the national air
transportation network. Convenlent air access to
this destination resort community is cructal for the
health of its tourist-based economy and fo local
nor-Hourism global businessas.

Tourism - the Foundation of the

Local Economy

Due fo the presence of Sun Valley Resort the
sconomy of the Sun Valley/Wood River Valley is
largely based on tourism. Tourism is the
economic backbone of the region. SUN provides
access to all of central Idaho and Is the gateway
to the Sawtooth National Recreation area, Silver
Cresk {world-class fiy fishing}, Craters of the
Moon National Monument, Salmon River area,
and the Frank Church-River of No Retum
Wildemess ansa. Additional nformation on winter
and summer tourism follows.

Winter Tourism

In the winter, the Sun Valley area offers world-
class Alpine skling on two mountains. World-
class Nordic skiing is also offered with an official
US Olympic/Paralymplic tralning site.

The ares offers ice skating, slelgh rides,
showshoaing, hot springs, snowmaobiling,
gaberies, theatre and more, Sun Valley was rafed
as the #7 US Ski Resort by SKI Magazine and
was in the Top 10 Ski Resorts by Men's Fitness.
Signature winter events Include: Holiday Winker
Wondarland In December, the Sun Valley Nordic
Festival in February, US National Alpine

Fripgdman Momonal Airpod = Sun Valley, 13
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Championships in March, and the Sun Valloy
Film Festival and Solfest in March,

Summer Tcur_lsm

In the summer, the Sur Vailey area continues to
offer unrivaled recreation. Visitors enjoy four golf
courses, biking, hiking, climbing, whitewater
rafting, fiy fishing, horseback riding and other
outdoor recreation. In addition, the Sun Valley
area offers worid-class arts and cutture with
summer performances of the Sun Valley Summer
Symphony and top galleries, concerts, thaeatre

and other events. The Sun Valley area has been
named one of the Top 10 Adventure Towns by
National Geo Adventure and one of the Top 75
Resort Golf Destinations by Golf Digast.
Signature summer and fall events Include:

* Sun Valley Summer Symphony

+ Ride Sun Valley Bike Festival
Sun Valley Summer lca Show
Sun Valley Wiiters Conference
Sun Valley Arls Festival
Sun Valley Wine Auction
Sun Valley Harvest Festival
Sun Valley Wellness Festival
Wagon Days
Trailing of the Sheep Festival

-

-

Local Global Business Presence

In addition to the travel requirements of the
tourist industry, local residents need fo be
connecled to the national air transportation
system. The Sun Valley area atiracts a highly
skilled and wall-educatad labor force. Thare are a
significant number of veleran rehabllitation
facfiities dependent on alr service. In addition,
multiple companies are headquariered in the Sun
Valley area including:

»  POWRER Enginests is a global consulting,
engineering firm with a world-wide client
bese and 33 US offices (including Portiand),
three international offices, and 1,700
employeas (200-plus in the Sun Valley area).

s Marketran is a market leadsr in media
advertising software with six US offices, 120
employees (45 in the Sun Valley area) and
an active, traveling sales force.

+  Rocky Mountaln Hatdware is a high-end
construction hardware manufacturer with 85
employaes and a traveling sales force.

= Higher Ground s Sun Valley's renowned
Wounded Warrior program.

=  FlrytLite is a nationa! company basad in
Ketchurn, ldaho, that produces a complste
system for sportsmen who demanded the
highest quality apparel for the most extreme
conditions, Their sales and executive feam
members travel frequently for business.

These companles, along with others and a
variety of nationally-recognized organizations,
rely heavily on SUN air servica to conduct
business. The ties between many Poriland area
businesses, specifically in the high-tech and
outdoor Industries, has led several businesses to
relocate or expand operations into Portland
racently {(e.g., Smith Sport Optics and
Icebreaker), and GUN-PDX service would help
to facilitate further growth of thoae

businessas in the region.




Thera is also significant new development (n the
Sun Valley area (examples are shown in the
photos on the right). With regard to hotels, Sun
Valley Lodge & Spa, an iconic, historic resort
property, completed an extensive firsi-class
remodel with a large spa additfon. A new hotel In
downtown Ketchum, the Limelight Hotel
Ketchum, is a 98-room, four-star property being
developed by Aspen Skiing Company. The hotel
will open in fall of 2016. Another new hotel is in
the process of being built, the Auberge Resort
Sun Valley. The Auberge Rasort will be a 80-
room, five-star property, opening fall 2017.

In addition to hotel development, now
recreational facifities (i.e. $6 milllon Indoor ice
rink), restaurants and shops ara being cpened
throughout the Wood River Valley,

Second Homeowners

Another notabie element of the Sun Valley
community that is directly impacted by availability
of commercial air service are sacond
homeowners. NonHdaho property ownership In
Biaine County Is provided in Table 2.2,

Exhibit 2.2 provkies a
haat map of the
designated market area
for homeowners
{excluding Blalne County
malling addresses). The
state of Oragon Is clearly
atop market area for
second homeowners
Indicating a need for
additional access to the
national alr
transportation system for
this market segment.

Asg demonstrated in this
section, SCASDP
assistance will cleary
provide material banefits
{0 a broad segment of the
traveling public, including
businesses and other
enterprises, whose
access to the national air
{ransporiation system is
limited.

rriin Mamioral Birpod - Sun Valliy, 1D

EXHIBIT 2.2 DESIGNATED MARKET AREA OF DISTINCT BLAINE COUNTY
HOMEOWNERS {A9SESSOR DATABASE)

L owomem

&P ooss.oamn
4 vin-co
&P raw
TABLE 22 NON-IDAHO PROPERTY OWNERSHIP IN
HLANE COUNTY
California g
Waghington 1,954
Utah 300 .
Naw York 278
Nevada 197
Oregon 189
Florida 176
Texas 163
HEnols 107




SECTION 3. AIR SERVICE —

EXiSTING AND HISTORICAL

Thls section provides an overview of the
cumrent and historical alr service at SUN.
Carriers providing service, service

frequency and destinations offered are
inciuded in the discussion. A summary of
historical air service ks also included. A
description of air service development efforts
concludes the section,

Existing Air Service

Given the seasonal nature of the Sun Vallay
tourism market, commerclal air service fluctuates
with the demand of tha season. Table 3.1 shows
SUN's scheduled air service from January

through December 2015 by season. Alaska
Airtines, Delta Alr Lines and United Airlines
pravide scheduled air service at SUN with Alaska
and United operating oniy seasonally. The winter
and summer seasons have similar scheduled air
searvice with seasonal service to Denver, Los
Angelas, San Francleco and Seattle. The only
service provided year round is Salt Lake City with
significantly lower departures provided In the off-
peak season.

All gervice Is provided on either the 65-70 seat
Canadair Reglonal Jet 700 (CRJ-700) aircraft or
the 76-seat Bombardier Dash 8 Q400 (Q400)
turboprop alreraft, largely due to operational

TABLE 2.1 EMISTING AIR SERVICE
Denver, CO unted Ca-Tud 39 76 0
Los Angeles, CA Alaska Q400 98 94 0
Salt Lake City, UT Dalia CRJ-700 278 285 165
San Francigco, CA United CRJ-700 84 76 0
Seatlie, WA Alaska Q400 106 1105 9 __ ]
e - Yotal Dopartures T TTT T @t RS | 204
Total Seats | 42 833 42,589 13,358

Sowrce: Diio M, ag of Aprll 11, 2018; outbound
Note: Winter = Jan/FebvMar/Dac; S

only,
ummer = Jun/JuliAug/Sep; Off-Peak = Apr/May/OctiNov

restrictions at SUN. Approximately 68 percent of
annual seats were provided on regional Jat
aircraft. Air service in the market has been
constrained due fo the limitations on type of
alrcraft that can operate making new opportunities
with these aircraft such as the one proposed In
the Strategic Plan all the more important.

in 2018, the cument scheduled air service shows
significant increases In seats and flights for each
season. In the winter, flights increased 10
percent, with the primary improvement for United
at Danver and San Franclsco. in the surmmer,
service is anticipated to increase 20 percent with
a significant Increase by Delta to Salt Lake City.
in the off-peak season, flights ane scheduled to
increase 22 percent, primarily with improvements
by Delta at Salt Lake Chy, similar to the summer
season. Even with the capacliy growth In 2018,
SUN service is down significantly ln the past
decade, as will be demonstrated in the next
subsection.
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EXHIBIT 3.1 HISTORICAL AIR SERVICE Historical Air Service
160,000 e B Pmeemey —loed Fasr 8o Air service at SUN in the last 10 years has
declined significantly; however, air service levels
140,000 £ =y —F— 70 have been increasing over the last five years
N \ ,‘,\J e assisted by the use of akiine ravenue guarantee
&0 contracts supported by the local community and

destinations, traffic levels, and service providers.

120,000 N
_—\-\/*/ % tha SCASDP program. This subsection
E 100,000 50 g summarizes SUN's alr service history including:
H
| o 3

As shown in Exhibit 3.1 and Table 3.2, over the
Iast 10 years, air sefvice declined significantly,

80,000 7 ® from 152,288 annual seats on 4,042 departures In
2006 to 99,178 seats on 1,434 departures in
40,000 = = = . . : = = = 2 .
2008 2007 2008 2008 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2045 2015. While service was offered to five

destinations In 2008, similar to 2015, the number
of filghts, speclfically to Salt Lake City, were much
higher, The T8 parcent reduction in flights to
HaNSTOR ; i Balt Lake City and other changes In alr service
DESTINATION  &IRLINE - 2006 7 00 2115 has resulied In # 65 percent reduction in

Year Ended

TABLE 3.2 HISTORICAL DESTINATIONS AND SERVICE PROVIDERS

Boise, ID Alaska
Denver, CO | Uniled 2 | 115 dapartures and 35 paroant reduction in sents
Idaho Falls, ID | Alaska 139 145 & BUN from 2008 to 2018, At the sama fime,
Los Angeles, CA | Alaska | 189 | 191 | 174 | 102 | 167 | 198 | %90 | 202 | 214 | 183 onboard passengers decreased only 6 parcent
An i Sl THILWE W Jeading to much higher load factors In the market.
SaltLake Clty, UT | Deita | 3,320 | 5,328 | 3,101 | 2481 | 2,295 | 2,058 | 1,630 [ 1,714 | 835 | 726
San Francisco, CA| United 20 178 | 170 i
Soaflle, WA | Alaska | 345 | 820 | 208 | & | 105 | 195 | 200 | 200 | 234 | 220 In regent years, SUN has experienced notable
Totsl scheduled departures| 4,042 | 3,055 | 3,815 | 2,880 | 2,000 | 2,434 | 2,026 | 2,45 ; 1550 | 1434 gains in alr servics with the addition of seasonal
 Totel acheduled sests (157,258 146,336 | 148,868 103,494’ 107,614 ] 01,636 {79,224 /83,076 105,639 (09,178 Denver and San Francisoo service. Even with
[ Total onbioard passengscs | 70,504 5 68,855 | 63,732 | 53,708 | 56,993 | 50,100 | 48,627 | 50,867 ; 04,634 85,537] these addifions, air service levels remain below

Source: Diio M previous levels with the loss of BOI and Oakland
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service and reduction in annual departures to Salt
Lake City and Seattie. Daclining alr sarvice hea
a direct kopact on tourism and the local

economy.

Past Air Service Deveiopment Efforts

SUN provides local residents and businesses in
the Wood River Valley with access to the national
air transportation system and feeds the local
tourism industry with visitors from all over the
world. In recognition of the importance of air
service 10 the reglon, Fly Sun Valley Alliance was
formed in 2008 including SUN, members from the
cities of Hailey, Ketchum, Sun Valley, Blaine
County and major local businesses to Increase
support for air service. Members of the Alliance
have warked closely with the airines serving
SUN. The Alllance has undertaken a range of
activities in this regard over tha last three vears.
Thesa activities include:
+ Submitied successful SCASDP application in
2013 for Denver service
= Conducted retention analyses using Airline
Reporting Corporation (ARC) data and
completed periodic published airfare
monitoring
+ Aftended numerous headquarters meetings
including Alaska Airlines {2014/2015),
American Alrines {2015), Delta Air Linas

« Aftended industry confarances

With regard to marketing and promotional efforts,
the Sun Valley Resort and Sun Valley Marketing
Alilance work together on brand awareness o
create demand and tactical advertising to drive
sales, With a combined annual budget of more
than $3 million, the following is complated:

-

{2014) and United Airlines {2015). United
also visited Sun Valley for a meeting In 2014,

o ACI-NA JumpStart Air Service
Deveiopment Program 2015 (met with
Amarican, Alaska, Delta and United)

o Mead & Hunt Alr Service Development
Conference 2016 (met with American,
Alaska, SkyWest and United)

Natlonul sdveritising: Focused on ski,
mountain biking, golf, aris and events
through print, digital, soclal media and esmail
advertising.

Key market advertising: Current key
markets ara focused on the nonstop and
connecling air service markets of Seattie, Los
Angeles, San Francisco, Denver and New
York, as well as the drive markets of Boise
and Salt Lake City, using print, digital, social
media and email adverlising.

Dirgct sales: National sakee force soliciting
meeting, convention and group business.
Public relations: Secures national and
regional media coverage.

g ravily

This SCASDP application will assist in thass
ongoing efforts and make SUN's alr service
devalopment efforts more compatiive by
providing funding for an airline revenue
guarantee.

PAirport — Sun Valley
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SECTION 4. AIR SERVICE

NEEDS AND DEFICIENCIES

he Air Service Needs and Deficlenclas

section identifies the issues at SUN that

have stuntad the growth of commercial air
service to the community. This section provides a
detailed analysls to demonstrate that the Sun
Valley area Is underaerved, and the average
airfares in this community are higher than other
comparable communities.

Underserved Resort Destination

The Sun Valley area’s visitors and residents do
not have adequate commercial air service within
an acceptable proximity. SUN's air service
fuctuates considerably with seasonal demand
and I3 significantly lower than other resort

TABLE 4 1 COMPARIRON OF AIR SERVICE AT RESORT AIRPORTS

destinations. A high percentage of air fravelers
are forced to use altemate airports, primarily BOI,
a distant 150-plus miles away. The following
subsections demonstrate how SUN's air service
does not meet the needs of residents or vislitors,

Comparison to Other Resort Destinations

Comparad to other summer and winter resort
destinations such as Aspen, Eagle/Vail and
Jackson Hole, SUN Is significantly underserved.
Table 4.1 provides a comparison of air sarvice
provided at other resort communities as well as
the change in air service levels over the past 10
years. With the exception of Gunnison and
Mammoth Lakes, the number of flights, seats and

8 2% 0%

Aspen, CO (ASE) 5,147
Jackson Hole, WY (JAC) | 3,758 | 407,528 13 8%) 5% 44%
i Vali, CO {EGE] 2,015 | 240,228 12 (33%) (27%) {14%)
Montrose, CO (MT.) 1940 | 145873 12 (29%) 33% 50%
Steamboat Springs, CO
| 1 156 [ 140700 _1 (38%) (21%) 38% |
| Sun Valley, ID (SUN) 1 | 99,178 [ {6E%) (35%) %
Gunnlson, CO (GUG) 708 50,345 | 5 (43%) (32%) 150%
Memmoth Lakes, GA (MMH)| 683 | 60,972 | 5 100% 100% 100%
Source: Do M

nanstop destinations at SUN are significantly
lower than other resort alrports. For example, in
20186, Aspen had 3.6 times the number of flighis
and seats than SUN. Jackson Hole had 4.1 times
the number of seats and 2.6 times the number of
fiights, while Vail/Eagle had more than double the
number of seats than SUN. This puts the Sun
Valley Resort at a serious disadvantage. To
compound the problem, over the past 10 yoars,
SUN has suffered from the highest decline in
fiights and seats of any other resort airport. Witha
65 percent reduction in flights and 35 percent loss
In seats, only Gunnison experienced similar
reductions with a 43 percant reduction In flights
and 32 percent drop in seats.

Unmet Demand to Portland

Based on survey and studies performed by the
Sun Valley Resort, the ninth largest Designated
Market Area for Sun Valey travelers is Porland,
accounting for nearly 3 percent of all travelers,
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which is larger than the Denver local market
(reference Exhibit 4.1). This demand is not being
met today by air service conneclions through
Seattle or Salt Lake City. tn the first quarter of
2015, only 3.0 PDEW flew betwesn PDX and
SUN due to the limited alr service avallable. The
demand far outweighs the current passenger
numbers and nonstop sarvice to PDX would
undoubtedly further increase the visltors from the
Porfland area.

High Diversion to Alternate Alrports

SUN conducts regular reviews of ARC data to
determine changes In retention at the local aimport
and diversion to altemate alrports like BO!. The
most recent ARC analysis was completed for the
winter 2014/2015 season, the summer 2014
season and off-peak periods in 2014, Exhiblt 4.2
shows retention by season,

EXHIBIT 4.2 SUN RETENTION BY SEASON

%
37% B=
%
e
| - |

Winter 2014/15 Summer 2014 Off-Peak 2014
Source: ARC Data

The ARC review
demonstrated that SUN has a
passenger retention rate of 37
percent in the winter, 48
percent in the summer and 31
percent in off-peak periods,
The estimates are
consarvative as Southwest
Alrlines and Allegiant are not
included in the data and are

likely major contributors of air

service at the primary !

diverting airport, BOI.

The malority of diverting - o o osa
passengers choose BOI (53 [T TR
percent in the winter, 45 Lo

percent in the summer and 57
percent in off-peak paricds). This means thata
large portion of Sun Valley residents and visitors
elect to drive almost 2.5 hours to access
adequate air service. Of note is that an addifional
& percent of winter travelers, & percant of summer
travelers and 5 percent of off-peak travalers
chocse to drive 4.5 hours to Salt Lake City due to
the lack of air service at SUN.

Clearly SUN air travelers are In need of additional
options tc access the national air transportation
system.

im0

Memorial Airport — Sun Valley.




Excessive Alrfares

The Order Soliciting Community Proposals
indicated that the US DOT will compare the local
community's airfares to the national average
airfares for all commanities using the BTS
database. The BTS report for calendar year 2014
(the most recent annual period available) shows
that SUN is excessively high compared to the
national average for all markets.

SUN has an average gross roundisip fere of
$502, 20 percent higher than the nationel
average of $391. For the third quarter 2015, BTS
shows SUN's airfares even more out of line at 41
percent above the US average. The following
subsections provide a8 more detalled review of
SUN's average fare basad on deta from Dilo Mi.

TABLE 4.2 AVERAGE OMNE-WAY DOMEGTIC

10-Year Fare Comparisons

The: ascalation of SUN's average fares over the
past 10 years is shown in Table 4.2. SUN's
airfares have increased 19 percent since 2006,
with average one-way domestic fares at over
$230. More notabla is comparisons to SUN's
primary diversionary airports, BO! and Salt Lake
City. For the year ended September 30, 2015,
SUN's domesfic airfares averaged 32 percent
higher than BOI and 26 percent higher than Salt
Laks Clty.

At the state and national level, SUN'’s aiffares
excead the state of [daho by 24 percent, the
Northwest region by 30 percent and the national
average by 28 percent. In fact, $UN's alrisres
over the last 10 years averaged as high as 40
parcent mors than the S domestic sverage
{2013).

| Saa Vesrsy, It EUR) 4
Boise, ID (BOT)} 13 $132 | §
Salt Lake City, UT (SLC) 3150 13138 | 4 172 %%
tdaho $142 [$141 | $144 | $141 | $152 [$164 | $181 [ $191 | $1586 | $186 24%
Northwest Ragion 155 | §154 | §159 | $145 | $158 |$170 | §175 | §178 | 179 | %178 0%
United States 147 | $147 | $157 | 5143 | $157 [§170 | 5176 | $18% | 5185 | 5180 | 328%

Source: Difo Mi; Calender yaar except for 2015 (year ended Seplember 30)

SUN VALLEY.

The Strategic Plan herein would address SUN's
identified air service needs and deficiancies

by meking air service more comparable 1o other
resort markets, reducing diversion to altermnate
alrports and providing mone competition in the
market to reduce airfares.




SECTION 5.
STRATEGIC PLAN

i he Strategic Plan proposed herein will
. achieve the community’s goals and help to
allaviate the air service needs and
deficlencies of the Wood River Valley.
This Strategic Plan saction provides a detailed
description of the goals of the plan, methods {o
achisve those goals, the detalled incentive and
support plan required, self-sufficiency of the
senvice and the funding necessary
for implementation.

Public-Private Partnership

SUN is jointly owned by the Gity of Halley and
Blalre County, Idaho and is operated by the
Friedman Memorial Airport Authority, the sponsor
of this grant application. Ron Faifax, Chalrman,
Friadeaan Memarial Alrpoet Autharity, is the

signatory party of the legal sponsor. For the
purpose of this application, Friedman Memorial
Airport Authority, Fly Sun Valley Alliance, Sun
Valiey Resort and the Sun Valiey Marketing
Alllance have formed a public-private partnership
(refer to support letters in Appendix A).

All public-private partners wilt be fully involved in
the execution of the Stralegic Plan:

» Friedman Memorial Airport Authority will
axecute federal grant offers, process all
assoclated reimbursement requests, overses
grant administration and assist with local
calchment area marketing outreach,

Fly Sun Valley Alliance will manage the
overall new alr service plan implamentation
and assist with local caichment area
marketing outreach.

Sun Valley Resort and Sun Valley Marketing
Alllance will develop and execute the
marketing plan for the new service.

Together these partners form a team commitled
to improving and retaining air service at SUN.
This partnership has a history of successfully
Implamenting & 2002 and 2013 SCASDF award.

Project Goals/Proposed Air Service
The proposed service to PDX would expand the
footprint for Sun Valley, opening up a major
western US city that today has minimal traffic to
SUN and allow for Improved connecting options
from the Important Pacific Northwest. Table 5.1
provides a summary of the number of connecting
markets at PDX for Alaska Airlines as well as all
aiflines. Alaska's hub offers conrections to 43
destinations on nearly 800 weekly departures.
With very limiled service foday from PDX to ski
destinations, the additional service to SUN would
be an economic boon for Sun Valley as well as for
the skiers of Oregon.

TABLE 5.1 SERVICE OFFERED AT PDX)

Destinations 43 69
Waeekly Flights aar 1,980
Weekly Seats 91,347 248,948

Source: Difo M July 2018




The proposed sefvice has been discussed with
Alaska, and Alaska has provided a letter of
support for this Strategle Plan (refer to
Appendix A).

Market Analysis

Similar to other services offered at SUN with the
excaption of Salt Lake Ciy, it is anticipated that
Alaska Alrines would serve the SUN-PDX market
on a seasonal basie. The winter season is
considenad to be December through March and
the summer seasaon is considerad June through

September.

Table 5.2 provides an analysis by season {o
detarmine the load factor neaded for Alaska to
breakeven for the initlial service. The SUN-Seattle
proxy market was used for the percentage of local
passengers and the local and segment fare
estimates.

It Is calculated that a 77 to 79 percent load factor
In the winfer and summer seasons would be
necassary to cover the segment cost for Alaska.
This is achievable by the SUN market given
parformance on existing service. For example, the
SUN-Seattie market operated at an 82 percent
[oad factor for the winter 2014/2015 season and
an 80 parcent load factor for the summer 2015
£8a30N.

Based on these estimates, this manket is
anticipated o be self-sustaining in the
Jong ferm; however, as a new nonstop
destination, load factors of this magnitude ara
likely not achlevable In the first year of service
mandating the use of a revenue guarantes fo
offset Alaska’s risk.

TABLE 5.2 SUN-PDX BREAKEVEN ANALYSIS

CALC . _ATION
1
2
3
4| # of daily roundirips 1 |
5 # of operations 58
[i] # of seals 4408
7 Winter segment cost $375,204
8] % of loval pessengers 7%
9| Average local fare - 10 2015 $108
10| Average segment fare - 1Q 2015 $108
1 Estimated passengers 3483
12| Estimated load factor e |
Suymmer Operations: __1 .
13 # of operations 58
14 # of seats 4408
15 Summer segment cost $879.204
16 % of local passenfers 81%
17| Average local fare - 3Q 215 | $112
18| Average segment fare - 30 2015 §109
19 Estimated passengers 3404
20 Estimated load factor ™%

Source: Mead & Hunl, Inc.; Dilo M; Segmeni cosi sstimaled
using Forrrt 41 adjusted for manufaciurers cos! curve; Nota: %
loonl and average farea based on the SUN-SEA proxy market

Incentive and Support Plan

The public-private parinarship is cognizant of the
fact that alilines are reficent o iniliate new
service, regardiess of the Bkelfihood of success,
without risk abatement funds. Compounding this
issue |s that most aifine expansion Is fikely to ba
focused on high-volume origin and destination
markets where the retum on investment is more
readily apparent than in smallar markeds, such as
SUN.

The public-private partnership proposes an aliine
incentive program that has been tosted and
proven to be succassfut in the SUN market and is
of interest to alrines. To reduce an airline’s
breakeven period and offset the economic risk
during start-up of nonstop PDX sarvice, the
public-privale parinership proposes the
following new service incentives:

«  Revenue guaraniee; reduce alrline

economic risk

«  Marketing campaign: create improved
service awareness

» Airport fee waivers: reduca airine
economic sk

Frindman Mamorial &lpan - Sy Vallay, 10




Revenue Guarantee

The Strategic Plan proposes to use a revenue
guarantae to limit Alaska’s financial risk to initiate
nonstop PDX service. With limited service from
PDX to ski destinations, it wiil take time for the
market to build itself and draw travelers to the air
service. To address start-up costs and mitigate
the airline's risk during the ramp-up period, the
Strateglc Plan proposes a revenue guarantee of
$500,000 to offset the first year's estimated
operating loss. This is the minimum amount of
revenue guaraniee that is anticipated to be
required. The exact terms of the revenue
guarantee agreement are subject to further
discussions and negotiation.

Marketing Campaign

In this envirenment, marketing programs must be
targeted to the unique market and designed to
increase market awareness. The public-private
partriership proposes a marksting program
designed to increase the Sun Valley area’s
reputation as the nation's premiere destination
resort and create new service awareness In order
to make this service sustainable. The public-
private partnership is committing $170,000
annually in dedicated PDX marketing for both
winter and summer seasons (Table 5.3).

The target audience Is primarily potential visitors
to the Sun Valley area, Sun Valley Resort and
Sun Valley Markeling Alliance will use a media

firm to coordinate timing and optimai placement of

each element of the marketing campaign and witi
be rasponsible for oversight. The following
marketing efforts will be Included:
+ Targeted digital and print advertising
o Targeted promotions and direct sales
» Email to geo-tangeted subscribers; Other
targeted email lists may include:
o Sun Valley second homeowners
© Alaska Airlines’ frequent fllers
o American Express PDX area premium
cardholders

TABLE 5.3 MARKETING BUDGET

MCEOIA VEI

Geo-Targeted Digital

Unded s Sonmh ey e o e S e
)

rial Airpori — Sun

-'ii»,-rima n Wemo

o Reaitors, private banking, arts
organizations, etc.
= Landing p2ge on www.vislisunvalley.com;
www.sunvalley.com (the call-to-action for all
tactical advertising)
» Sun Valley soclal media prometion
Targeted public relations outreach

The marksting campaign will address awarenass
In the local market but will concentrate the effort
on potential visitors from PDX and connecting
markets beyond PDX. This aggressive and
comprehensive air service marketing campaign
will ensure long-term continuation of this air
service initiative.

HCLE EUNGE

Specific Madia (banners, pre-roll)

Sclem (b pre-rail)

Expedla/Orbitz (high impaet, pre-oll)

OntheSnow

Powder

$106,000

YouTube Videe

Facebook Retargeting

FastG8 (high impact, pre-roll)

iExplors and Travel Mindsst

Nat Geo

Print

Portland Monthly, Ski specific $40,000 |

Diract Sales

Portiand Skl Show $5.000

Emalls

Targeted e-malls to skiers, travel agents,

airling frequent fliers, etc.

$5,000

Public Relations

Press visitz, media outreach efforis $5,000

Supporting Creative Materials

Video

Photography $5,000

Creative develop

$10,000

$7 00 |

Calchment area marketing

Valley,
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Foo Walvers Project Contlnuation and

The incentive program includes a landing foe Sustainability
waiver for the first 12 months of seasonal air
service. The fee waiver will vary depending on the
type of alrcraft used and the frequency of service,
The fee waiver s estimated to be $9,000.

The preliminary analysis indicates that after ihe
ramp-up period, dally service to PDX will be
profitable {l.e. self-sustalning). However, a rise in
fuel costs or any number of factors could result in
fewer passengers or lass ticket revenue than
Strategic Plan Funding anticipated. During the courss of fhe project, the
public-private parinership wilt track the
performance of the service, and, If at the end of
the first nine menths of service it is not mesting
expectations, the partners wil! evaluate the
program and draw up a plan that targeds the
shortcomings, Depending on the specifics at the
time, the public-private parinars will consider

The public-private partnership is requesting US
DOT assistance in funding 70 percent, or
$500,000, of the Strategic Plan. Table 5.4
provides the Strategic Plan budget by element
and sources of funding. Friedman Memorial
Airport Authority and the public-private
partnership will fund 30 percent of the total

ate su mechanisms.
proposed air service program. Nonairport funding epproprt pport
sources will provide 22 percent of the cash
requirement and 23 parcent of the funding for the
total program induding in-kind services.
TABLE 5.4 STRATEGIC PLAN BUDGET
JAING INcenuve program:
Revenue guaranise $500.,000 - - - - $500,600
Marieting campalgn - $10,000 - |$1e0000| - $170,000
Fes waivars - - $9,000 - - $9,000
Enlwrlnl program - $24,000 - - $5,000 | $29.000
jGrant administration - - __| 87,000 - - $7,000 |
Total $500,000 | $34,000 ; $16,000 | $960.000 © $5,000 | $715,000
Porcent of total project 70% 5% 2% 2% 1% 100%
Percent of cash contribution 72% 5% - 23% - 100%




Previous SCASDP Goals Successfully
Achieved

Building on the community's previous air service
successes, this project will alleviate the most
pressing air transportation constraints facing Sun
Valley. Table 5.6 compares this application with
pror SCASDP projects. This project clearly has
diffarant goals than the previous SCASDP grant
projects.

TABLE &5 8CASND DROJECT COM S
YEa GOALL [PE

Stimulate year-round travel between
2002 Blaine Gounty, ID, and Los Angeles,
CA.

The SCASDP has preduced phenomenal results
for Sun Valley. Each of the grant awards has led
to Increased service at SUN as ehown inthe
outcome column in Table 5.5. This grant
application is designed to continue this success
and build upon previous results. The grant goal of
nonstop PDX service is clearly different from the
previous awands granted to SUN and is
anticipated to result in a similar successful
ouwtcome. This application quallfies as a new
project and meets the requirements of

the SCASDP.

Alaska Alriineg/Horizon Alr
Los Angeles senice started
Dacember 2002 (sarvice still
operating in the SUN
market]

closed out

Revenue guarantee and assaciated

)
United Aifines Denver

2013 marketing to recruit, Initiate, and
support alr service from SUN to Denver | (service still operating in the closed out
Intermnational Airport. SUNmarket).
Revenus guaranies and associoted
2016 i marketing to recrutt, intiate, and Pending : Pending

|
1
service started July 2014 Completa/ j

{_ support @r service from SUNto PDX_ ¢ :

ol =] AR e DF R el

. 2 = g
Fricdman Memorial Airport — Sun v




SECTION 6.

SCHEDULE AND MONITORING

The public-private partnership has
developed a reallstic timetable to achieve
the goals of the Strategic Plan. This
saction provides critical milestones to be
achleved by the public-private partnership. A
monitoring program is also provided to track the
progress of the project.

Milestones for Timely Completion

The following milestones are proposed to track the
progress of this alr service initiative. The timeline is
highly dependent on the date of the US DOT's
grant award and the service start date.

Marketing Campaiga (October 2016):
Devolopment of the marketing campaign will be
completed in September and November 2016 in
omder to begin the marketing campalgn 60 days
prior to service initiation, Development of the
marketing campalgn is dependent on alr service
announcement and start-up. It is anticipated that
the marketing campaign will begin by October 2016
and confinua throughout the first year of service.

Service Inltiation (December 3018): The service
start date is the critical date for the rest of the
Strategic Plan. It is anticipated that new nonstop
PDX servica will bagin in December 15, 2016. Alr
genvice initlation is dependent on alrilne route
planning and availability of right-sized arcraft for
the SUN market.

Revenue Guarantes Gontract Complation
(Novembar 2017): At the end of the first year of
service, the revenue guarantee will be calculated
based on the terms of the agreement. If the service
start date changes due to airline circumstances
and/or equipment availabllity, the revenue
guarantee contract farm will change accordingly.

Service Sustainabliity (December 2017):

sarvice performance Is below airine expectations,

the public-private partnership will invest in

additional marketing to help the service reach the

potential passenger levels required for carrer
LCCESS.

Friggdman Mamonal Adpor =

Monitoring Program

The following methods will be used to monitor
performance and Impact of the new sarvice:

s  Monthly: Review airine performance and
revenue guarantee indicators (e.g., load
factors by flight, enplanements, flight
cancellations, passenger ramp-up, ticket
revenue, cost and drawdown)

*  Manthiy: Track walk-up, business and
leisure published alrfares for the top 25
markets to enswure fares are competifive
with competing airports (i.e., Bolse). Fare
issues will be communicated to incumbent
airlines,

s 9 months: Complets an overall
assessment of the program o determine if
additional community support is needed
beyond year one.

« Seasonally: Review ARC data to evaluate
the use of SUN by local travelers. Analyze
output and comrmunicate with alrine.

Sun Valkay i




APPENDIX A.

LETTERS OF SUPPORT

ppendix A includes letters of

support for Friedman Memorial

Airport Authority’s application to the
US DOT for nonstop service to PDX.
Support letters were submitted by
American Alriines. public-private partners,
businasses and organizations in the
community. The letters of support are
inciuded on the following pages of this
Appandix A and are listed as follows:

Airline

Alaska Airlines

Federai, State and Locai
Government

Blaine County, Board of
Commissioners

City of Halley

City of Ketchum

Chty of Sun Valiey

idaho Congressional Detegation

Idaho Department of Commerce/Tourism

Idaho State Lagislature

State of ldaho ~ Govemnor C.L “Butch*
Otter

Public-Private Partnershlp

Fly Sun Valley Alliance

Friedman Memorial Alrport Authority
Sun Valley Marketing Alllance

Sun Valley Resort

Local Businesses and

Organizations

Atlartic Aviation Services

Blaine County Schoo! District #51
Hailey Chamber of Commerce
Marketron

POWER Engineers, Inc

Rocky Mountain Hardware

St Luke's Wood River Medical Center
Sun Valley Economic Developmant
Sun Valiey Board of Realtors




Brooke Chapman, Associate Director

Small Community Air Service Development Program
Office of Aviation Analysis

1200 New Jersey Ave, SE W86-307

Washington, DC 20590

April 26, 2016
Dear Ms. Chapman,

I am writing to you to voice our strong support for the 2016 application of Friedman Memorial Airport
{SUN) in Hailey, ldaho, under the Small Community Air Service Development grant program.

Tourism is the lifeblood and economic driving force of the entire Wood River Valley. With its
internationally known all-season resort of Sun Valley, this area plays a vital role in attracting visitors and
business to the state of idaho, Given our remote locations in Idaho, connection to the national air
service transportation system is of critical Importance.

A substantial portion of our resort’s and community’s business is derived from the west coast and the
Pacific N

We appreciate your urgent consideration of this grant request and encourage you to notify us if you
need additional data to Support this application.

Sincerely yours,
Jack Sidbach

Director of Marketing and Pubfic Relations
Sun Valley Resort

Sun Valley Company + POBox 10 - [Sun Valiey Road *+ Sun Valley. ID 83353-00i0
www.sunvalley.com



k%2 Crapo

United States Spnator
239 Diksen Senate Office Bidg. Hilke Simpsan
Washingion. b.c. 20510 ﬁumberofconm
2312 Rayburn House Office Bidg.
James E, Risch Washingten, D.C. 20515
United S3: naztor
483 Russell Senste Oftice Building

Washingten, D.C. 20510

April 27, 2016

Ms. Brooke Chapman, Associate Director

Small Community Air Service Development Director
Office of Aviation Analysig

U.S. Department of Transportation

1200 New Jersey Ave_, SE W88s-307

Washington, DC 20590

Dear Ms. Chapman;

We write in Support of Friedman Memorial Airport Authgrity's grant application for a Small Community
Air Service Development Grant.

The goal of the grant application is to initiate nonstop air service between Friadman tdemorial Airport
{SUN) and the Portland International Aliport (PDX). SUN rséiez_a heavlly on toqr_ists and businass

2013). In cooperation with public-private partnerships and locgl businssses, SUN persuaded Horizon
Alr/Alaska Airlines to enter the L os Angeles market back in 2002. The airline still prevides nonstop
service to and from this &req ovar a decads later. \With assistance of the 2013 award, SUN
Successfully negotizted with Unitad Alriines 10 initiazs nonstop air servics 10 Denver. This 2018 grant
réquest will build on the Suceess of the les! two grant projects and help enable SUN to fulfill its objective
of abtaining anstop air service o and from Pertland.

History shows SUN has the ability to successfully implement the praposad project. Friedman Memorial
Airport Authority, the Fiy Sun valley Alliance, the Sun Valley Marketing Alliance, and the S?n Valley

Thank you for your attention to this application and project that will haye lasting benefits throughout the
ragion, '

JAMES E. RISCH
United States Serator

iIKE CRAPO
United States Senator

MIKE SIMSPON |
Member cf Congress
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O C.L. “Bartch” Otter, Governor

Megan Ronk, Dircctor
COMMERCE

April 25, 2016

Ms. Brooke Chapman

Associate Director

Small Community Air Service Development Program
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE

Washington, DC 20590

Dear Ms. Chapman,

On behalf of the Idaho Department of Commerce, please accept this letter of
support for the Friedman Memorial Airport grant under the Small Community Air
Service Development Program that is before the US Department of
Transportation. | am writing to pledge our support for new service between
Portland and Sun Valley.

Portland is an important market for tourism and economic development and a
number of major national companies have ties with both Portland and the Sun
Valley area.

The State of Idaho and the community of Sun Valley are extremely supportive of
increasing air service, and Idaho has seen positive economic results from past
expansions of air service from a nonstop flight markets.

Enthusiastically Yours,

Megan Ronk

Director

700 W State Street, Boise, idaho 83702 — 208.334.2470 or B00.842.5858 — commerce.fdaho.gov
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ID\'_'O L. "Buteh” Otter, Governor
Jaffery Sayer, Director

TOURISM

July 23, 2013

Ms. Brocke Chapman,

Associate Director, Small Community Air Service Development Program
1200 New Jersey Avenue SE

Washington DC 20580

Dear Ms. Chapman,

On behalf of the Idaho Department of Commerce, Tourism Division, please accept this letter
of support for the Friedman Memorial Airport proposal before the US Department of
Transportation for a grant under the Small Community Air Service Development Program. |
am writing to pledge our marketing support for new service to Denver.

As a former resident of Ketchum ! am excited about the prospect of improved air service to
the Wood River Valley. | have driven to Twin Falls and Boise to fly for business and pleasure
and can fully appreciate the convenience and safety of having direct service to Denver. | was
a sales director at the time and lost many pieces of potential business because the clients
simply could not arrive in Sun Valley in one day on the available service,

Idaho markets itself internationally with Montana, Wyoming and South Dakota with Denver
as a Gateway City partner through Rocky Mountain International. Sun Vailey is a desired
destination by intemational travelers where we have hosted many familiarization tours and
marketplaces ir the last 20 years to promote the area. New service from Denver would be a
boon 1o this marketing effort that has been years in development but stymied due to lack of
access.

Additionally Denver is a hub for the east coast and this new service would aliow for us to
attract business and traveiers from yet untapped markets

Idaho Tourism is willing to commit marketing support of 50% of the cost of the advertising in
key markets that would respond to the announcement of new service, through our
cooperative advertising program. At least $50,000 will be budgeted to support this marketing
effort in print and oniine.

y(maz/w

Karen Ballard
Idahc Chief Tourism Officer

700 W State Street, Boise, Idaho 83702 — 208.334.2470 or 800.842.5858 — commarce.idahogoy



THE BOARD OF BLAINE COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

206 FIRST AVENUE SOUTH, SUITE 300

HAILEY, IDAHO 83333
PHONE: (208) 788-5500 FAX: (208) 788-5569

www.blainecounty.org bee@co.blaine.id.us
Jacob Greenberg, Chairman * Angenie McCleary, Vice-Chairman * Lawrence Schoen, Commissioner

April 25, 2016

Ms. Brooke Chapman, Associate Director

Small Commmunity Air Service Development Program
Office of Aviation Analysis

1200 New Jersey Ave. SE W86-307

Washington, DC 20590

Re: SCASDP Grant Application - Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN)

On behalf of Blaine County, Idaho, this letter will sexve to enthusiastically endorse and support the SCASDP Gram Applicarion
for our airport, Friedman Memorial Airport (SUI\D.TheFtiedmanMemoﬁaIAhponAmhoﬁrgtthlySmVaﬂeyAlﬁame,tbc
Sun Valley Mardeting Alliance and the Sun Valley Resort have formed a public-private partmership in support of this application.
Gooperatively, these organizations have a list of successful initiatives that have all enjoyed broad community suppor.

History documents that this public-private rship and local businesses have the ability to successfully i this project,
hm,w&hﬂlehelpofammﬁmemmmnkysmﬁdlyemd' }hm%mmmwmﬁem
Ange]csmarketwithservicemSUN.Thaxservioehaspmvenmbesuccessﬁﬂmdfbﬁmn/ﬂaslmmnﬁnmmsemdnt
market over a decade later. In 2014, the public-pri pammshipmgoﬁmdwithUninedAHinestoiniﬁmasuccessfulnonstop
Denver-SUNservicewiththeassistameonOBSCASDPﬁmding.'ﬂieparmershiphasdemnnsttntedsuccessinpanairseﬂice
efforts and is dedicared to the success of this new initiative,

To support this air service initiative, the Airport Authority and community will fund 30% of the proposed
$715,000 Strategic Plan. Non-aitport revenue sources will fund 23% ($160,000) of the $694,000 cash requirement. This is a
strong commitment by the focal community to support nonstop PDX service.,

'IhegoalofthispmjectiswinhiatenomtopmvicebyAlaslmAirlinestoPo:thndImemationalAi:pnn(PD]{).SUNisatwo-
time_previousgz:mredpiem(zoozandzomandinbothmsesSCASDPﬁmdswemmcessfuﬂyuﬁlizedminiﬁatemmmmp
SErvice.

C SloJI:hreIies on tourism and there isn't sufficient capacity during peak travel periods, especially from the Pacific
Northwest.

. PDXwMoffaaddhhndhnpommwmmmdimemadundwmecﬁvhyforSUwahichindudmbothleisu:eand
business travelers.

¢ Pontland is one of the Top 5 non-drive markets of SUN visitors and second homeowners without nonstop service.

. Port.landisanimponammaﬂnetforpounﬁa]nommu:ismecommicdwelopmentwi:hanumberofmjornaﬁoml
companies having tics with the Sun Valley area.

. 'I'hecomuniryisemlymppmiveofhmuhgdrscwbegiwudmpmnmfﬁghtmhtserﬁummhn

Again, on behalf of the BlaineCoumyBoa:dobemmissione:sandaﬂdleciu'zmsofBlaineCoum.y,IdahO,pleascaccepmm
enthusiastic endorsement and pledge of support for the Small Community Air Service Development grant we now seek.




SUN VALLEY
ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT

4.24.16

Brooke Chapman, Associate Director

Small Community Air Service Development Program
Office of Aviation Analysis

1200 New Jersey Ave, SE W86-307

Washington, DC 20590

Dear Brooke:

Our locai non-profit Sun Vailey Economic Development represents over 150 of
the biggest employers in Blaine County, 1D which converts to 3000+ employees
in a county with 20,000 people. Our focus is supporting diverse economic vitality
of the region.

Alr service has been the largest driver of our economy. Many location neutral-
businesses here rely on air travel to the West Coast. Portland in fact is a key
economic link for many businesses. Non-stop service would benefit both tourism
and non-tourism business for our region. We have seen this pattern with cther
new non-stop service to SFO and DEN.

Expanding air service has been supported by the community and they have been
rewarded with concrete resuiis in the last three years. And thank goodness,
because we suffered a 30% drop in our local GDP equivalent in the Great
Recession.

The grant for PDX non-stop service will help us recover.

Doug Brown

Sun Valley Economic Development
PO Box 3893
Ketchum, ID 83340

cell 208-309-G187 www.SunValleyEconomy.org
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April 26, 2016

Ms. Brooke Chapman, Associate Director

Small Community Alr Service Development Program
Office of Aviation Analysis

1200 New Jersey Avenue SE W86-307

Washington, DC 20590

Dear Ms. Chapman,

On behalf of the City of Sun Valley, | would like to express our support for the 2016 Small Community Alr
Service Development grant application from the Friedman Memorial Airport {SUN) in Halley, ldaho. The
Friedman Memorial Airport services the Sun Valley area and this grant would enable our community to pursue
Important nonstop service to/from Portland, Oregon. Portland nonstop service is a natural market for
improving alr service to Sun Valley and the surrounding cities in the Wood River Valley as it is one of the only
top 5 non-drive markets of visitors and second homeowners for our area without nonstop service.

Sun Valley, with its numerous winter and summer activities, is a tourism mecca. Given Its more remote
location, visitors and second homeowners rely heavily on air trave] te avail themselves of the exceptional
skilng, biking, fishing, and performance and visual arts opportunities here. We expect that Portland service wilii
Imprave west coast and international connectivity for these travelers to our community. Portiand Is also an
important market for non-tourism economic development and a number of major national companies have
ties between Portland and the Sun Valley area. Our community Is very supportive of increasing air service and
has seen positive economic results from the past expansion of alr service from nonstop flight markets. We
anticipate similar results with the addition of Portland nonstop service.

Your favorable consideration of this grant application would be greatly appreciated.

o bl

Mayor

P.O. Box 416 » SUN VALLEY, ID 83353 » 208-622-4438 » FAX 208-622-340}
wwiw.sunvailey.povoffice.com
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SunValley

April 25, 2016

Brooke Chapman, Associate Director

Small Community Air Service Development
Program Office of Aviation Ansiysis

1200 New Jersey Avenue SE !
W8s-307 5
Washington, DC 20580

Dear Ms. Chapman,

lam writing in support of the application for Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN) in Halley, Idaho
under the Small Community Air Service Development grant program for a grant to support naw
service between PDX and SUN for winterand summer seasons, hopefully stariing as scoras
December 2016.

As a mouritain resort community that is dependent on tourism, the Sun Valley region is currently
nampered by difficulty and ack of access for many potential travelers particularty during peak tra
periods. Portland is a top-5 non-drive market for Sun Velley, yet there are cumenily no nonstop fligh
from that destination. The addition of 2 nonstop flight would drive additional visitation from Portiand jas
well as connecting destinations. !

|

|
As the destination marketing organization for the region, Visit Sun Valley focuses its efforts on mar ts
where easy eccess is in place. Our efforts would be expanded to include Portland should 2 new flig
come to fruition,

We hope that you will give strong consideration to this application, If successful, this new non-
stop route could have a significant positive impact on the community.

— c_-,&c,..ﬂ ~~~~~ -

Arlene Schieven | President < CMO

Visit Sun Vafley P.O, Box 4934 Ketchum, iD 83340
¥>208.725.2110 | F » 208.726.4533
www.visitsunvafiey.com | facebook.com/sunvalley




City of Ketchum

Brooke Chapman, Associate Director

Small Community Air Service Development Program
Office of Aviation Analysis

1200 New Jersey Ave, SE W86-307

Washington, DC 20590

April 26, 2016

Dear Ms. Chapman,

I'write this letter in support of the 2016 application from Friedman Memorial Airport (SUNJ) in Hailey,
Idaho submitted under the Small Community Air Service Development grant program. The request to
provide direct air service from Sun Valley (SUN) to Portland Oregon {PDX) supports many of goals of
the City of Ketchum. Specifically, the approval of this grant will help in our efforts in establishing year
round sustainable jobs and more reliable air service to the area. Both employers and visitors will
benefit from the service, and in turn, our local economy will be strengthened. Portland is an
important market and a number of major national companies have ties between Portland and the
Sun Valley area.

i fully support this application and urge the Department of Transportation to give favorable

consideration,

Sincerely,

i

Nina Jonas, Mayor

480 East Ave. N. & PQ.Box 2315 ¥ Keichum, ID 83340 # main (208) 726-3841 * {ax (208) 726-8234
facebook com/CityofKelchum *  twitter.com/Ketchum_ldaho & www.ketchumidaho.org
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April 26, 2016

Brooke Chapman

Asscciate Directer

Small Community Air Service Development Program
Office of Aviation Analysis

1200 New lersey Ave, SE W86-307

Washington, DC 20590

Re: Support for SCASDP Grant - Friedman Memorial Airport (“SUN")

Dear Ms. Chapman:

The Sun Valley Board of Reaitors is an active supporter of the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority in its
efforts to improve air service at SUN. We have partnered in the success of local, voter approved initiatives
that help maintain existing air service and have helped to fund important new non-stop routes to SUN that
are crucial to improving our focal economy. We are also into our fourth year of oparating Realtors for Air,
whereby our 350+ members make annual mid five figure contributions directly from their individual
earnings to Fly Sun Vailey Ailiance for its use in air service development efforts, in recognition of the
importance of air service to our industry and our economy. As an inveived stakeholder, we are writing now
to support the alrperi’s application for a Small Community Air Service Development Program grant to opan
non-stop air service between SUN and Portland, Oregon.

As a resort area where in some parts of the region over 50% of homes are cwned by non-residents, the
importance of multiple destination non-stop flights to SUN cannot be overstated. New service to PDX is
especially important as it is one of our only top five non-drive markets that does not have non-stop air
service to and from SUN. After tourism (which obviously also requires excellent local air service), the real
estate industry is one of the iargest components of our economy and its ability to solidify and expand its
local aconomic impact relies on obtaining grants such as the one that is the subject of this letter. During
peak periods there are not sufficient seats from the Pacific Northwest region to satisfy demand, and based
on the successes we have experienced in marketing non-stop flights to and from SUN to Seattle, San
Francisco and 10s Angeles, we would expect non-stop service to PDX to exceed expectations very rapidly.

Thank you very much in advance for reviewing our comments; please feel free to call me shouid you have
any questions about them. We look forward to hearing of the success of this application,

Sincerely,

M

Robert W. Crosby
Government Affairs Director

Government Affairs Director 208-721-8353 sbrgadi@cox.net
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Brooke Chapman, Associate Director

Small Community Air Service Development Program
Office of Aviation Analysis

1200 New Jersey Ave, SE W86-307

Washington, DC 20590

Brooke,

I wanted to let you know that Atlantic Aviation — Sun Valley is in support of the Friedman Memorial
Airport Authority’s Small Community Air Service Development Program Grant to initiate nonstop air
service between Friedman Memorial Airport (Sun Valley) and the Portland International Airport (PDX}.

) have worked for the FBO here almost thirty years and recognize the positive impacts grants have in
providing means to develop and maintain air service for this central Idaho community. They mean so
much as they provide jobs, air service to the community and spin off of other local business like hotels,
restaurants, and other business.

My business enjoys the extra business another route or air service brings to our community. Recently, |
heard comments, about how we needed better connections to other aviation hubs. Without better
connections, some business could just relocate to obtain the air service they want and need.

In our local community discussions we look at the following bullet points of why we need better service
to the West Coast as follows:

¢ SUN relies on tourism and there isn't sufficient capacity during peak trave! periods, especially
from the Pacific North West.

* PDX will offer additiona! important west coast and international connectively for SUN for both
leisure and business travelers

* Portland is one of the only top 5 non-drive markets of SUN visitors and second homeowners
without nonstop service

® Portland is also an important market for potential non-tourism economic development and a
number of major national companies have ties between Portland and the Sun Valley area.

« The community is extremely supportive of increasing air service, and has seen positive economic
results from the past expansion of air service from nonstop flight markets

Please consider providing this grant for this route to PDX. It is needed and | know our community and
airport can make this service work.
Thank You,

ML Q T g

Michael T. Rasch, General Manager



POWER EMGINEERS, |

@ "'1% m I Y 3940 GLENEROQK, D1F
PO BOX LI

' 2{:;}—5 ENG!NEERS HAILEY, iD 83333 i
. ONE 208-788-3:

April 28, 2016 PR 20875801

Brooke Chapman, Associate Director

Smail Community Air Service Development Program
Office of Aviation Analysis

1200 New Jersey Ave, SE W86-307

Washington, DC 20590

Dear Mr. Chapman:

I am writing on behalf of Power Engineers, Inc. the largest private company empioyer in the Wood River
Vailey utilizing Sun Valley Regional Airport as our primary air service to our business. We are an
engineering design and consulting service with our corporate headquarters located in Hailey and we
have an office with approximately 240 employees at this location, The company has approximately
2300 employees throughout the US and offices in over 40 locations as well as severa| international office
locations. Air trave! service to key cities and the frequency and reliability of this air service to Sun Valley
airport is paramount the continued success of our company.

! have been informed by Mr. Rick Baird, the manager of this airport, that you are considering providing
grant money to suppert non-stop service from Sun Valley to the Portland, Oregon airport. This service
would provide a very valuable service to cur company as one of our largest offices is in the Portland
area. Commercial air service is critical to the success of our company and the ability to maintain its
corporate headquarters at this location. Over recent years we have continued to have a humber of
difficulties in getting our employees to other offices and to client locations around the county and the
world. These problems seem to become increasingly more difficult with the passage of time.

I would urge you to consider providing this funding to create this valuable service for the valley and our
company.

Should you have need to contact me to further discuss our concerns for this mater you may do so by
calling me at 208-309-3449 (cell), 208-788-4985 (work) or e-maii me at fhalverson@gowereng.com.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,

Frank D. Haz on

Director and Vice President
Power Engineers, Inc.
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April 25, 2016

Brooke Chapman, Associate Director

Small Community Air Service Development Program
Office of Aviation Analysis

1200 New Jersey Ave, SE W86-307

Washington, DC 20530

Dear Ms. Chapman,

| submit this letter on behalf of St. Luke’s Wood River to express our full support of the Small
Community Air Service Development Program Grant that FMAA is submitting in conjunction with
Fiy Sun Valley Alliance and the Sun Valley Company.

Cur community’s vitality is highly dependent on air service. in addition to strengthening our
visitor base, additional air service attracts additional full time residents and non-tourism related
businesses to the Valley. Rsliable air service is often an important factor in recruiting and
retaining highly skilled medical personnel. Adding Portland, OR would aid us greatly by opening
up this market for those who wish to fravel back 1o visit family and friends. Currently, travel
within the Pacific Northwest and SUN is very limited, PDX will offer important west coast and
international connectivity for residents, visitors and businesses,

As one of the largest employers in our valley, we are extremely supportive of increasing air
service, and have sesn positive social and economic results from the past expansion of air
service from nonstop flight markets. Therefore, St. Luke’s Wood River is excited about the
opportunity to further support the Friedman Memorial Airport with this important grant
submission,

Best regards,

Cody ngbeéf__\

St. Luke’s Wood River
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