NOTICE OF A REGULAR MEETING
OF
THE FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a regular meeting of the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority shall be held
Tuesday, June 14, 2016 at 5:30 p.m. at the old Blalne County Courthouse Meeting Room Hailey,
Idaho. All matters shall be considered Joint Decision Matters unless otherwise noted. The proposed Agenda
for the meeting is as folfows:
AGENDA
June 14, 2016

L APPROVE AGENDA
I PUBLIC COMMENT (10 Minutes Allotted)
lil. APPROVE FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY MEETING MINUTES OF:
A. May 3, 2016 Regular Meeting
(Due to matemity leave Minutes will be presented in August)

Iv. REPORTS

A. Chairman Report DISCUSSION
B. Biaine County Report DISCUSSION
C. City of Hailey Report DISCUSSION
D. Airport Manager Report DISCUSSION
E. Communications Director Report {Centerlyne) DISCUSSION
F. Fly Sun Valley Alliance Report DISCUSSICON
V. AIRPORT STAFF BRIEF (5 Minutas Allotted)
A. Noise Complaints
B. Parking Lot Update
C. Profit & Loss, ATCT Traiffic Operations Count
and Enplanement Data — Attachments #1 - #3
D. Review Correspondence — Attachment #4
E. Aimort Commercial Flight Interruptions
VL. OLD BUSINESS
A.  Airport Solutions
1. Current Projects
a. Plan to Mest 2015 Congressional Safety Area Requirement
i.  Runway Safety Area Improvements Project — Update and consideration
of an AIP '41 Grand Amendment DISCUSS/PUBLIC COMMENT/ACTION
2. Future Projects
i.  Terminal Aircraft Apron Improvements DISCUSSION
ii.  Terminal Parking Lot Improvements - Update DISCUSSION
iil.  Terminal Airline Ticketing Office Improvements - Update DISCUSSION
B. Runway 13-31 Pavement Maintenance DISCUSSION
C. Voluntary Noise Abatement Program Review Committee -
Opportunity for the Committee to Update the FMAA on Activity DISCUSS/DIRECT/PUBLIC COMMENT
D. Master Plan Discussion - Conslderation of Accepting Chapter E and
Discussion Related to Chapter F — Attachments #5, #6 DISCUSS/PUBLIC COMMENT/ACTION
E. Noise Monitoring/Modeling DISCUSS/DIRECT/PUBLIC COMMENT
F.  Air Quality Monitoring/Modeling - Update DISCUSS/DIRECT/PUBLIC COMMENT
G. Opposite Direction Traffic — Update — Attachments #7,#8 DISCUSS/DIRECT/PUBLIC COMMENT
H. Discussion of Aimort Manager Succession and Next Steps:
Conslderation of action necessary to support the selection process DISCUSS/DIRECT/ACTION
Vil NEW BUSINESS
A. FY'17 Draft Budget — Attachments #9, #10 DISCUSS/DIRECT
B. FY’17 Draft Rates and Charges — Attachment #11 DISCUSS/DIRECT
C. July Meeting Date — Consideration of when to schedule the July Regular Meeting DISCUSS/DIRECT
Vil PUBLIC COMMENT

IX. EXECUTIVE SESSION - I.C. §74-206 {c) To acquire an interest in real property which is not owned by a public agency
I.C. §74-208 (f) To communicate with legal counsel to discuss legal ramifications for
controversy Imminently likely to be litigated
X, ADJOURNMENT

FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY MEETINGS ARE OPEN TO ALL INTERESTED PARTIES. SHOULD YOU DESIRE TO ATTEND A BOARD MEETING
AND NEED A REASONABLE ACCOMMODATION TO DO $0, PLEASE CONTACT THE AIRPORT MANAGER'S OFFICE AT LEAST ONE WEEK IN ADVANCE BY
GALLING 738-4958 OR WRITING TO 1615 AIRPORT GIRCLE, HAILEY, IDAHC B3333.



APPROVE FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY MEETING MINUTES OF:

A. May 3, 2016 Regular Meeting

(Due to maternity leave Minutes will be presented in August)

REPORTS

A. Chairman Report

This item is on the agenda to permit a Chairman report if appropriate.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

. Blaine County Report

This item is on the agenda to permit a County report if appropriate.

BCARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

. City of Hailey Report

This item is on the agenda to permit a City report if appropriate.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

. Airport Manager Report

This item is on the agenda to permit an Airport Manager report if appropriate.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

- Communications Director Report {Centerlyne)

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

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:
AIRCRAFT INCIDENT
DATE TIME AKE|
TYPE DESCRIPTION ACTIONT N
LOCATION
Woodside .
5 136 ingle Engi L Research did not support the
/3 6:35 pm Single Engine ow over caller's home concern. Caller was notified.
Woodside . I iate Al
58  400am  SigeEngine  horerPra®ATCER g pyghy Caller was notied.
Believue Caller reports that on
this night and the same
time, previous night, jet )
3 . Research did not support callers
51 10:40 pm  Jet approached FMA too comcem. Caller was notified.

low over his home,
approximately 2.9 miles
from the runway.

B. Parking Lot Update

The Car Park Gross/Net Revenues

FY 2014 FY 2014 FY 2015 FY 2015 FY 2016 FY 2016
Month Gross Net Gross Net Gross Net

April $16,457.00 $6,748.00 | $19,469.63  $9,065.18 | $22,807.00 $11,638.70

C. Profit & Loss, ATCT Traffic Operations Count
and Enplanement Data - Attachments #1 - #3

Attachment #1 is Friedman Memorial Airport Profit & Loss Budget vs. Actual. Attachment #2
is 2001 - 2016 ATCT Traffic Operations data comparison by month. Attachment #3 is 201 6
Enplanement, Deplanement and Seat Occupancy data. The following revenue and expense
analysis is provided for Board information and review:

March 2015/2016
Total Non-Federal Revenue March, 2016 $215,485.68
Total Non-Federal Revenue March, 2015 $200,153.07
Total Non-Federal Revenue FY 16 thru March $1,507,270.58
Total Non-Federal Revenue FY ’15 thru March $1,219,508.60
Total Non-Federal Expenses March, 2016 $197,360.59
Total Non-Federal Expenses March, 2015 $179,506.28
Total Non-Federal Expenses FY *16 thru March $1,463,327.72
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Total Non-Federal Expenses FY 15 thru March $1,223,277.94

Net Income to include Federal Programs FY '16 thru March $-789,448.01
Net Income to include Federal Programs FY ’15 thru March $-3,054,288.43

D. Review Correspondence - Attachment #4

Attachment #4 is information included for Board review.

E. Airport Commercial Flight Interruptions:

Airline Flight Cancallations Flight Diversions
Horizon Air N/A N/A
Delta 0 3
United Express N/A N/A

VL. OLD BUSINESS
A_ Airport Solutlons
1. Current Projects
a. Plan to Meet 2015 Congressional Safety Area Requirement

Runway Safety Area Improvements Prolect — Update and consideration of
an AIP '41 Grant Amendment

The last two terminal projects will be complete by the Board meeting. The two
projects included: provision of appropriate humidity for the TSA’s computer
equipment and installation of snow melt and gutters on the roof of the terminal in
two locations. The only other items remaining from the RSA Improvements effort
are the final “as-constructed survey”, which is scheduled to begin the week of
June 13, and final closeout of the AIP ‘041 grant.

A grant amendment is necessary for AIP ‘041, due to change orders and
additional work included in the “public lounge” area of the terminal. This
amendment was anticipated previously, but the exact amount was not known
until all change orders were processed and previous projects paid out. The
amount of this amendment is approximately $50,000 (the previous total grant
amount is $9,253,125). FMAA share of a $50,000 Grant Amendment will be
$3,125. The amendment process requires a request signed by both the City and
County. We recommend the Board take action to direct Staff to prepare a letter
and coordinate with both sponsors for signatures.

BOARD ACTICN: 1. Discuss/Public Comment/Action
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2. Future Projects

i. Terminal Aircraft Apron Improvements

The Work Order for this project has been executed with T-O Engineers. Survey,
geotechnical investigation and other work will likely begin in July. There are no
further updates at this time.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

ii. Terminai 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

iii. Terminal Airline Ticketing Office Improvements - Update

The architecture team from RLB met with the FMAA Architectural Committee on
May 12. Several options were discussed by the committee during that meeting.
These options were then revised and resubmitted to staff for review. Staff is
attempting to schedule a second meeting with the committee prior to the Board
meeting. An update will be provided to the Board. Depending on the outcome of
the committee meeting, this may include a presentation of options.

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

As briefed at the May meeting, work to maintain the pavement on Runway 13-31 was
scheduled for May 17-19. As the Board may recall, this was work was originally scheduled
for May, 2015 and was delayed, due to weather. On Monday, May 16 this year, Staff and
consultants reviewed the weather forecast and made the decision not to proceed with the
project again. The concern was that the runway would be sealed but weather would prevent
repainting, which would delay opening the airport for some time. This decision turned out to
be appropriate, as the weather on May 19 when painting was scheduled, was extremely rainy
and wet. Staff is researching options to reschedule this work for early October.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

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

The Committee met on May 10. In that meeting, a Draft Mission Statement was reviewed and
accepted as a working document. Also, Elections for Committee Chair and Secretary were
conducted with Walt Denekas elected as Committee Chair and Susan Bernatas as Secretary.

The Committee discussed the Voluntary Noise Abatement Program brochure and discussed
potential changes. The June 8 meeting agenda will include an opportunity for all Committee
members to learn a little of one another’s backgrounds and to review and discuss any
potential changes to the written side (as opposed to the graphics side) of the Voluntary Noise
Abatement Brochure.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct/Public Comment
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D. Master Plan Discussion - Consideration of Accepting Chapter E and
Discussion Related to Chapter F — Attachments #5, #i6

PROGRESS REPORT

Based on feedback from the FMAA Board received at their May meeting, a final revised
version of Chapter E, Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport (Attachment #5), has been
submitted for Board acceptance.

A memorandum presenting preliminary tables and assumptions that will form the basis for
Chapter F, Financial Feasibility Analysis (Attachment #6), has been submitted for Board
review and comment. A representative from Ricondo & Associates will attend the June Board

meeting to present this information.

Mark McFarland from Mead & Hunt will attend the July Board meeting to discuss final steps
for completing the Master Plan.

Mead & Hunt requests Board acceptance of Chapter E and permission to use this draft in the
completion of planning document,

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Public Comment/Action
E. Noise Monitoring/Modeling

Last month, the Board directed Staff to seek out expertise on Noise Monitoring and Modeling.
Mr. Rob Adams, Landrum & Brown will be at the July meeting to discuss components of such
studies and answer questions. Mr. Adams was unable to be here for the June 14 Board

meeting.
BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct/Public Comment
F. Air Quality Monitoring/Modeling - Update

Last month, the Board directed Staff to seek out expertise on Air Quality Monitoring and
Modeling. Mr. Rob Adams, Landrum & Brown will be at the July meeting to discuss
components of such a study and answer questions. Mr. Adams was unable to be here for the

June 14 Board meeting.
BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct/Public Comment
G. Opposite Directlon Traffic — Update - Attachments #7, #8

As a means to understand the nature of complaints filed with FAA regarding Opposite
Direction Traffic, the Airport Manager submitted a FOIA request and received all data
pertaining to the filed complaints and the outcome of their investigations.

Attachment #7 is the Freedom of Information Act request initiated by the Airport Manager.
Attachment #8 is response. Below s a summary of the allegations and findings. A total of 7
allegations were made.

Allegation 1: The SUN control fower allows airport management o dictate or influence the
choice of runway/iraffic pattern configuration.

Finding: The allegation is not substantiated. The controllers at the SUN Federal Contract
Tower determine which runways to assign pilots, which is typically limited by environmentai
factors such as weather and terrain. The controllers issue instructions to pilots on where and
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how to enter the traffic pattern based on a number of factors, such as the arrival’s location
relative to the airport, other aircraft operating at the airport and the assigned runway.

Allegation 2. When opposite direction operations (ODO) were suspended nationwide, it was
allowed fo continue at SUN without appropriate review. ODO is continuing at SUN without a
combined review by Flight Standards, Airports Division and Air Traffic. ODO as practiced at
SUN is hazardous.

Finding: The_allegation is not substantiated. SUN FCT has to meet ODO requirements as
directed by Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Joint Order (JO) 7210.3, Facility
Administration and JO 7110.65, Air Traffic Control. According to FAA Notice JO 7210.884,
Opposite Direction Operations, which is the current notice for ODO, “Specify that use of
Visual Separation is not authorized, except at those unique locations that are operationally
impacted by terrain and when issued a Letter of Authorization by the Service Area Director of
Operations.” A Letter of Authorization for the SUN airport was issued by the Service Area
Director of Operations authorizing the practice at SUN. There is no requirement for the
Airport Division or Flight Standards to review the Letter of Authorization.

Allegation 3. Near Midair Collisions (NMACs) occur at SUN. To support this conclusion, the
complainant provided five Aviation Safety Reporting System (ASRS) reports of NMACS in the
vicinity.

Finding: The allegation is not substantiated. A review of FAA internal reporting systems
back to 2010 found that there are no reports of NMACs in the vicinity of SUN. There are
several reports of Terminal Collision Avoidance System (TCAS) resolution advisories (RAs}).
In a TCAS RA event, the pilot is expected to report responding to the RA. This ailows the air
traffic facility to conduct an Investigation and determine appropriate actions. We also
reviewed the ASRS reports. Although there were six instances of pilots reporting an NMAC
through ASRS, the majority of these are old events occurring prior to 1994 and there have
been no NMAC reports for SUN filed with ASRS since 2013.

Allegation 4. Aircraft, at times, arrive without communication with the tower at SUN.

Finding: The allegation is substantiated. A review of FAA reporting data indicates six
reported communication issues since 2013; four were equipment issues and two appeared to
be pilot failures to establish communication. The events were pilot deviations that were
properly reported and forwarded to Flight Standards for investigation and appropriate
handling.

Allegation 5. Aircraft, at times, are departing or arriving without clearance at SUN.

Finding: The allegation is substantiated. An analysis of data from the Office of Runway
Safety indicates eight instances of aircraft landing without a clearance during hours of tower
operation between 2003 and 2016. The events were pilot deviations that were properly
reported and forwarded to Flight Standards for investigation and appropriate handling.

Allegation 6. Aircralt take many different trajectories leading the complainant to guestion
whether any approved procedure is in place.

Finding: The allegation ig not substantiated. There are three instrument approach
procedures and one departure procedure at SUN. These procedures are for instrument
Flight Rules (IFR) operations. Most aircraft arrive and depart using Visual Flight Rules
(VER). Outside of the traffic pattern, pilots operating VFR determine their own route of flight.
This includes maneuvering to enter the traffic pattern as instructed by the contraller, or after
departing the traffic pattern.
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Allegation 7. The complainant provided two examples of other people hearing aircraft flying
low over their communily; in one case, over a high school and another flying in the direction
taken by departing aircraft.

Finding: Complaints about low flying aircraft fall under the purview of Flight Standards. Low
flying aircraft operations should be reported to the Jocal Flight Standards District Office
(FSDO) immediately for investigation to determine of a Federal Aviation Regulation was
violated. This would normally require specific date and time, a description of the aircraft and
if possible, the tail number. Complaints about low flying aircraft in the vicinity of SUN may be
sent to the Boise FSDO by phone (208) 387-4000 or via their website at:

http:/iwww.faa.gov/about/office orgffield officesffsdo/boi/contact/

Any further investigation of this allegation needs to be done by Flight Standards.

Summary: The allegations regarding SUN FCT operations, including ODO, were not
substantiated. The allegations regarding pilots not communicating with the FCT or obtaining
clearances for landing were substantiated. However, they were appropriately reported as
pilot deviations and forwarded to Flight Standards for appropriate handling. Any
investigations of low flying aircraft events need to be completed by Flight Standards.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct/Public Comment

H. Discussion of Airport Manager Succession and Next Steps: Consideration of action
necessary to support the selection process

The Board will be conducting interviews on July 10, 2016 for consideration of candidates for
the Airport Manager position. This item is on the agenda to facilitate discussions or actions
the Board feel may be appropriate.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct/Action

V. NEW BUSINESS
A. FY 17 Draft Budget — Attachments #9, #10

Attached for your review are the preliminary FY ‘17 Budget Worksheets. The Friedman
Memorial Airport Authority Rates and Charges Policy states “Each year, during the Friedman
Memorial Airport Authority budget process, which takes place from June through September,
rates, fees, tolis or charges for the use or avaltability of the facilities of the Alrport shall be
established. In order to establish the appropriate amounts for said rates, fees, tolls and
charges, the Authority shall first determine, as closely as possible, the specific causes of the
operating costs. All revenues generated by the Airport and any local taxes on aviation fuel will
be expended by the Authority for the capital or operating costs of the Airport.” In accordance
with the policy, Staff has been working on a preliminary FY ‘17 Draft Budget. More Staff
analysis is yet to take place on the budget. Again, these budget worksheets are preliminary
and will require more assessmentffine tuning. A finished document/proposed budget will be
presented for Board consideration in the July packet.

Attachment #9 is the Preliminary FY '17 Budget Worksheet {Combined). The combined work
sheet is the draft proposed budget for FY '17. It includes all anticipated federal and state
funding applicable to pending Airport projects. Staff has completed analysis of required
operating and capitalization expenses for FY ‘17. This analysis has integrated all available
research, information and responsible projection regarding next year's "cost-to-do-business”.
including specific causes of expense.
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The FY 17 Budget:

=  Provides the Board the ability to operate FMA and meet all of the coming year's
needs.

* Provides flexibility to the new Airport Manager

= Acknowledges new airfield layout

= Acknowledges larger and busier air passenger terminal complex
= Recognizes additional expenses related to new landscaping

= Acknowledges additional snow removal requirements based on:

o Increased airline schedules
o New airfield configuration

= Facilitates the continued Master Planning process

» Provides Chair and new Airport Manager flexibility to compensate employees based
on merit. Does not propose any CPI pay adjustment.

s Does not consider adjustments proposed to the Rates and Charges Scheduie. If
approved, revenues can be adjusted accordingly.

Attachment #10 is the Preliminary FY '17 Budget Worksheet (Operational). As you know, this
worksheet is not the proposed budget; it is simply a tool to begin discussion of operational
revenue and expense data without the distraction of federal grants.

The Board can anticipate presentation of this budget, with any changes or refinements as
may be deemed necessary, in the July Board Brief. After the July FMAA meeting, copies of
the proposed budget and proposed rates and charges will be available at the Airport
Manager's Office for public review. The Board can anticipate an agenda item in the July
FMAA meeting for the purpose of review and discussion of a proposed FY *17 Budget. As per
the Joint Powers Agreement, the Board is required to hold a public hearing on or before the
first Tuesday in August and to approve the budget on or before August 15™

BOARD ACTION: 1. Provide guidance related to the FY '17 Budget

B. FY 17 Draft Rates and Charges — Attachment #11
Rates & Charges, when integrated into the FY *17 Budget will provide the Board the ability to
operate FMA and meet all of the coming year's needs. Proposed Rates & Charges
adjustments are highlighted in yellow on Attachment #11.
Landing Fees and Fuel Flowage increases will bring the airport closer to a break-even point.
While much of the recent airfield improvements were paid for by AIP grants and grant match
may be matched by future PFCs, the cost to operate the airfield increased and costs
associated with these projects not covered by grants and future PFCs should be recovered.

Parking fees should be increased to help cover the public interest in the terminal and parking
projects which were not covered by grants and PFCs.
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Advertising fees should increase due to a significantly enhanced Terminal, as well as
increased passenger traffic.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Provide guidance related to the FY 17 Rates and Charges
Adjustments

C. July Meeting Date — Consideration of when to schedule the July Regular Meeting

The FMAA Regular Meeting date is July 5, 2016. The Board may wish to discuss a date
change due fo the July 4% holiday.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct

VIiL. PUBLIC COMMENT

IX. EXECUTIVE SESSION - I.C. §74-206 (c) To acquire an Interest in real property which is not
owned by a public agency
I.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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ATTACHMENT 4

Bnited States Senate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

March 18, 2016
The Honorable Susan Collins The Honorable Jack Reed
Chairman Ranking Member
Subcommittee on Transportation, Subcommittee on Transportation,
Housing and Urban Development, Housing and Urban Development,
and Related Agencies and Related Agencies
Committee on Appropriations Committee on Appropriations
United States Senate United States Senate
Washington, DC 20510 Washington, DC 20510

Dear Chairman Collins and Ranking Member Reed:

As you consider the Fiscal Year 2017 Transportation, Housing and Urban Development,
and Related Agencies Appropriations bill, we urge you to include language ensuring full and
dedicated fundigg for the Contract Tower Program as part of the Fiscal Year (FY) 2017 budget
for the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA). The President’s FY 2017 Budget request
proposes to eliminate the dedicated funding language which was included in the Consolidated
Appropriations Act, 2016 (P.L. 114-113).

Full and dedicated funding for the Contract Tower Program is critical to ensuring that
operations continue through FY 2017 at the 253 Federal Aviation Administration contract towers
across the country. Restricting or reducing the operations of contract towers would have a
substantial, negative impact on general aviation safety, the efficiency of large commercial
airports, emergency medical operations, law enforcement, agriculture activities and businesses
throughout the United States. In addition, many contract tower airports are located near or
adjacent to military bases and manage a substantial number of military-related and national
security operations, directly supporting the readiness and training of military units. In 2015, 47
percent of all military traffic at civilian airports was handled by a federal contract tower.

The contract tower program is one of the FAA’s most cost-cffective programs. Contract
towers handle approximately 28 percent of the nation’s air traffic control tower operations, yet
they account for only 14 percent of the FAA’s total tower operations budget. Additionally, the
average contract tower operates at one-third the cost of a federal control tower, though it is held
to the same standard of excellence.

Providing full and dedicated funding language for the Contract Tower Program is
necessary to ensure FAA appropriately funds the program as it manages the budgetary
constraints of the coming fiscal year. It will provide certainty to local communities and protect
this important and long-standing aviation safety program from being targeted for
disproportionate cuts or elimination of service at certain airports.



Contract Tower Program Appropriations Letter
Page 2
March 18, 2016

As Congress has done in past fiscal years, we urge you to include full and dedicated
funding for the Contract Tower Program in the Fisca! Year 2017 Transportation, Housing and
Urban Development, and Related Agencies Appropriations bill. Contract towers have played a
central role in managing the safety and efficiency of our nation's complex airspace for over three
decades, and we look forward to working with you to preserve and promote their future success.

Sincerely,

' Ja:lhes'.M. Inhofe 7 TJoe Manchm 1 .
United States Senator United States Supator
Koty .2 yett
Kelly Ayott€ -
United St%ms Senator

Richard Blumenthal - Roy Bl
United States Senator United States Senator

Maria Cantwell ' Ben Cardin
United States Senator United States Senator

)iaz

Dick Durbin
United States Senator
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Kirsten Gillibrand
United States Senator

nited States Senator

Robert Menendez
United States Senator

United States Senator

M Mty }dsi

M. Michdel Rounds
United States Senator

geanne Shaheen :

United States Senator

=

J ester
ited States Senator

Mazie 0
United States Senator

United States Senator

o Ll

Jeff Merkley
United States Senator

James E. Risch
United States Senator

P 7k

Brian Schatz
United States Senator

£ &.
Debbie Stabeith®

United States Senator

L

David Vitter
United States Senator
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Efizabbth Warren




Steve Guthrie
_“

From: Steve Guthrie

Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2016 10:54 AM

To: Richard R. Baird (rick@iflysun.com)

Subject: FW: AAAE Security Policy Alert: Response to Terror Attacks in Brussels

r Steve Guthrie i
Friedman Memonial Arport 5
| Airport Security Coordinator :
{208) 72R-4056 ext, 1045 i
{208 720-4192 Wick ke
steveilyfma.com
£.C. Box 929

Hailey, 1D B3333

From: Colleen Chamberlain [mailto:colleen.chamberlain@aaae.org]

Sent: Tuesday, March 22, 2016 10:36 AM

To: Steve Guthrie <steve@iflysun.com>

Subject: AAAE Security Policy Alert: Response to Terror Attacks in Brussels

QNS TTU R TY

CURITY:R

e = 4"—-1"':"

POLICY
== )

EEIT -

Response to Terror Attacks in Belgium
March 22, 2016

In response to the multiple explosions in Brussels at the airport
and a subway station that have killed at least 34 people, the U.S.
Department of Homeland Security said it was closely



monitoring the unfolding events and "would not hesitate to
adjust our security posture, as appropriate, to protect the
American people.” DHS reiterated that members of the public
should report any suspicious activity in their communities to

law enforcement authorities.

TSA also hosted a conference call with Federal Security
Directors this morning to review measures to increase visible
and routine security measures at airports, including police
patrols in public areas, canine teams in public areas, VIPR
teams with Federal Air Marshals, increased Behavior Detection
Office (BDO) activity and continued contact with the J oint
Terrorism Task Force and FBI.

TSA plans to host a similar call for airport operators and
stakeholders later today. AAAE will share the call-in

information as soon as it is available.

AAAE has been in constant contact with TSA representatives
since the attack occurred. We will keep you updated as events
unfold and if there any changes to the U.S. terror alert or
additional measures proposed by DHS or TSA.

ii u Colleen Chamberlain, Vice President

AAAE, 601 Madison Street, Suite 400, Alexandria, VA 22314

SafeUnsubscribe™ steve@flyfma.com
Forward email | Update Profile | About our service provider
Sent by colleen.chamberlain@aaag.org



Rick Baird
“

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

Sent: Friday, May 20, 2016 7:58 AM

To: Spencer Dickerson

Subject: Good news on contract tower funding - Full Senate Action on Appropriations
Attachments; 20160318 - FY2017 Contract Tower Funding Letter to Sen Approps - Final.pdf

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

We have good news to report on contract tower funding — yesterday the full Senate 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.

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.

Many thanks for everyone’s outreach to your Senators earlier this year! One request, if you haven’t done so —
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!

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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BOISE & GARDEN CITY  MAY 20,2016 11:50 AM

TSA finds gun in traveler’s carry-on at Boise
Airport

HIGHLIGHTS
The TSA can fine passengers $7,500 for attempting to bring a firearm through an airport

security check

Statesman Staff

s e .

Transportation Security Administration officers at the Boise Airport found a .380 caliber
Glock 42 pistol in the carry-on bag of a male passenger traveling to Denver, according to a
TSA press release sent out Friday.

http://www.idahostatesman.com/news/local/community/boise/article'}"s857817.html 6/8/2016



TSA finds gun in traveler’s carry-on at Boise Airport | Idaho Statesman Page 2 of 3

The pistol wasn’t loaded, but 13 rounds of ammunition were packed with the firearm. Once
TSA officers saw the gun in the x-ray screens at the checkpoint, they notified Boise Police
Department, according to the release.

This is the third time in 2016 TSA officers have found a firearm in the carry-on of a
passenger going to Boise Airport security.

Firearms, ammunition, firearm parts and realistic replicas are prohibited in carry-on. The
passenger was cited for “weapon at checkpoint.” The TSA can issue a $7,500 fine for that
type of citation, according to the release.

Passengers are urged to contact their airlines about firearm policies and look at local laws
regarding transporting weapons.

f vEe~
MORE BOISE & GARDEN CITY
YOU MAY LIKE Sponsored Links by Taboola

This game will keep you up all night!
Stormfail: Free Online Game

Former Miss Turkey sentenced to 14 months in prison for Instagra...
OddChatter

New documentary chronicles lives of “human pups’
OddChatter

Restaurant owner sentenced to six years in prison after curry di...
OddChatter

COMMENTS

http:/fwww.idahostatesman.com/news/local/community/boise/article 7885781 7.html 6/8/2016



AP: Intruders breach US airport fences about every 10 days | Business | trib.com Page 1 of 6

BREAKING % close

in-depth today: Sharapova to appeal doping ban. How many more athletes will be
caught?

http://trib.com/business/ap-intruders-breach-us-airport—fences-about-every-
days/article_72a92d84-66b4-571 9-a8a9-e48954b0a555.htmi

AP: Intruders breach US airport fences about every 10 days

JUSTIN PRITCHARD and MARTHA MENDQOZA May 25, 2016

Lenny Ignelzi
In this Friday, May 13, 2016, photo, a commercial airliner lands at San Diego International Airport, where multiple la
topped with razor wire protects the airport grounds. An Associated Press investigation has documented perimeter |

of the busiest airports in the U.S. (AP Photo/Lenny Ignelzi)

Under pressure to prevent people from sneaking onto runways and planes at major
U.S. airports, authorities are cracking down — not on the intruders who slip through
perimeter gates or jump over fences, but on the release of information about the

breaches.

http://trib.com/business/ap—intruders—breach-us—airport-fences-about—every-days/article_72a... 6/8/2016



AP: Intruders breach US airport fences about every 10 days | Business | trib.com Page 2 of 6

Ayear after an Associated Press investigation first revealed persistent problems with
airports' outer defenses, breaches remain as frequent as ever — about once eve%s‘fe 0
days — despite some investments to fortify the nation's airfields. As Americans wait in
ever-longer security screening lines inside terminais, new documents show dozens
more incidents happening outside perimeters than airports have disclosed.

At the same time, leaders at some airports and the U.S. Transportation Security
Administration are saying some of the 345 incidents AP found shouidn't count as
security breaches, even when intruders got deep into secure areas.

Was it a perimeter security breach in March 2015 when a woman waliked past a
vehicle exit gate at San Francisco International Airport and onto the tarmac, where
she tried to flag down a jet for a trip home to Guatemala? No it was not, said the
airport and TSA officials, who also tried to suppress information about the case.

After discussing intrusions openiy at first, officials at several airports and the TSA
started withholding details, arguing the release could expose vulnerabilities.

Following a two-year legal struggle with the TSA, AP has now used newly released
information to create the most comprehensive public tally of perimeter security
breaches. The 345 incidents took place at 31 airports that handle three-quarters of
U.S. passenger travel. And that's an undercount, because several airports refused to
provide complete information.

The count shows that an intruder broke through the security surrounding one of
those airports on average every 13 days from the beginning of 2004 through mid-
February; starting in 2012, the average has been every 9.5 days. Many intruders
scaled barbed wire-topped fences or walked past vehicle checkpoints. Others crashed
cars into chain link and concrete barriers.

Airport officials point out that no case involved a known terrorist plot. Police reports
suggest many trespassers were disoriented, intoxicated or delusional. Some came on
skateboards and bikes, while others commandeered vehicles on the tarmac. One man
got into a helicopter cockpit and was preparing to take off.

http://trib.com/business/ap-intruders-breach-us-airport-fences-about-every-days/article_72a... 6/8/2016
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Five intruders brought knives and one a loaded gun.
% Close

Over the past year, the TSA and airports have been focused less on perimeter security
than on stopping weapons that passengers or baggage handlers try to sneak onto
planes.

"It doesn't surprise me that peaple sometimes try to jump over fences to see what
they can get away with," said TSA Administrator Peter Neffenger. "The question is:
What's your ability to detect it and ... what might you do to mitigate that happening in
the future?"

None of the airport officials would discuss how much they are spending on fortifying
perimeters. Some that added security in the past year saw fewer intruders, others had

more.

Altogether, there were at least 39 breaches nationwide in 2015, which also was the
annual average from 2012 through 2015. The low was 34 in 2013 and the high 42 in
2012, when incidents spiked after several years hovering around 20 breaches.

Aviation security consultant Jeff Price said the TSA and airports have not done enough
to address gaps in perimeter security.

"The straight-up honest answer as to why it's not being vigorously addressed?
Nothing bad's happened. Yet," Price said.

Airport officials stress that the miles of fences, gates and guardhouses protecting their
properties are secure and say many intruders are quickly caught.

Perimeters are not "a gaping vulnerability,” said Christopher Bidwell, vice president of
security at the advocacy group Airports Council International-North America. When
intruders are quickly caught, "their ability to do anything nefarious isn't really there,”
Bidwell said. "It's being neutralized because they are actively being surveilled."

But video cameras and guards don't always spot intruders.

http://trib.com/business/ap—intruders—breach—us—airport-fences-about-every-days/article_72a... 6/8/2016
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After eluding security and reaching parked planes at New York's John F. Kenned
International Airport, one intruder warned an airport worker in December tlﬁtdugs
“better not say" anything. Authorities never found the man, though they did arrest
three others at different times in 2015, including one man who managed to drive his
vehicle in with a convoy entering the airfield during a visit by Pope Francis.

The large airports with the most known incidents serve San Francisco (41), Las Vegas
(30), Philadelphia (30) and Los Angeles (26). New York’s JFK ranked 10th with 12
breaches.

Pritchard reported from Los Angeles, Mendoza from San Francisco. Contributing were
Dan Kempton in Phoenix, Monika Mathur and Alicia Caldwell in Washington, and Brian
Barrett, Rhonda Shafner, Jennifer Farrar and Jacob Pearson in New York.

Contact Justin Pritchard at https://twitter.com/lalanewsman and Martha Mendoza at
https://twitter.com/mendozamartha
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TSA Week in Review: May 27th - June 2nd - 59 Firearms,
Machete, Lipstick Knife and More
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Fifty-nine firearms were discovered this week in carry-on bags
around the nation, Of the 59 firearms discovered, 51 were loaded and 20
hed a round chambered. All of the firearms pictured were discovered last week.
See a complete list below.

Ef an item looks like a real bomb, grenade, mine, etc., it is prohibited. When
these iterns are found at a checkpoint or in checked baggage, they can cause
significant delays because the explosives detection professionals must respond
to resolve the alarm. Even if they are novelty items, you are prohibited from
bringing them on board the aircraft. Inert/Replica grenades were discovered
this week in carry-on bags at Newark (EWR), Gulfport (GPT), Seattle (SEA)
and Albany (ALB). An inert grenade was also discovered in a checked bag at
Salt Lake City (SLC).

hitp://blog.tsa.gov/2016/ 06/tsa-week-in-review-may-27th-june-2nd-59.html
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Two inert rounds were discovered in checked bags this week. A 30mm A-10
Warthog shell was discovered at Birmingham (BHM). A 25mm round was
discovered at Sonoma {STS). BT
Posts
Comments

An 11-inch machete was discovered in a carry-on bag at Billings (BIL).
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In addition to all of the other prohibited items we find weekly in carry-on
bags, our officers also regularly find firearm components, realistic replica
firearms, bb and pellet guns, airsoft guns, brass knuckles, ammunition,
batons, shun guns, small pocketknives and many other prohibited items too
numerous to note.

When packed properly, ammunition can be transported in your checked
baggage, but it is never permissible to pack ammo in your carry-on bag.
You can travel with your firearms in checked baggage, but they must first be
declared to the airline,

You can go here for more details on how to properly travel with your firearms.
Firearm possession laws vary by state and locality. Travelers should
familiarize themselves with state and local firearm laws for each point of travel
prior to departure.

Unfortunately these sorts of occurrences are all too frequent which is why we
talk about these finds. Sure, it's great to share the things that our officers are
finding, but at the same time, each time we find a dangerous item, the line is
slowed down and a passenger that likely had no ill intent ends up witha
citation or in some cases is even arrested. The passenger can face a penalty as
high as $11,000. This is a friendly reminder to please leave these items at
home. Just because we find a prohibited item on an individual does not mean
they had bad intentions; that's for the law enforcement officer to decide. In
many cases, people simply forgot they had these items.

*In order to provide a timely weekly update, this data is compiled from a
preliminary report. The year-end numbers will vary slightly from what is
reported in the weekly updates. However, any monthly, midyear or end-of-
year numbers TSA provides on this blog or elsewhere will be actual numbers
and not estimates.

Read our 2015 Year in Review post! If you haven’t read them yet, make
sure you check out our year in review posts for 2011, 2012, 2013, and 2014,
Follow @TSA on Twitter and Instagram!

Bob Burns
TSA Social Media Team

http://blog.tsa.gov/2016/ 06/tsa-week-in-review-may-27th-june-2nd-56 html

... Page 3 of 10

6/8/2016



The TSA Blog: TSA Week in Review: May 27th - June 2nd - 59 Firearms, Machete, Lips... Page 4 of 10

Firearms Discovered in Carry - On Bags
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Total Firearms - *89
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Report on TSA security risks pressures House to act
on FAA bill

Ry
By Malanks Zanona - D6/0118 02:26 PM EDT SHEnEs
The Transportation Security Administration {TSA) needs to update its formal process for addressing potential security risks and insider
threats at airports, according to the Government Accountability Office (GAO).

The new report — released less than two weeks after an EgyptAir plane traveling from Paris to Cairo crashed, possibly due to a terrorist
attack — could ratchet up pressure on lawmakers to pass Senate [sgislation that strengthens airport security.

The GAQ report says the TSA should update its strategy for securing perimeters and security-restricted areas; update its risk assessment
for airport security, and determine and implement a method for when the agency needs to conduct new risk assessments,

“TSA has made progress in assessing the threat, vulnerability, and consequence components of risk to airpert perimeter and access
control security,” the report says. "However, TSA has not updated this assessment to reflect changes in the airport security risk
environment, such as TSA's subsequent determination of risk from the insider threat — the potential of rogue aviation: workers expioiting
their credentials, access, and knowledge of security procedures throughout the airport for personal gain or to inflict damage.”

Insider threats have been linked to a number of high-profile security lapses, including a gun-smuggling cparation uncovered in Atlanta and
a downed Russian Metrojet airliner last year.

Lawmnakers have addressed the issue with iegisiation, but the proposals have not become law yet.

Sen. John Thune {R-S.D.), chairman of the Transportation Committee, is seizing on the latest GAO report to trumpet his Senate-passed
reauthorization of the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), which contains numerous provisions to beef up airport security,

In the wake of the tarrorist attacks on a Brussels airport and subway in March, iawmakers acded language to the FAA bill that would
enhance the vetting process for airport employees, increase the number of barmb-sniffing dogs and allow the TSA to denate unnesdad
security equipment to foreign airports with direct flights to the U.5.

“This new GAQ report further underscores the need for the House 1o put the security focused aviation legislation passed by the Senate on
the floor for a vote,” Thune said in a statement. “Critical safety reforms, in a bill that passed the Senate 95-3, shouldn’t face substantial
delays over provisions that do not have enough support ta become law this year,”

A house version of the bill, which does nat have the same security provisions but containg a contentious proposal to privatize air traffic
control, has been stalled since it advanced out of committse in February.

House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee Chairman Bill Shuster (R-Pa.) has not yet indicated whether he will iry to move ahead
with his own FAA bill, take up the Senate version or pass a short-term patch.

But Thune has been clear that he does not want to move ahead without the added provisions.

"Its time for the House to act and avoid a short-term extension of aviation authorities that doesn't address aviation safety and security,”
Thune said.

TAGS: John Thune

The Hill 1625 K Streat, NW Suite 900 Washington DC 20006 | 202-628-85C0 tai : 202-628-8503 fax
The contents of thia site are @206 Capltol Hill Publishing Corp., a subsidiary of News Commanications, nc.
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How to quickly improve the airport security screening mess
By ROBERT POOLE

2016-06-03 12:47:03

The Transportation Security Administration’s website showed delays of
“31+ minutes” to get through airport security lines at John Wayne Airport
and Los Angeles International Airport's security checkpoints on a recent
Thursday moming.

A few weekends ago, it took passengers two hours to pass through
security at Chicago's O’Hare International Airport, causing 450 people to
miss their American Airlines flights. During the week of Spring Break,
March 14-20, American Airlines said 6,800 passengers missed their
flights because of security lines — and that's just one airline’s customers.

TSA is taking some action to speed up the lines, firing its head of
security and installing Darby LaJoye into the position. LaJoye has managed security at two of the country’s
busiest airports, including LAX.

TSA also got more money, with Congress agreeing to quickly (by government standards) shift $34 million to
help TSA hire and train 768 new officers and to pay overtime for current screeners this year. Unfortunately,
this is unlikely to make a big difference during most of the approaching busy summer travel period.

One of TSA's primary excuses for the long wait times is that it has far fewer airport security screeners than it
used to. That is true; its screener workforce has declined by 12 percent, from 47,630 in 2011 to 41,928 in
2016. Meanwhile, the number of people flying increased by more than 11 percent during that same period.

The agency has blamed budget cuts, but TSA's staffing problems are partly its own making.

TSA reduced its workforce, in part, because it expected millions more travelers to sign up for much faster
PreCheck lanes, which allow “trusted travelers” who have undergone background checks to go through an
abbreviated security check. However, the agency has repeatedly delayed efforts to recruit people into the
PreCheck program, resulting in low sign-ups and more people in the regular security lines than TSA forecast.

The best quick-fix for the summer security lines was put forth by Mississippi Democratic Rep. Bennie
Thompson, the ranking member of the House Homeland Security Committee, who urged TSA to reassign its
Behavior Detection Officers to regular checkpoint screening duties. BDOs, mostly former checkpoint
screeners who have received a few extra days of training, are supposed to look for and identify high-risk
suspects.

However, audits by the Government Accountability Office and other outside experts find zero evidence that
BDOs add any meaningful value to airport security or that they have any success spotting terrorists. There
are about 3,000 BDOs on TSA's payroll, and most of them already know how to do checkpoint screening, so
reassighing them now would quickly add several thousand trained screeners to help shorten this summer's
lines.

Over the longer term, US airports should look to opt out of TSA-provided screening, as San Francisco,
Kansas City and 20 smaller airports have already done. These airports hire certified, private security
companies, overseen by TSA, to provide screening services.

The largest opt-out airport—San Francisco international—has not had serious screening delays this year. In
contrast, nearby San Jose International, which uses TSA screeners, has been piagued by screening delays.

http://www.ocregister.com/common/printer/view.php?db=ocregister&id=718110 6/8/2016
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TSA-certified private screening companies are much better than TSA at matching their screener staffing
numbers to peak passenger flows, partly by making greater use of part-timers to handie peak flying periods.

That's also how it is done in the rest of the world. In most major airports in Europe, passenger screening is an
airport’s responsibility, not that of the national government. The governments oversee and regulate the
process by setting and enforcing the standards for screening. All Canadian airports use government-
supervised private companies for screening.

With some U.S. airports encouraging passengers to arrive three hours before their flights so they have time
to get through security, and with travel groups forecasting a record number of flyers this summer, it's time to
focus on both short- and long-term fixes for TSA and airport security.

Robert Poole is director of transportation policy at Reason Foundation, where he’s advised four presidential
administrations on transportation issues.

© Copyright 2016 Freedom Communications. Al Rights Reserved.
Privacy Policy & Terms of Service | Copyright | Site Map
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DHS Requests Additional Funding To Bolster Checkpoint
Screening

DHS Secretary Jeh Johnsen late last week announced his Department has
requested that Congress shift funds for a second time this year to meet challenges
at security screening checkpoints. The request to reprogram $28 million in fiscal year
2016 funding would allow TSA to convert 2,784 transportation security officers
(TSOs) from part-time to full-time status at the nation’s 20 busiest airports and give
TSA the ability to screen almost 82,000 additional passengers per day, according to
Johnson.

Key Senate Appropriations Committee leaders quickly announced their approval of
the request. In a statement, Senate DHS Appropriations Committee John Hoeven
{(R-N.D.) and Ranking Member Jeanne Shaheen (D-N.H.) indicated that the extra
resources would also allow TSA to hire 600 more screeners in addition to the
conversion of part-time screeners to full-time positions. They added that they
approvad of the transfer of funds because "TSA needs to continue to reduce traveler
wait times and ensure security to safeguard the traveling public.” House leaders
have yet o act on the request.
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Congress recently approved DHS' initial request to reprogram $34 million of fiscal
year 2016 funds. Those funds have allowed TSA to expedite the hiring of 768 new
TSOs and to pay additional overtime to the existing TSO workforce. TSA
Administrator Peter Neffenger testified last week that these additional screeners will
be in place by June 15.

Legislation Introduced To Address Security Checkpoint Lines

Long screening checkpoint lines at airports remain a major focus in Congress, with
several notable developments last week. Transportation Security Subcommittes
Chairman John Katko (R-N.Y.) introduced legislation, the Checkpoint Optimization
and Efficiency Act of 2016, to address long lines at screening checkpoints.

The bill would address the TSA staffing model, shift some behavior detection officers
to travel document checking duties, give federal security directors more staffing
flexibility and calls for an expansion of the PreCheck expedited screening program.

The measure closely follows a number of important recommendations made by
airports, AAAE, ACI-NA, and air carriers. AAAE is supportive of the measure. AAAE
also continues to work closely with airports, members of Congress and TSA officials
to address the situation of screening lines at airports.

Separately, House Homeland Security Committee Ranking Member Bennie
Thompson (D-Miss.) and House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee
Ranking Member Peter DeFazio (D-Ore.) introduced a bill to ensure money raised
by the passenger security fee is used to fund TSA aviation screening. That money,
some of which was put toward deficit reduction in a 2013 budget deal, totals $14.2
billion for FY 2016-25, according to a summary of the bill.

In the Senate, Sen. Cory Gardner (R-Colo.) introduced legislation to create two pilot
programs focused on increasing efficiency and security at airports and establishing

prototypes for new and innovative screening techniques. His bill, the SCREEN FAST

Act, also directs the TSA to report to Congress on the pilot programs and makes It
easier for airports to work with TSA when it comes to acquiring new equipment for
screening.

Chicago O'Hare Bonds Upgraded
Fitch Ratings has upgraded its rating on the city of Chicago O'Hare international

Airport's approximately $6.4 billion senior lien general airport revenue bonds (GARB)

to A from A minus. in addition, Fitch affirmed its A rating for the approximately

$595.6 million PFC revenue bonds. The rating outlook on both the GARBs and PFCs

is stable.

The upgrade reflects continued favorable progression of airport capital programs,
with overall costs continuing to remain in line within existing budgets while airport
traffic is trending in a steadily positive direction. The airport benefits from the strong
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@ IATA Increases Profit Estimate For Global Carriers
The Intemational Air Transport Association (IATA) has revised its 2016 financial

outlook for global air transport industry profits to $39.4 billion, from the $36.3 | A leadership panel of U.S. and Canadian

forecast in December 2015, girporl CEOs will discuss the [ssues that
Impact their facilities today and their

Over half of the industry profits will be generated in North America while African expectations for the future at the

carriers are forecast to continue generating an overall foss. AAAE/IAAE-Canada 2016 Aviation

Unconference to be held August 23-25 in
“Lower cil prices are certainly helping — though tempered by hedging and exchange | Oftawa, Ontario, Canada, at Marriott's
rates,” stated Tony Tyler, IATA's director general and CEQ. He also noted that, “New ' Delta Ottawa City Centre hotel.
value streams are increasing ancfllary revenues. And joint ventures and other forms
of cooperation are improving efficiency and increasing consumer choice while Confirmed members of the CEO panel
fostaring robust competition.” so far are: Susan Kurland, deputy
commissioner, Chicago Department of
Separately, |ATA announced that Alexandre de Juniac, chairman and CEQ of Air Aviation; Chellle Cameron, CEQ,
France-KLM, was confirned to succeed Tyler as IATA’s new director general and Philadelphia Intermational Airport; Lance

CEO. His appointment is effactive Sept. 1. Lyttle, managing director-aviation, Port of
Seattle: Andrew O Brian, president and

CED, Quiport SA; amd Tom Rulh,
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\{ House Passes Bill Addressing Checkpoint Lines

The House Tuesday passed legislation from House Transportation Security
Subcommittee Chairman John Katko {R-N.Y.) aimed at addressing screening
checkpoint challenges.

The Checkpoint Optimization and Efficiency Act of 2016 - H.R. 5338 - was
introduced last month after several hearings and roundtables that included input
from airports and cther aviation industry officials. The biil would create more
transparency with the TSA staffing model, shift some behavior detection officers to
travel document checking duties, give federal security directors more local staffing
flexibility, establish local working groups with TSA and aviation stakeholders to
address staffing issues and expedite the expansion of the PreCheck program.

The legislation closely follows a number of important recommendations made by
airports, AAAE, ACI-NA and air carriers. AAAE is supportive of the measure.

"As public entities, airports are committed to working with TSA and our industry
partners to ensure the highest levels of safety, security, and efficiency for the
traveling public,” AAAE wrote in the letter to Chaiman Katko. "We are grateful for

1

- o

[

i

h-.]‘;'f ATURED MEETING
AAAE/AMCG Sponsor Assurances,
Leasing Policles and Minimum

| Standards Workshop

| August 23 - 24, 2016 | Denver, CO

| ririe Pamnars @ AMAE comomln momber companiss et
wir® vilih e nescscistion o sepor e Birpon, somereily

S

LIUDSON

EAVROUP
JJ PO T IR

sl AT ey

ETsi Tan

BAAd Fauwe Fauguis

IPGOMING EVENTS.
23nd Annual AAAEIF AA Alrfield Safety,
Sign Systems and Maintenance




the attention you have given to checkpoint wait times and other pressing Issues, and
we look forward to continuing our work with you, the Congress, and Administrator
Neffenger to achieve our shared goals of protecting and serving the nation's air
travelers.”

TSA Neffenger Testifies On Security Checkpoint Lines

TSA Administrator Peter Neffenger testified Tuesday before the Senate Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs Committee about long screening checkpoint lines
at airports.

Administrator Neffenger outlined the performanca of checkpoints during the busy
Memorial Day travel weekend. Ninety-nine percent of flyers waited 30 minutes or
less to be scresned and 93 percent waited 15 minutes or less, according to TSA. In
PreCheck expedited screening lanes, Neffenger said that 95 percent of people made
it through in five minutes or less.

Neffenger also outlined what he said were four key actions that helped TSA shift
resources and staff around to address long lines at airports: 1) Congress approving
the reallocation of $34 million in fiscal year 2016 DHS funding to provide overtime for
and hire additional TSOs; 2) TSA’s strategic focus on the seven busiest U.S.
airports; 3) the creation of the National Incident Command Center to monitor lines;
and 4) daily phone calls with airports, aiflines and related stakeholders to assess the
line situation.

During the hearing, Sen. Kelly Ayotte (R-N.H.), chair of the Commerce Committee's
Aviation Operations Subcommiitee pushed for passage of pending FAA
reauthorization legislation, which includes a number of aviation security provisions to
address the insider threat and encourage PreCheck expansien. Commitiee
members also raised questions about the Screening Partnership Program and the
impact of bag fees on checkpoint lines.

Sen. Jon Tester (D-Mont.) and Senator Ayotte expressed concem about the insider
threat and pressed Neffenger for assurances that the agency is actively addressing
vulnerabilities with aviation workers. Tester asked Neffenger if aviation workers were
screened to the same standard as passengers and whether or not he was
comfortable with the current approach. As he has done when asked about this topic
in other hearings, Neffenger pointed out that aviation workers are a known
population subject to continual vetting. He added that workers are also subject to
screening through magnetometers at some airports as well as stadium-type
scraening, and random inspections. When asked about his comfort levsl, Neffenger
said that progress is being made but there is more work to be done.

GAO: TSA Assessment of Access Control, Perimeter Security
Flawed
The Government Accountability Office (GAO) last week issued a report that found

TSA needs to formalize Its process for assessing alrport employee access control
and perimeter security plans, prompted additional media stories on aviation security.
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Senate Commerce Committee Chairman John Thune (R-S.D.) used the report,
"Aviation Security: Airport Perimeter and Access Control Security Would Benefit from
Risk Assessment and Strategy Updates,” to call on the House to pass the Senate's
FAA reauthorization bill that includes language addressing airport employee access
control and perimeter security.

"This new GAO report further underscores the need for the House to put the security
focused aviation legislation passed by the Senate on the floor for a vote,” Thune
said. "Critical safety reforms, in a bill that passed the Senate 95-3, shouldn't face
substantial delays over provisions that do not have enough support to become law
this year. It's time for the House to act.”

Rep. Bill Keating (D-Mass.), who has been active on parimeter security issues, said
he will continue to push for his perimeter security legislation: "l have recently
introduced legislation entitled the Airport Perimeter and Access Control Security Act
of 2016 that will continue moving the ball forward until our airport perimeters are as
secure as they can be."

Tucson Airport Initiates Inprovement Project

The Tucson Airport Autherity (TAA) this week broke ground on its $28.3 million
improvement project at Tucson Intemational, The project was approved by the TAA
Board of Directors in April with a construction agreement with Sundt Construction.

"This is a very exciting time for Tucson Intemational Airport," authority President and
CEOQ Bonnie Allin, A.A.E., said. "This is something that we've been looking forward
to. The security and customer amenity enhancements ‘A Brighter TUS' brings to the
airport will greatly improve our customer experience. We're thrilled to officially get
going on this.”

The 18-month project includes relocation and expansion of the security screening
checkpoints, enhanced concession and revenue opportunities, the upgrade of critical
building systems, and maximizes use of under-utilized space.

Austin Bergstrom Begins Nine-Gate Expansion

Austin-Bergstrom International Airport has bagun a nine-gate expansion project on
the east end of the Barbara Jordan Terminal, with the closing and reconfiguration of
Gate 4. The gate closure will allow the setup of four temporary gate bridges to
continue normal passenger services during the expansion.

The current Gate 4 boarding bridge will be removed and new elevated walkways will
be constructed extending beyond the terminal, to safely move people and planes
away from the construction area.

Fitch Rates RIAC's Airport Bonds

Fitch Ratings has assigned a triple B plus rating to the $48 million airport revenue
bonds, 2016 series D and $4 million series E issued by the Rhode Island Commerce
Corporation on behalf of the Rhode Island Airport Corporation (RIAC). The ratings
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Senate Bill Would Add Funds For TSA

May 24, 2016 09:05 PM

The Senate Homeland Security Appropriations
Subcommittee on Tuesday approved its fiscal
year 2017 funding blueprint for DHS and its
component agencies, including TSA and
Customs and Border Protection.

Details of the draft bill have yet to be made
public, however, the subcommittee chairman
indicated that the measure includes a total of
$7.7 billion for TSA, which is $228 million above
the fiscal year 2016 funding level and $79
million more than was requested by the Cbama
Administration. The exira resources would allow
TSA to hire an additional 1,344 new screeners, deploy 50 new canine teams, procure new
explosives trace defection equipment and fund the efforts of the agency's innovation Task Force,
which is focused on bringing technological advances to screening checkpoints. The proposed
funding would materialize in the new fiscal year that begins Oct. 1.

The draft measure will be considered May 26 by the Senate Appropriations Committes.

Printer-friendly version

hitp://www.aviationnews.net/index.html?do=headline&news_id=255156
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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 identified by these
two studies are included and summarized herein to ensure nothing is inadvertently
overlooked in the future. Please note that the scope of work for this effort does not
include the identification of additional replacement airport sites.

The majority of the evaluation criteria identified by previous planning efforts were
reviewed and determined to still be sufficient to evaluate the alternatives. Four of
the more “technical” screening criteria are re-visited/updated by this chapter in an
effort to ensure current industry/local conditions and planning/design standards are
reflected in any future alternatives evaluation. These four screening criteria are:

» Ability to Meet Updated Airport Facility Requirements (as presented in this
Master Plan)

= Ability to Prove Sponsorship/Location within Blaine County
* Expansion Opportunity
» Ability to Meet CAT I Approach Capabilities

Two of these four screening criteria (sponsorship and CAT I Approach capabilities)
are updated herein to document the additional work done by the Sponsor and FAA
subsequent to the completion of the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study. The ability
to meet updated airport facility requirements and the continued ability to provide
for expansion opportunities were also updated and validated to ensure all the
alternatives continue to meet ongoing planning efforts and current conditions. This
process resulted in the survival of only two sites (10a and 12) as opposed to the
three sites identified by the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study. Site 4 was
eliminated due to the inability to provide for a Category I Approach and Missed
Approach (200-foot ceiling and Y2-mile visibility), which was based on an additional
analysis conducted by the FAA subsequent to the completion of the 2008 EIS Phase
I Planning Study.

Section 1.5 (Summary of Alternative Evaluation Considerations) of this chapter
presents a potential altermative 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 v2-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

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 1
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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).

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 million 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 typical decision height no lower than 200
feet and with a visibility of no less than 2 mile.?

Category C Aircraft Operations — Refers to Aircraft. Approach Category (AAC) C
operations, which is a grouping of aircraft based on a reference landing speed of
121 to 141 knots, if specified, or 1.3 times the stall speed at the maximum
certificated landing weight.

Category D Aircraft Operations - Refers to Aircraft 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 stall speed at the maximum
certificated landing weight.

Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) - An EIS is a document that provides a
discussion of the significant environmental impacts which would occur as a result of
a proposed project, and informs decision-makers and the public of the reasonable
alternatives which would avoid or minimize adverse impacts. Public participation
and consultation with other Federal, state, and local agencies is a cornerstone of
the EIS process.

Fixed Base Operator (FBO) - A business located on the Airport that provides
services such as hangar space, fuel, flight training, repair, and maintenance to
airport users.

General Aviation (GA) - Generally, those United States-registered civil aircraft,
which operate for private 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.

1 Other ILS CAT approaches such as CAT II and III are also 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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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 repiacement 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 identified 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 airport sites.

The majority of the evaluation criteria identified by previous ‘planning efforts were
reviewed and determined to still be sufficient to evaluate the aiternatives. Four of
the more “technical” screening criteria are re-visited/updated by this chapter in an
effort to ensure current industry/local conditions and planning/design standards are
reflected in any future aiternatives evaluation:. These four screening criteria are:

¢ Ability to Meet Updated Airport Facility iiegtj-iréments (as presented in this
Master Plan)

* Ability to Prove Sponsorship/i.ocation within Blaine County
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» Ability to Meet CAT I Approach Capabilities

h

Two of these four screening criteria (spohsorship and CAT I Approach capabilities)
are updated herein to document the additipnal work done by the Sponsor and FAA
subsequent to the completion of the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study. The ability
to meet updated airport facility requirements and the continued ability to provide
for expansion opportunities were alse .updated and validated to ensure all the
alternatives continue to meet_ongoing planning efforts and current conditions. This
process resulted in the survival of only two sites (10a and 12) as opposed to the
three sites Identified by the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study. Site 4 was
eliminated due to the inability to provide for a Category I Approach and Missed
Approach (200-foot ceiling and ¥2-mile visibility), which was based on an additional
analysis conducted by the FAA subsequent to the completion of the 2008 EIS Phase
I Planning Study. *

Section 1.5 (Summary of Alternative Evaluation Considerations) of this chapter
presents a potential alternative 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 celling 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
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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).

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 th;dﬁ 247.3 million acres of
public lands in the United States, which constitutes one-eighth of the landmass of
the country. A

Category 1 Approach Instrument Landing System (CAT I ILS) - Precision
instrument approach and landing with a typical ‘decision height-no lower than 200
feet and with a visibility of no less than %z mile.} b
iy k! \\' T
Category C Aircraft Operations - Refers to Aircraft/Approach Category (AAC) C
operations, which Is a grouping of aircraft baé‘eq‘l on a reference landing speed of
121 to 141 knots, if specified, or 1.3 times the stall speed at the maximum
certificated landing weight. T 3
R e ~ 5 -

Category D Aircraft Operations - Refers to Aircraft Approach Category (AAC) D
operations, which is a grouping of air¢raft based on a réference landing speed of
141 to 166 knots, if specified, or 1.8 times the stall speed at the maximum
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certificated landing weight. "\.
Environmental Impact Stai;ement (EIS) - An EIS is a document that provides a
discussion of the significant efivironmental impacts which would occur as a result of
a proposed project, andinforms-decision-makers and the public of the reasonable
alternatives which would avoid or minimize adverse impacts. Public participation
and consultation with other Federal, state, and local agencies is a cornerstone of
the Efs process. . D

: ‘ -
Fixed Base Operator KFBO) '~ A business located on the Airport that provides
services such as hangar space, fuel, flight training, repair, and maintenance to
airport users. * A

General Aviation (GA) - Generally, those United States-registered civil aircraft,
which operate for private 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.

1 Other ILS CAT approaches such as CAT II and III are also described in Section 1.1.2.3, Identification
of Facility Requirements. CAT 1 analysis was primarily used in this write-up.
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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.

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). The 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 identify future possible
replacement sites, for such time it is deemed necessary to relocate the Airport,
Replacement airport sites were first studied in the 1983 Airport Master Plan, and
then more recently looked at by the 2004 Master Plan Update, 2006 Feasibility
Study, and the Environmental Impact Study (EIS) Phase I Plan of Study {(2008).

The following two Studies contain the most recent documentation of potential
replacement sites for SUN and are summarized below:

« Feasibility Study (2006)
« EIS Phase I Plan of Study (2008)

1.1.1 Review/Summary of Feasibility Study (2006)

The 2004 FMA Master Plan Update was initiated to identify and evaluate potential
options to address the ARC C-III compliance issues resulting from the increase in
unscheduled Category (CAT) C and D operations, as well as scheduled airline
service using CAT C aircraft. A series of alternatives were developed to address
safety standards for existing operations 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 impracticality of addressing safety standards and needed facility
improvements at the existing site, the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority (FMAA)
initiated the 2006 Feaslbility 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 possibie sites,
as well as, the screening and evaluation of alternatives and financial feasibility

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 3
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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
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 significant impact on the Biaine
County economy, development to the south In cities such as Hailey, Bellevue, and
Carey represent a shift in growth patterns from historic norms.

As a result, the 2006 Feasibility Study recognized the fact that the siting of the
replacement airport must consider: (1) the impact of the potential demand
associated with new development in the southern portion of Blaine County, as well
as (2) the long established demand driven by Sun Valley. Therefore, the sites
considered in the screening were all within a 60-minute drive time of Hailey and
Sun Valley.

Replacement Airport Size/Desired Footprint

The 2006 Feasibility Study utilized a template based on approximately 600 acres,
configured to encompass the following: -

¢ One 8,500-foot primary runway

¢ One full-length parallel taxiway with connecting taxiways

e Associated safety areas, protection zones, and clearance setbacks as
required for ARC C-III airport design standards

o Aircraft parking aprons with access taxiways

e Areas for terminal facilities, ARFF equipment and storage, maintenance
equipment storage, and additional support facilities

s 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
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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 location 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

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

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

Site 5 - Also located in The Triangle, Site 5 is in the southeast corner, 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 north of the U.S. 26/93 alignment near the
intersection with Cutoff Road

Site 8 ~ Mid Lava, located along the border of Blaine and Lincoln counties,
between State Highway 75 and U.S. 26/93

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

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

Site 11 - Magic Reservoir, located south of the U.S. 20 alignment, west of
Magic Reservoir in the area where Cottonwoods Road and Macon Flat 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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e 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 evaluation 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 on these six specific criteria.
Three sites were carried forward from the initial screening and were referred to as
preferred sites 9, 10, and 13.

The three preferred sites selected, were then ranked based on a secondary set of
criteria grouped into three separate categories. The criteria included:

PHYSICAL SUITABILITY OF THE SITE
« Availability of adequate, suitable land area

e Terrain and topographic compatibility
e Weather-related constraints
e Proximity to ground transportation systems

e Physical site conditions

ENVIROMENTAL SUITABILITY OF THE SITE
e Wetlands

s Water Resources
e Land Use

Biotic Communities

Cultural Resources

SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC SUITABILITY OF THE SITE
e Population Trends

s Geographic Proximity
« Land Use Compatibility

» Direct Impacts to Human Environments

2 Gites 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

« Viability of Site Acquisition

* Facility Costs

s Air Service

¢ Regional Growth and Development Patterns

» Compatibllity with Regional and Local Planning Initiatives

» 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.

Utilizing input from the Advisory Committee and public, the FMAA decided not to
pursue expansion at the present Airport site and put additional expansion on hold.
The Advisory Committee also determined unanimously that site 9 was the best to
present to the FMAA. After the FMAA reviewed 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, Site 10 as the preferred area for
the development of the FMRA (Friedman Memorial Replacement Airport). Site 10
was selected over Site 9 based upon the following key factors:

* Geographic proximity
» Proximity to State Highway 75
o Political Jurisdiction

¢ Implementation

The Board of County Commissioners viewed Site 10 as being representative of a
larger geographic area ranging 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
community 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
Landrum & Brown



uMolg @ WpueT
Jroduyy Jouradeiday of UOIEnEAl Dumys 3 23deyy

8 abed

+I0Z 'SISAIUY UMOIE ' Winipue]  :30inog

. . nSCw f. T SN

s s ; 3LIS QFYN3ITUA VRN ETrD

Lo g | " 3 SALIS THUIITHd SE—

1T ¥ %3 t l—§ [ ]

A e i3 oL

o LA . E ANILITIWHALNT =%

§ s L5 = TYNNIUI

szt riag iy . AYOTTIVY =

ALTY
SALIS “VRIELAD DNINITHOS fuouary =

a2 - avod Voot 1

o ,J - AVMHDTH HOLIYHN ——

F A=
r. aANID3T DSNIMYAA

S3ALIS JAILYNHILTV - (900Z} AANLS ALITISISVI
T-T°F Uqiyxg

9T 0T HOYVYIW

ALYAdf) NVIid YILSVi LYOdNTY TVIHONIW NYWAIRN]



FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN UPDATE MARCH 2016

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 either 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 I Plan of Study (2008) with
minimal or no change to their configuration or previously identified location, one
was the existing SUN site. The remaining six sites (of the seven) included:

e Site 3: North Central Triangle
e Site 4: U.S. 20/Southwest Triangle
e Site 5: U.S. 20/Southeast Triangle
e Site 13: U.S. 20/East Camas County
» Site 14: State Route 46 South of U.S. 20
e Site 15: State Route 46 & U.S. 20
The remaining nine sites carried forward into the EIS Phase I Plan Study (2008)

(that either had their location adjusted, were reconfigured to accommodate a
crosswind runway, or both), included:

» Site 2: Diamond Dragon Ranch Vicinity

e Site 6: Southeast of Picabo/U.S. 20

s Site 7: U.S. 26/93, South of Carey

e Site 8: Mid-Lava

e Site 9: State Highway 75/North Lincoln County
« Site 10: Sonners Flat

* Site 11: Camas Prairie

e Site 12: U.S. 20/West Blaine County

» 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 Design. In
cases where this cannot be done, the FAA recommends a crosswind runway be provided.
Therefore, in cases (i.e. alternative sites) where adequate wind coverage could not be met with
one runway, a crosswind runway was provided.
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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 I Plan of Study was completed
and served as a planning too! for preparation of the upcoming EIS. The EIS Phase 1
Plan of Study included documentation of reviews and associated findings related to
the following:

o 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.

o Evaluation of all identified sites; the evaluation of alternative repiacement
sites for the Friedman Memorial Replacement Airport (FMRA) focused on the
assessment of each identified site from an aviation related perspective,
leaving the analysis of environmental issues to be assessed in FAA’s Draft
EIS (2011), which was ultimately terminated by the FAA.

Guiding Parameters of Analysis for EIS Phase I Plan of Study

Prior to identifying and analyzing possible replacement airport sites, a set of guiding
parameters (e.g. assumptions) were established to help direct the pre-planning
efforts and identification of alternatives to be carried forward into the EIS. These
guiding parameters are presented below:

e Be compliant with FAA design and safety standards commensurate with
current use (currently C-III) and future aviation demands for the region,

e Provide reliable and éafe access to all users in adverse weather via a
minimum of a 200-foot ceiling and one-half mile visibility CAT I ILS,

¢ Provide for appropriate approach and departure protection and capability,

e Provide for the continuation of air carrier service and other aviation
operations for the region,

» Provide adequate land area to accommodate future demands and provide the
flexibility to meet the needs of the volatile aviation industry,

» Provide access to communities in the Wood River Region,
e Minimize impact 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 potential 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;

e 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 departure routes
to and from the existing airport; those portions of Blaine, 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 for the alternate airport site were selected
based on a combination of SUN's current allocation of space, existing facility
dimensions, and land use at existing alrports 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, terminal area, FBO area, GA area, approach and navigational aids,
and ground access routes. The following text explores the individual aspects of the
Airport’s facilities, as well as how each area’s requirements were reached.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 11
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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 for 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, ERJ, and Dash 8 Q400.

The runway length requirements were calculated using charts published in the
aircraft manufacturers’ aircraft performance manuals. Requirements were
calculated by taking into consideration the airport elevation above mean sea level
(MSL), hot day temperature, and the performance characteristics and operating
weight of aircraft forecast to be serving the airport. The operating weight of an
aircraft is dependent on the amount of fuel needed 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.

Airport elevation was consistently listed as 5,500 feet above MSL for all runway
length calculations due to the current airport elevation. However, this elevation is
generally conservative, since most of the alternate 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 day 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.

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
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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 usual 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 length calculations for
all the proposed aircraft, then runway takeoff lengths required for a number of the
aircraft types would be above typical runway lengths at comparable airports.
Therefore, several payload and fuel weight scenarios 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. '

The runway length analysis for a crosswind runway resulted in a length of 6,800
feet. According to FAA recommendations, “100% of the recommended runway
length determined for the lower crosswind capable airplane using the primary
runway” should be used as a standard for determining the crosswind runway
length. In reference to the FAA Advisory 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 length
at maximum takeoff weight. . The crosswind runway may also potentially serve as
the premier runway for general aircraft operations. If this function occurs
frequently, then the runway length may be constructed at a lesser length than
indicated in the analysis since the crosswind would be maintained ultimately for the
purpose of general aircraft operations rather than commercial aircraft operations.

The takeoff runway length recommendation 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 crosswind runway length is 6,800 feet long.

SITE ACREAGE

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
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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, physical features, and roadways,
attempting to avoid the creation of irregular property remnants. The property area
definition was based on breaking the Airport up into major components and defining
the area that would be required for each component. These major components
consisted of the airfield and associated safety areas, protection zones, and object
free areas, the terminal area, and supporting uses typically accommodated within
the terminal, and GA and FBO area. The basis for defining these required areas are
presented in the following sections.

T IN R NV PE

Aside from the airfield, a central element of the proposed future airport was the
passenger terminal complex, and the various uses and facilities that support the
day-to-day operation and function of the terminal.

In defining the acreage requirements that should be reserved for terminal area
facilities and operations, it is necessary to consider not only the needs on the day of
facility commissioning, but also, to understand 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 airports 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 building, 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 e NELANEDs | AREA
' ACREAGE

Northwest Arkansas Regional Airport - 567,341 59.43
Bentonville, AR {XNA) ;
Billings Logan Int" Airport - Billings, MT (BIL) 403,645 39.71
Gallatin Field — Bozeman, MT (BZN) 318,115 27.75
Asheville Regional Airport - Asheville, NC (AVL) 289,550 42.12
Missoula International Airport - Missoula, MT (MSO) 276,170 35.29
Jackson Hole Airport - Jackson, WY (JAC) - 274,031 21.76
Rapid City Regional Airport - Rapid City, SD (RAP) 226,323 36.20

| Eagle County Regional Airport — Vail/Eagle Co. (EGE) 217,039 30.10
Roberts Field - Redmond, OR (RDM) 205,930 47.54
Aspen-Pitkin County — Aspen, CO (ASE) : 201,642 i 8.0
Monterey Peninsula Airport - Monterey, CA (MRY) 200,091 l 15.49
Glacier Park Int'l Airport - Kalispell, MT (GPI) 175,157 i 27.56

i Grand Junction Regional — Grand Junction, CO (GJT) 159,509 24.74
Bellingham Int'l Airport - Bellingham, WA (BLI) 135,129 17.09
Yampa Valley Airport — 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 2008

FIXED-BASE OPERATOR (FBO) AND GENERAL AVIATION (GA) ENVELOPE

FBO and GA airport facilities 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 appiied 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.
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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 PASSENGERS | ACREAGE

Northwest Arkansas Regional Airport - 567,341 51.23
Bentonville, AR (XNA)

Billings Logan Int'l Airport - Billings, MT (BIL) : 403,645 131.55
Gallatin Field - Bozeman, MT (BZN) 318,115 87.16
Asheville Regional Airport — Asheville, NC (AVL) 289,550 47.65
Missoula International Airport - Missoula, MT (MSO) 276,170 84.09
Jackson Hole Airport — Jackson, WY (JAC) 274,031 26.22
Rapid City Regional Airport - Rapid City, SD (RAP) 226,323 64.26
Eagle County Regional Airport - Vail/Eagle Co. (EGE) 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
Glacier Park Int’l Airport — Kalispell, MT (GPI) 175,157 48.15
Grand Junction Regional - Grand Junction, CO (GJT) 159,509 80.55
Bellingham Int'l Airport — Bellingham, WA (BLI) 135,129 43.41
Yampa Valley Airport - Steamboat Springs, CO (HDN) 131,448 11.24
Durango-La Plata County Airport - Durango, CO (DRO) 113,516 39.25
Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN) 70,057 36.76
AVERAGE 7 243,415 60.36

Source: Landrum & Brown, June 2008

Based on the benchmarked airport measurements shown on Table 1.1-2, the
average size for FBO and GA areas at airports comparable to SUN is approximately
60 acres. As a means 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.
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APPROACHES AND NAVIGATIONAL AIDS

In addition to providing area for the airfield and aviation-related-development, the
2008 EIS Phase I 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 full implementation of this
process will be heavily dependent upon federal funding and congressional
appropriations. Potential still exists for the FAA to complete their conversion from
land-based navigational aid (NAVAID) to satellite-based aid by the time a potential
replacement airport commences operations. However, to address any possible
delays, the analysis considered the fact that development of future approaches
could require either the purchase of new navigational equipment or the relocation
of existing systems that presently serve the current airport.

While the Airport is currently conducting an independent study to identify potential
incremental improvements to decision 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 descent altitude associated with the approaches
to the current runway. The Minimum Descent 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 pilot sees the required visual referenced for the runway of
intended landing.”

At the time of the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study, the lowest minimum descent
altitude was 1,000 feet above the airfield elevation with three miles horizontal
visibility. This capabillity 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 authorization, 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 cloud ceilings are no lower than 200 feet
above the airfield elevation and visibility is not less than one-half mile.  This
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capability is a major improvement over current conditions and is relatively
consistent with other commerciai service airports of similar size. It was further
decided that sites would also 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 feet;

¢ Category IIIa - No DH or DH below 100 feet and RVR not 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 no RVR limitation.

It should be noted that for both CAT II and III, special authorization and aircraft
equipment is required before the procedure can be utilized.

Assuming the development of a CAT I approach capability, certain navigational aids
must be incorporated into the design of the replacement airport and provisions
made for their deployment. A CAT I approach 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 the final approach. The two beacons are typically located off
airport due to the distance the marker beacons need to be from the runway landing
threshold. Land area to accommodate the localizer, glide slope, and approach light
system have been incorporated into the overall land area requirements already
discussed. Land acquisition for the marker beacons would be minimal and the
location of this property entirely dependent upon the site selected.

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 II 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 instailation 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 airport sites.

Finally, while technically not an approach aid, it is anticipated that the future airport
will be served by an ATCT, as is the case with the existing Airport. Whether this
facility will be an FAA or a contract tower will be determined at that time.
Regardless, the future airport will include this facility and capability. The space
requirement for this facility is assumed in the land area requirements of the
terminal area previously noted.

GROUND ACCESS ROUTES

An airport access roadway is an essential requirement, because it connects the
proposed airport facilities to the nearest primary highway at each airport site. in
determining the optimum placement for ground access roads at the future airport
locations, a key objective was to develop a roadway with the shortest distance
possible between the Airport facilities and the nearest highway. The purpose of
aiming toward this goal was multi-faceted and ultimately structured towards the
following:

¢ Minimizing environmental impacts
e Reducing 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

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 20
Landrum & Brown



FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN UPDATE MARCH 2016

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 I 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 existing Airport, which allowed for
redevelopment of the site to accommodate proper FAA design standards, as well as,
future Airport expansion . However, an alternative layout/configuration could not
be found that would also address the concern of service reliability during the winter
months. After many conversations with the FAA (at the time), it was determined
that Site 1 would not be able to achieve significantly lower minimums either
through new/upcoming technologies or by reconfiguration (as the surrounding
topography would not allow for it). This limitation eliminated 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 incremental improvements to decision height to decrease the minimums
as much as possible since replacing the airport is not currently a possibility.
However, the decision height cannot be lowered enough to achieve a 200-foot
ceiling with Y2-mile visibility minimums.

In addition, Site 16 was also eliminated early on in the screening process due to
muitiple fatal flaws (i.e. the inability to provide for CAT I missed approach
capability for northwesterly arrivals or to accommodate a CAT I approach to the
southeast, and significant drive times (ranging from 77 minutes to 155 minutes) to
Sun Valley/Ketchum, Hailey, 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 evaluation 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
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With the use of the Tier One fatal flaw criteria, eight alternate 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 U0 »

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

9. Sponsorship;
10. Property Ownership Considerations;
11. Proximity to Demand;

12. Accessibility to Regional Roadways

The Tier Two analysis of the remaining nine sites (4, 5, 6, 9, 10, 10A, 12, 13, and
17) was conducted 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 constructability, expandability, and accessibility of the sites,
as well as the sponsorship, and conformity with local, State, and Federal tand use
regulatory requirements. Safety was addressed relative to the location of the
various sites to known wetlands, which are attractants for animals of concern to
aircraft operators (such as waterfowl and large mammals). Wetlands were also of
concern in terms of constructability, 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 forward 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 O (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. Therefore, due to their ranking,
sites 4, 10A, and 12 were selected for further evaluation (Tier Three) to identify
which, if any, would not be able to support additional or enhanced instrument
approach capabilities in the future.

TIER THREE EVALUATION: REFINED AIRSPACE AND APPROACH CAPABILITY
13. Ability to accommodate muitiple Catégory 1 approaches; and

14. Ability to accommodate one or more Category II approaches

Upon completion of the Tier Two evaluation of sites, three replacement airport sites
were identified for further consideration (Sites 4, 10A, and 12). Discussions were
held with representatives from the contractor providing air traffic control services at
the existing airport, as well as with representatives of the FAA's Northwest
Mountain Region, including the Planning division, Flight Standards, Airspace,
Facilities Groups, and the Salt Lake Air Route Traffic Control Center. During these
discussions, questions arose relative to the ability of various sites to accommodate
multiple CAT I approaches 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 CAT I approach was reasonable, the flexibility of a site
to provide for expanded approach capabilities should also be considered as a
comparative tool to further differentiate and define those sites possessing the best
possible flexibility and capability.

As the FAA moves toward a satellite-based air navigation system, employing GPS
supplemented 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) wili 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 multiple 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
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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:

e« CATEGORY I - DH 200 feet and RVR or horizontal visibility; 2,400 feet
e CATEGORY II - DH at 100 feet and RVR of 1,200 feet

The analysis of additional instrument approach capabilities was intended to provide
a final, more refined level of detail to determine the attributes and constraints of
the three sites carried forward from the Tier Two evaluation. If a site was found to
have significantly less flexibility and capability to respond to future technological
changes than others, that finding was used to prevent a site from moving forward
in the EIS process. Ultimately, all three sites (4, 10A, and 12) survived this
evaluation process and were identified to be carried forward into the EIS process for
further evaluation.

she e 3K sk ok 3K ok 3k Ak ol 3K 2k e ok ok ok ok ok skesk sk ok ke ok

Elements of and knowledge acquired during the EIS Phase I Plan of Study was
incorporated into formal draft EIS chapters. However, due to cost and wild life
issues, the FAA eventually terminated the EIS.

1.2 Alternative Replacement Airport Sites

Seventeen potential replacement Airport sites were identified by previous planning
studies/efforts and have been summarized in the previous sections. The 17 sites
are presented again on Exhibit 1.2-1 for reference. These 17 sites include Site
16, which 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
replacement airport sites, Site 16 has been added back into the range of
alternatives to ensure nothing is inadvertently overlooked in the future. No
additional sites were identified, added, or evaluated as part of this effort. The 17
sites will be evaluated 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
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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 Feasibility Study originally identified
Site 3. The independent review of potential airport sites conducted in the 2008 EIS
Phase I Planning Study did not modify the site.

Site 4

Site 4 is located in Blaine County at the southern end of the Bellevue Triangle
parallel 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 not modify the site.

Site 5

Site 5 is located in Blaine County to the east of Site 4 (in the southeastern portion
of the Bellevue Triangle), west of Gannett Picabo Road, and north of U.S. 20. The
2006 Feasibility Study originally identified Site 5. The independent review of
potential airport sites conducted in the 2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study did not
modify the site. '

Site 6

Site 6 is located in Blaine County approximately 2 miles to the southeast of the
community 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 identified 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
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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 corner of Lincoln County approximately 2 miles
south of the Blaine/Lincoln County line, 1 mile north of Burmah Road, and
approximately 1 mile east of State Highway 75. The site lies adjacent to a channel
of the Big Wood River and was originally identified by the 2006 Feasibility Study.
However, the independent review of potential airport sites conducted in the 2008
EIS Phase I Planning Study modified the site to address the potential need for a
crosswind runway.

Site 10

Site 10 is located in Blaine County approximately 2 miles to the east of
State Highway 75 and approximately 2 miles to the north-northeast of
Wedge Butte. The site is situated between Wedge Butte to the south and the
Timmerman Hills to the north. The 2006 Feasibility Study originally identified the
site. However, the independent review of potential airport sites conducted In the
2008 EIS Phase I Planning Study modified the site to address the potential need for
a crosswind runway

Site 10a

Site 10a is a modification of Site 10 and was not part of the original 2006 Feasibility
Study. As this is a modification 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
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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 Blaine/Camas County line,
immediately west of Camas Creek and along the north side of U.S. 20 in Camas
County. No substantial changes in location or configuration occurred to the original
site, identified in the 2006 Feasibility Study.

Site 14

Originally identified by the 2006 Feasibility Study, Site 14 is located In Camas
County, approximately 2 miles south 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 potential sites conducted In the 2008 EIS Phase
I Planning Study did not modify the site.

Site 15

Originally identified by the 2006 Feasibility 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 its western boundary defined by Selby Road (northerly extension of State
Highway 46). The independent review of potential sites conducted in the 2008 EIS
Phase I Planning Study did not modify the site.

Site 16

The 2006 Feasibifity 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.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 46
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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 evaluation. These four
screening criteria are defined below and used to re-evaluate each of the 18
alternatives.

e Ability to Meet Updated Airport Facility Requirements (as presented in this
Master Plan)

» Ability to Prove Sponsorship/Location within Blaine County
e Expansion Opportunity
» Ability to Meet CAT I Approach Capabilities

These four screening criteria also reflect the three primary considerations that
continue to drive the purpose/need for a new replacement airport and relate
directly to the operation and viability of a new replacement Airport; these include:

o Provide an airport that conforms to FAA airport design standards, criteria,
and orders (i.e. has a feasible location) and viable sponsor.

» Ensure the reliability of an airport serving the Wooed River Region by
providing approach capability that will allow operations during periods of
reduced visibility. At a2 minimum, provide an approach capabillity allowing for
operations down to a ceiling of 200 feet above airport elevation and one-half
mile visibility.

» Ensure the ability of the Airport to accommodate growth in operational
demand and In demand for new and expanded facilities.

1.3.1 Ability to Meet Updated Airport Facility Requirements

The newly drafted capacity and facility requirements presented in Chapter C,
Capacity Analysis & Facility 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 requirement 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:

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

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 47
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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 criteria, including runway
length, airfield design standards, and taxiway system standards were examined to
determine whether existing facilities met current and future demands. As part of
this analysis, it was determined that the airport reference code is ARC C-IIL
However, although portions of the existing airfield do not meet C-III requirements,
it is recommended that all replacement airport site alternatives be designed to
handle C-1II standards. In addition, runway length was analyzed utilizing 60, 70,
and 80 percent useful load factors in Chapter C, Capacity Analysis & Facility
Requirements. The analysis determined that most, if not all, commercial aircraft
currently departing from SUN take weight penalties and any future change in
commercial service at SUN that incorporates larger passenger service aircraft would
result in the need for additional runway length. In anticipation of replacing regional
jets such as the CR1700, larger potential replacement aircraft such as the CRJ900
and E170/175 series aircraft would also require longer runway lengths. It should
be noted that the EIS Phase I Plan of Study (2008) also conducted runway length
requirements from an alternative replacement siting perspective and determined
new primary runway length requirements for replacement sites. Based on that
Study, if full payload and fuel weight were used for the SUN runway length
calculations for all the proposed aircraft, then runway takeoff lengths required for a
number of the aircraft types would be above typical runway lengths at comparable
airports. 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 primary 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.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 48
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Airfield design standards required for future demand at SUN were determined to
comply with RDC C-II1-5000, 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 repiacement 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 lighting is currently underway.

It is recommended that the new replacement airport sites continue to include an
instrument approach procedure for (at least) the primary runway end, capable of
handling CAT I operations (200-foot ceiling and V2-mile visibility) if possible. At
such time that a new replacement airport is required, and if an environmentally
acceptable site cannot be identified that can accommodate a CAT I approach with
200-foot celling and V:-mile visibility minimums, then an environmentally
acceptable site should be selected with the highest CAT I approach minimums
possible.  In addition, all replacement airport sites should be capable of
accommodating all FAA required equipment and lighting associated with the
approach minimums, Including all other necessary NAVAIDs, communication
facilities, and weather surveillance facilities {deemed necessary by the FAA) should
also be accommodated.

FAR PART 77 AND THRESHOLD SITING SURFACES

Based on FAA design guidelines, any existing or proposed, manmade or natural
structures affecting the takeoff and landing operations at an airport should be
analyzed using FAR Part 77, Safe, Efficient Use, and Preservation of the Navigable
Airspace. Therefore, a FAR Part 77 analysis of the new replacement airport sites
was conducted as part of the alternatives development process in the previous
planning 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 analysis, as well as, an analysis of the Threshoid Siting Surfaces at
each replacement site. These results are presented in Section 1.3.4 - Ability to
Meet CAT I Approach Capabilities.

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 is currently undergoing an
expansion plan that allows for an overall terminal expansion of 34,150 square feet.
Renovations to the terminal facilities include baggage make-up areas, security, hold
rooms, concessions, baggage claim, rental car counters, terminal parking lot, and
apron work such as grading, paving, lighting, and GSE parking." The renovations
associated with the terminal expansion are expected to be sufficient throughout the
planning period; however, all components will experience congestion during the
peak hour in the later part of the planning period, if forecast passenger levels
materialize. Passenger terminal area size was examined 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 sites, with ample room for future
expansion if needed. The 50 acres estimate 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 assumption meets and exceeds the requirements
laid out in Chapter C, Capacity Analysis & Facility Requirements.

ACCESS ROADS

Chapter C, Capacity Analysis & Facility Requirements explains that the current road
system that connects to the existing Alrport 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 alternatives with a net loss of generai 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 1.3-1, is provided below that lists all
physical facility components recommended for a replacement airport and
approximate “opening day” square footages/units.

Table 1.3-1
REPLACEMENT AIRPORT- FACILITY REQUIREMENTS

REPLACEMENT AIRPORT REQVUIRED (PHYSICAL) FACILITIES

FACILITY DESCRIPTION SQUARE FEET
Terminal/Concourse 21,000
Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT) 13,000
Fuel Farm 12,000
Fixed Business Operations (FBO) Facilities/Area 102,000
Corporate General Aviation - Medium Size Hangars 8,000 each
Corporate General Aviation - Large Size Hangars 32,000 each
Snow/Maintenance/ARFF/Airport Ops Facilities/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-unit; approx. 14 units) 21,000 each
Condo Hangars (multi-unit; approx. 10 units) 4,000 each
U.S.F.S./BLM (Bureau 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 facility
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 completed, it was determined that a
practical sponsor for each Airport site must be established and must have the
financial and organizational capability to construct, operate, and manage the
Airport on that site for the site to be considered feasible.

As a result, formal letters were requested on behalf of any governing bodies
wishing to sponsor 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 financial capablility 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 airport was provided. None of the counties or cities contacted Blaine County
indicating an interest in participating in a joint or regional sponsorship. Therefore,
it was determined at that time that the FMAA/Blaine County partnership was the
only viable sponsor for a replacement airport to SUN. This would have eliminated
five sites (9, 11, 13, 14, and 15) in the Counties of Lincoln and Camas from further
study (see Table 1.3-2).

However, since - that time, considerable regional- and state-level economic
development activity focused on the Magic Valley region has occurred. Businesses
and whole industries have been established in the region, which reach customers
around the world and the value of air service to economic development has
received wider recognition and acknowledgement. Therefore, as time passes and
replacement airport discussions continue, changing/evolving conditions may
warrant a fresh look at the regional airport concept.? As a result, the five sites
mentioned above are shown as passing this criterion.

4 Development of Regional Airports in Idaho is governed by Title 21, Chapter 8 of the Idaho Code (the
“Act™). The purpose of the Act is to provide for the development of regional airports, with the
financial participation of individual counties based on the benefits received therefrom. The Act
divides the state into five distinct “air regions.” Blaine county is located in the “south central
region” which is made up of the following counties: Blaine, Camas, Cassia, Gooding, Jerome,
Lincoln, Minidoka and Twin Falls.
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A summary of the process for creating a regional airport is as follows:

1) Upon receipt of a petition signed by at least 25 electors from each legislative
district In the region, the Idaho transportation board shall create an interim
board of trustees (1 from each district).

2) Each interim trustee shall establish a degree of financial participation for each
county based on each counties distance from proposed airport, tax base and
population of the county. Prior to an election to establish a regional airport
authority, the interim board must establish, on a percentage basis, the
degree of financial participation expected from each county in the region as
well as the location of the proposed airport.

3) A Regional Airport Authority is established by a vote of electors in the region
consistent with the following provisions:

* A petition signed by at least 5% of the electors of each county In the
region requesting the organization of the authority including the location
and participation percentages filed with the Idaho Transportation
Department (ITD).

» The ITD sets the election; counties hold the election (May of even
numbered year).

« If a majority of votes in 3 or more contiguous counties vote in favor,
then the ITD creates the authority based in counties that voted in favor.
Counties voting against are excluded from the authority.

e At the next primary electio;i‘rfollowing creation of the authority, counties
in authority elect a board of trustees (1 from each legislative district).

4) The Board then has authority to construct an airport, receive grants, assess &
collect taxes in participating counties based on agreed percentages of
benefit - budget not to exceed .05% market value in any county, etc.

1.3.3 Expansion Opportunity

As the ability to accommodate growing 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 1.3-2).
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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 1
approach (no minimums specified) is deemed a necessity to ensure a reasonable
level of operational reliabllity 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 Y2-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
Y2-mile visibility and the associated missed approach procedure). Table 1.3-2
summarizes this evaluation.

Based on the evaluation, of the twelve remaining 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 ceifing and Ya-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 I approach regardless 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 ceiling and Y2-mile visibility; Sites 10a and 12
are the only two replacement airport alternatives that could a provide 200-foot
ceiling with ¥2-mile visibility minimums.

Table 1.3-3
AIRPORT ALTERNATIVE SITES - CAT I CAPABILITIES

CAT I Capabilities

Primary Runway End Secondary Runway End
Site # | Runway Ceiling Visibility | Runway Ceiling Visibllity

End (ft) {miles) End (ft) {miles)
Site 10a 7 200 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 11 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 (wlith 200-foot celling
and %-mile vislbility)

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 /2-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 resuit, of the
17 new replacement airport sites, only sites 10a and 12:

1. have the ability to meet design standards, criteria and orders,
2. are capable of having a viable sponsor,

3. have the ability to accommodate future demand, and

4

. provide for a Category I approach and missed approach with a
200-foot ceiling and Yz2-mile visibility.

As previously mentioned, these four criteria closely mirror/reflect the three primary
considerations that continually drive the purpose/need identified by every
replacement airport siting study done for SUN; these considerations include:

« Provide an airport that conforms to FAA airport design standards, criteria,
and orders (i.e. has a feasible location} and viable sponsor.

« Ensure the reliability of an airport serving the Wood River Region by
providing approach capability that will allow operations during periods of
reduced visibility. 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. ‘

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

The following is a summary description 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 Feaslbility 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 Hills 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 miles 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 could
necessitate the need for a crosswind runway to conform to FAA’s recommended
wind coverage criteria.

Following the 2008 EIS Phase I Pianning Study and during the course of the EIS
analysis (which was eventually terminated), a weather station was placed to the
immediate east of Site 10a 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. Based on this data, the FAA determined that a
crosswind runway was not necessary at Site 10a. Given this determination, the
alignment of the runway shifted approximately 2,300 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 as it related to the development
of approaches to both runway ends. 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 airport would remain operational 98.1 percent
of the time with a CAT-I instrument approach system. As previously described,
CAT-1 approaches can be accommodated to both ends of the runway at Site 10a.
Although, only Runway 7 could achieve a CAT-I approach with a 200-foot ceiling
and Y2-mile visibility. The weather data also suggests that if an airport is located at
Site 10a without a CAT-I instrument approach system, it is possibie that the
Site will only remain operational 84,5 percent of the time. In comparison, the
existing site remains operational 95.3 percent of the time based on VFR conditions.

The aviation development area for Site 10a is along the north side of the runway
along with 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 accommeodate instrument
approaches that had limited the original Site 12 concept. With the refinement of
the concept, there was the need to incorporate an approximate 2-mile realignment
of U.S. 20 into the development of the airport site and the associated utilities and
facilities that extend along the relocated roadway.

Site 12 is located on private property owned by five different parties. The site has
been both cultivated and used for grazing purposes in the past, with the exception
of a portion that is within the right of way for U.S. 20. As configured, Site 12
encompasses approximately 1,296 acres of land; including land required for the
relocation of U.S. 20 and the associated realigned rights of way around the
southern boundary of the proposed airport site.

Using 20 years of historic wind direction and velocity information from an Agrimet
weather station located immediately west of Fairfield, it was determined that a
single east-west runway would meet FAA wind coverage criteria. Site 12 and its
associated runway are oriented along an estimated 090-degree/270-degree
alignment. Additionally, following 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, velocity, ceiling, and visibility. The FAA collected data for
20 months from November 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-I 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 achieve a CAT-I approach with a 200-foot ceiling
and Y2-mile visibility. 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 iIs
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 wouid 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
southern side of the runway. The conceptual layout provides access to property on
the north side of the alrport 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 alignment.

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 from north-northwest to south-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 2-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 resuit based on altering screening
criteria/assumptions that could influence future evaluations of potential
replacement airport sites. The screening criteria/assumptions that are being
challenged in this summary include the following:

« It is unlikely that any site located on land controlled by the Bureau of Land
Management (BLM) will survive an environmental impact/analysis process
due to the associated regulatory process. \ _

e Accepting a replacement airport site that provides for better minimums than
the existing SUN (but not a “full” Category I Approach and Missed Approach)
is better than the existing situation.

e Site 17’s runway orientation could be rotated slightly to achieve “full”
Category I approach and missed approach capability.

The aforementioned criteria/assumptions are described below.

Due to the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) regulatory process, it is unlikely that
any new replacement airport 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-Grouse habitats by restricting economic
development across 165 million acres in the American West3. The level of
development permitted within 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 majority 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 land. 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.

5 BLM Sage-Grouse Habitat Conservation Program:
http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/en/prog/more/sage_grouse_homez.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 I operations (200-foot ceiling and "2-mile visibility). If a
replacement airport site could be identifled that was capable of providing a CAT I
approach with higher visibility minimums, and was an excellent candidate site in all
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 wouid 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 airport site.

As previously mentioned, during an additional analysis conducted by the FAA FPO
shortly following the compietion of the 2008 EIS Phase I Plan of Study, it was
determined that Site 17’s runway orientation could possibly be rotated
approximately 5-degrees to achieve “full” CAT I capability. The other sites analyzed
by the FAA FPO (Sites 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 10a, and 12) would not benefit from a
similar adjustment.

Table 1.5-1 presents a summary of this alternative evaluation/screening
scenario. A site “Fails” to be a “Reasonable Alternative” if it “fails” more than one
evaluation criteria; It earns a “Fail/Pass” if it only “fails” one evaluation criteria.

Reading from left to right on the evaluation summary, Sites 2 through 17 (including
10a) all meet FAA design standards, criteria, and orders, and have the ability to
accommodate future demand. While Sites 9, 11, 13, 14, and 15 were determined
not to have a viable sponsor (based on previously completed outreach efforts) and
therefore, would have been eliminated from further consideration, it was decided to
“pass” the sites on this criteria given that changing/evolving conditions may
warrant a fresh look at the regional airport concept in the future. 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 consideration.

This leaves six sites remaining; 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.

Chapter E Siting Evaluation for Replacement Airport Page 63
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FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT MASTER PLAN UPDATE MARCH 2016

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 1
Approach criteria. However, Stte 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 would encompass jurisdictional
wetlands and waters of the United States. The Clean Water Act, 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 need and do not impact wetlands or waters of the Unites States, it would not be
possible to obtain a federal permit to impact the wetlands or waters of the United
States by constructing an airport on Sites 4 or 5. Idaho and Blaine County each
have jurisdiction through their respective stream alteration permitting processes
and floodway, floodplain or wetland regulations. A Blaine County stream alteration
permit aiso Is contingent upon a Section 404 permit. Under these state and local
regulations, the impacts of an airport to the waterways and wetlands of Blaine
County at sites 4 or 5 would not be permissible.

Since the FAA FPO determined that Site 17 might be able to be rotated by
approximately 5-degrees to make it a feasible alternative, it is recommended that
at the time the Airport sponsor chooses to further investigate the possibility of
replacing the existing Airport, Site 17 should be fully vetted with the FAA FPO. The
FAA FPO can use their modeling tools to determine if there is a modification that
could be made to the Site (based on current wind data) that would make the Site a
viable alternative,

Based on this optional evaluation scenario, 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 ceilings/minimums are acceptable to the FAA), and
then Site 5 (if only one CAT 1 Approach is acceptable and it has high
ceiling/minimums).

6 Following the 2008 EIS Phase ] 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 challenges and will likely continue to evolve as existing
conditions change.

Several challenges exist with the replacement airport sites located within the
Bellevue Triangle and the associated evaluation criteria. , These challenges include
impacts to the Silver Creek watershed, consisting of a number of wetlands, natural
springs and spring-fed creeks, which are tributary to main-stem Silver Creek, a
tributary of the Little Wood River. The 800-acre Silver Creek Preserve is owned by
the Nature Conservancy and is part of the Silver Creek watershed, which is
protected by over 10,000 acres of private conservation easements, either sold or
donated to the Nature Conservancy, or other agencies. Sites 4 and 5 would
encompass portions of these natural features and protected lands.

In addition, future analyses of alternative Airport sites located within the triangle
would have to consider consistency with the Blaine County Comprehensive Plan and
compliance with Blaine County land use and related ordinances. None of the
replacement airport sites located in the Bellevue Triangle would be an allowable use
under current Blaine County land use regulations. An update to the Blaine County
Comprehensive Plan is underway, and could potentially affect the plausibility of the
replacement airport sites located in Blaine County should the Plan and the land use
codes be amended.

Finally, the Sage-Grouse issues associated with federally-administered public lands
located outside the Believue Triangle should also be monitored. The U.S.
Department of Interior, in its Environmental Impact Statement Record of Decision
published in September 2015, has classified Greater Sage Grouse (GSG) habitat, in
areas where replacement airport sites are being considered, as Priority Habitat
Management Area (PHMA), or its higher-priority subset, Sagebrush Focal Area
(SFA). Listing of Greater Sage-Grouse under the Endangered Species Act has been
avoided because its habitat will be managed under the rules of these classifications.
Airports are not considered an acceptable development within these areas. The
delineation of these sensitive habitat areas could change depending on the success
of sage grouse recovery, or other factors.

As time passes and replacement airport discussions continue, it will be important to
encourage future studies not only to “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. Changed local
conditions may warrant a fresh look at the replacement airport sites.
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1.7 Executive Summary

The purpose of this Master Plan chapter is to document and re-evaluate, as needed,
replacement sites that have been identified previously as potential sites for
Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN), once relocation becomes necessary. Ultimately,
seventeen sites (including 10a) in addition to the current site were identified in the
2006 Feasibility Study and 2008 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) Phase I
Planning Study. All have been reviewed and updated primarily according to
technical screening criteria including the ability: to meet design standards, criteria
and orders; to have a viable sponsor; to accommodate future demand; to provide
for Category I approach.

Additionally, all sites have been subjected in this chapter to consideration under
some alternative evaluation criteria. These include the ability to survive regulatory
criteria; the acceptability of less than full Category I approach and missed
approach, that are nevertheless better than at the current site; the acceptability of
re-orienting Site 17's runway to make it a feasible site. Finally, limitations of all
these evaluation criteria are discussed, including environmental and land use
regulations affecting Blaine County, at the time of writing.

In conclusion, combining the technical and alternative evaluation criteria and
accounting for the limitations, only Site 12 is a viable replacement airport site
located within Blaine County. It is possible that if, or when, some of these
conditions change, a fresh new look at any of the replacement airport sites may be
warranted in the future, including the possibility of a regional airport concept.
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MEMCRANDUM VIA ERAALL
Date: May 19, 2016
To: Mr. Rick Baird, Airport Manager

Friedman Memorial Airport

From: GEOFFREY A. WHEELER, SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT f %[—&

Subject:  SUN MASTER PLAN UPDATE — FINANCIAL IMPLEMENTATION ANALYSIS

Attached for your review and use are the following Tables depicting key elements of the SUN Master Plan
Update - Financial Implementation Analysis:

Financial Implementation Analysis Assumptions

Existing Airport Scenario Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) - Costs and Funding
Existing Airport Scenario — Annual Funding and Cash Flow

Replacement Airport Scenario Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) — Costs and Funding
Replacement Airport Scenario — Annual Funding and Cash Flow

wAwnNnH

Below are descriptions for each and corresponding assumptions and conclusions for your information and
consideration:

Table 1. Financial Implementation Analysis Assumptions
Included in this Table are key assumptions and metrics related to SUN activity levels, operating
revenues, operating expenses, Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) capital improvement plan
funding levels, anticipated Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) fee levels, private investment as well as
rental car/customer facility charge (CFC) revenue investment in the two plans.

Table 2.  Existing Airport Scenario Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) - Costs and Funding

This Table provides project costs and anticipated funding sources for the Existing Airport Scenario CIP
for the short-term, mid-term, and long-term planning horizons. Each project is analyzed based upon
its total cost; estimated eligible funding sources (i.e. FAA AIP, PFC, and Local Funds); and use of FAA
Entitlement and/or Discretionary funds. The following summarizes the costs and funding allocations
for the proposed 20-year CIP for this scenario:

« Total Plan Cost is $47.8 miillion comprised of $31.8 million FAA ($18.5M entitleent and

$13.3M discretionary); $0.85 million PFC; and $15.2 million Authority

SCRIPPS CENTER, 312 WALNUT STREET, SUITE 3310, CINCINNATI, OH 45202
TEL {513) 651-4700 - FAX (513) 412-3570
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Table 3.
A cash f
of; airlin

The FAA Airport Improvement Program (AIP) funding share for this scenario is 93.75%

$1.0 million AIP entitlements/year are allocated by FAA throughout the plan

$850,000 in AIP Entitlement carryover funding is available for use for FY2017 projects

Current PFC applications (09/10) commit all collections through FY2024. PFC revenue
generated between FY2024-2034 can be used for Pay-as-you-go projects during this period
and to pay back the Authority for projects in FY2017-2023 timeframe (see projects with "**)
The Terminal ATO/Ticketing Renovation and Expansion Project ($1.2 miilion) programmed for
completion in FY2018 assumes 100 percent local funding. It is expected that approximately
30 percent of this amount is eligible to be reimbursed through PFC collections in future years.
PFC funding is not available to support this project in FY2018 because this revenue stream is
committed to the Authority’s Applications 09 and 10

The Authority collects sufficient PFC revenue to fund all eligible projects within the proposed
CIP based upon the SUN Master Plan passenger enplanement forecast. While the Authority
will need to initially allocate its funds as the local match for some FAA AIP projects, the
anticipated PFC revenue to be generated during this period more than offsets local grant
matching requirements and will allow the Authority to recoup these initial allocations and
reimburse its Reserve Fund

The following projects are to be funded 100 percent with local funds as they are ineligible for
FAA AIP grants:

Construct New Surface Parking Lot, Alt 2 (107 spaces) — 2017

Construct New Surface Parking Lot, Alt 3 Phase 1 (286 spaces) — 2022

Acquire Land Auto Parking — 2022

Construct New Surface Parking Lot, Alt 3 Phase 2 (125 spaces) — 2030

Construct Parking Structure (net increase 150 spaces) — 2034

These projects total $12.8 million representing 83 percent of the Authority's anticipated total
capital outlay expected as the result of this planning effort with the Parking Structure
comprising $10.0 million of this total.

Existing Airport Scenario — Annual Funding and Cash Flow
low analysis for the period FY2017-2034 is presented in this spreadsheet. It includes forecasts
e revenue, non-airline revenue, other revenue, operating expenses, and net operating revenue

anticipated for the Authority during this period. PFC reimbursements being generated through the
Authority’s current applications (09/10) as well as those anticipated to be generated through a
subsequent application(s) for projects included in this pian are also presented. CIP expenditures
described in Table 2 are aiso factored into the forecasts to yield a projected annual ending balance for
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the Authority. Supplementing these data is a summary of AIP Grants, application of PFC funds, and
allocations from Local Funds.

Based u

pon the assumptions utilized to generate this cash flow analysis as well as our understanding

of the anticipated projects and corresponding eligibility for AIP and PFC funding, it is projected that
the Authority will produce positive cash flows untif FY2034 when construction of the automobile

Parking

Tabie 4.

Structure is proposed to be undertaken,

Replacement Airport Scenario Capital Improvement Plan (CiP) - Costs and Funding

This Table provides project costs and anticipated funding sources for the Replacement Airport
Scenario CIP. The following summarizes the costs and funding allocations for the proposed 20-year
CIP for this scenario:

Total Plan Cost is $337.9 million comprised of $113.8 million FAA {$18.9M entitlement and
495.0M discretionary); $5.0 million PFC; $136.1 million Authority; $80.0 million 3" Party; and
$3.0 million CFC/Rental Cars. The 3™ Party and CFC/Rental Car funding is to be used in
association with the Replacement Airport Project
It is assumed that the following projects for the existing Airport will need to be completed
during the period FY2017-2021:

o Expand Commercial Apron
Construct Air Traffic Control Tower
Rehabilitate Runway
Terminal ATO/Ticketing Renovation 8 Expansion
Acquire ARFF Equipment

o Acquire SRE Equipment
Projects not recommended for funding during this timeframe are listed for reference
purposes
Projects associated with the Replacement Airport Project commence in FY2022 with
occupancy occurring in FY2034
The Replacement Airport Project is assumed to cost $322 million consisting of $100 million
FAA ($13.0M entitlement and $87.0M discretionary); $4.8 million PFC; $134.0 million
Authority; $80.0 million 3™ Party; and $3.0 million CFC/Rental Cars
The Airport Authority will multi-year its AIP entitlements for the following periods: FY2022-
2024 ($3.0 million); FY2025-2028 ($4.0 million) and FY2029-2034 ($6.0 million) for the
Replacement Airport
The FAA will allocate $87.0 million in AIP Discretionary Funds for the Replacement Airport for
a total investment of $100.0 million
FAA funding is dedicated solely to airfield work and control tower/Navaid construction

o 0 0 0O
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Table5. Replacement Airport Scenario ~ Annual Funding and Cash Flow
A cash flow analysis for the period FY2017-2034 is presented in this spreadsheet. Like Table 3, it
includes forecasts of: airline, non-airline, other revenue, operating expenses, and net operating
revenue anticipated for the Authority during this period and considers the assumptions from Table 4.

Based upon the assumptions utilized to generate this cash flow analysis, our understanding of the
anticipated projects and corresponding eligibility for AIP and PFC funding, it is projected that the a
local funding shortfall of $127.6 million exists for this scenario.

Please advise if you should have any questions or require clarification of the data and analysis contained
in these Tables. Thank you in advance for your time and consideration.

ENCLOSURES

cc 16070919 01 1170
Bryan Elliot, R&A
Jason Apt, R&A
Evan Barrett, M&H
Mark McFarland, M&H
Dave Mitchell, T-O Engineers
Read File

Drafi 2 Transmittal GAW



ASSUMPTION

FACTOR

* . Table : Financial Implementation Analysis Assumgtions (1 of 3)

DESCRIPTION

GENERAL ASSUMPTIONS

Projection period

Existing Airport Scenario

Replacement Airport Scenario

FY 2017 - FY 2034

Budget
Inflation 3.0%
Airline CPE Increase 3.0%
Activity Growth
Enplaned Passengers 3.48%
Total Operations 140%
AIRLINE REVENUE
Airline rented space (existing) 3,170 sf.
Airline rented space (future) 4,227 sf.
Airline landed weight 1.40%
Terminal rental rate
Landing fees
Gate fees
Utility fees (annual growth) 4.00%
NONAIRLINE REVENUE
Automobile Rental
Commission 498%
Counter 3.0%
Parking 3.48%
Utilities 4.00%
Auto Parking 3.48%
Termj ngessi e
Advertising Commission 4.98%
Vending Machines Commission 4.98%
EBO Revenue
Lease Space 3.0%
Tiedown Fees 1.40%
Landing Fees - Transient 1.40%
Commission 3.0%

The existing airport will continue to be operated, maintained, and improved to
meet applicable standards and demand requirements through the projection
period

Critical maintenance and improvement projects will be undertaken at the existing
airport, while construction of the a replacement airport begins in FY 2022 and
ends in FY 2034 (DBO FY 2035}

Projections of revenues and expenses are generally based on the Authority's FY
2016 budget (using FY 2016 as the base year)

CP1
To Result in 3.0% Real Annual Increase for Rent and Landing Fee; consistent with

previous analysis

2014 Master Plan, Chapter B
2014 Master Plan, Chapter B

Current airline rented area

Airline lease space increases by 1/3 in FY 2019 following completion of the

‘Terminal ATO/Ticketing Renovation & Expansion project

Annual aircraft operations growth

Assumed rate schedule from FY17-FY20 in accordance with new airtine agreement.
Starting in FYZ1, rental rates increase by a combination of CPI + 3% CPE increase
every two years

ianding fees increase by a combination of CP1 + 3% CPE increase every two years

Gate fees increase by a combination of CP1 + 3% CPE increase every two years
R&A Assumptions, consistent with previous analyses

Enplaned passenger growth + 1/2 inflation

Inflation

Enplaned passenger growth

Utility expense growth rate

Enplaned passenger growth; assurnes revenues increase as demand increases, but
parking rates do not increase

Enplaned passenger growth + 172 inflation; under Existing Airport scenario,
revenue bumps of 5% occur in FY27 and FY34 following completion of concaurse
expansion projects that would result in added advertising space

Enplaned passenger growth + 1/2 inflation

Inflation, based on Authority's lease log for FBO facilities
Annual aircraft operations growth

Annual aircraft operations growth

Inflation



“Table 1: Financial Implementation Analysis Assumptions (2 of 3)

ASSUMPTION FACTOR DESCRIPTION
Fuel Flowage Fees
Fuel sold 140% Annual aircraft operations growth
Fuel flowage fee - Jet A 12.00% Historical rate held constant through projection period
Fuel flowage fee - AvGas 10.00% Historical rate held constant through projection period
Intlation; tor both scenarios, $9,000 is added to each ot FY18 ahd FY1% to account
for additional planned hangar units (3,600 s.f. at $2.50/s.f); in the Existing Airport
scenario, $75,000 is added to FY23 following completion of the New GA Hangar
Site project -- total new area = 60,000 s.f,, assumes half is developed as hangar
Hangars 3.0% space at $2.50/sf.
Postal Carrier 3.0% Inflation
Ground Transportation Permits 498% Enplaned passenger growth + 1/2 inflation
TSA 3.0% Inflation
OTHER REVENUE
Miscellaneous/Other Revenue 3.0% Inflation
Interest Income 43,080 FY 2016 budget value held constant through projection period
OPERATING EXPENSES
Operating Expense Growth R&A Assumptions, consistent with previous analysis
Employee wages, benefits and taxes 3.00%
Supplies 3.00%
Utilities 400%
Services and Contracts 3.00%
Repairs and Maintenance 2.00%
Insurance 3.00%
Other Operating Expenses 2.00%
Miscellaneous Capital Expenditures 1.00%
Reptacement Airport 1.00%



. Table'L; Financial Implementation Analysis Assumptions (2 of 3}

ASSUMPTION FACTOR DESCRIPTION
FUNDING SOURCES
Passenger Faility Charges (PECS)
PFC level per eligible enplaned passenger $4.50
Percent eligible enplaned passengers 92%
Projects identified on the current PFC Applications 09 and 10 have been funded by
the Authority and PFC revenues are being used to reimburse the Authority for
PFC reimbursement these costs
Estimated by taking the current PFC fund balance through May 2, 2016 and
FY 2017 beginning PFC fund balance $159,109 adding projected revenues to be collected through the remainder of FY 2016
rovemen m {AT
Annual entitlement grants $1 million Minimum annual entitlement funds for nonhub airports
Generally assumed 1o cover the difference between the federal AIP share and the
Discretionary grants amount able to be funded with entittement funds
General AIP federal share 93.75% Maximum federal share for nonhub airperts in Idaho

Third-party/private investment

Funding for rental car-related projects

In the Replacement Airport scenario, it is assumed that third-party/ private
investment will be used to fund general aviation and FBO facilities at the
replacement airport

In the Replacement Airport scenario, it is assumed that customer facility charges
and/or rent payments from rental car agencies will be used to fund ali rental car
facilities at the replacement airport

SOURCE: Ricondo & Assoclates, Inc.. May 2016, based on information provided by the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority and Mead & Hunt, Inc.

PREPARED BY: Ricondo & Associates, Inc. May 2016.




"9LOZ AR ‘Iu] ‘SYERCSRY 78 ORNOINY AR GANVINd

"SI0 AW U] 'SaJRRORY 19 SPUBIY ‘07 '6E INdY ‘SIKIEUY 1500 UNldJASEYY NNS DU[UNK 1} PeaY SNN0S

*siefjop (9707) JUALING LY 30 Q] PALINSSE SISO pajewnsy /|

“3d Buisia o uoRadwies uadn 13820 BL J6) J4d @ 5n/aE00W] 0} USHETHOYINE Yass uaLiny Byl 18] pIp 45 I EZOE My paebijgo e 192 D4d Bunisixa Auoumy qi6i2 21d Aepusrod s pefosd su; e saouep () puarsy
SILON
ETESLTET § OO0D'SLVST § ETEOSLTS § IEVLETET § OSZ'vSR $ ETEVSLTE § ao0'orEiy § 4 VL0L

DSL'88TZ  § 0SL'866'6 5 O0SUeTTE  § 000'%PFOT  § 005TTR § D0S'USIZT  § o0O'PRYET  § dI) Wie)-Buo] |maygng
000'000'0T 000°'00070T vEOZ (seomds (5T asaaou| Jau) sunganas Bupjied pngsuod
000's29's 000'529's 000'SLE 000'529'S 000'000'9 EEOT 153 - uojsuedxI SHN0U0) feUIL]
000'¥¥y 000'FrY 0802 (saoeds S7T) Z #5eud € YV 307 Bupiieq soepng Mo 1PNGsUD
ooo'sze 000'000° 0005487 000's2T 000'S£8'T 000’000 870z Wawdinb3 3u5 aynboy
O0SLETE'T 0SZ'969'T 000'00D'E 000'00Z 000'000'E 000'002E LzoT (puewiag Jeak-gz) uoudy yo puedxy
008'LE6 005'LE6 005'28 005'E6 o00'000'T 9z0z 1563 - uCisURCX] SRIMEIUCT [PUjULB |
& 000052 $ 000'0SL H $ 000'0S $ 0000SL $ 000'008 5 [iF4 uoysued Jujodipay) Aunoas [eujue L
(€02-5202) dD WA 1I-ONOT

EIFEHOTL  § S/E6POS § SBTZaU9T  § E90'ZELT § OSLTR § BBUZ699T  § o00'9OVET  § diD wial-pIN |R¥egeng
08£'89F 05498 0ST'TE DSL89Y ono'ons $Z02 Jaweinb3 3ys aunbay
005'¢ST 005°£8T 005°0T D0S°2ST 000'BIT #e0Z sigBuep ¥o 7 aAtay
052'89F 05L°89¢ 05Z'TE DSL'B9Y ooo'ons £20¢ . Wawdynhy 345 aanboy
05L'E6 0526 0sz'e D5°E6 000'00T EZ0Z : Buuaisauwo? amey joguod
0SLBECT 005'LE 052'9:9'T 054111 052'9.£9'T 000'88L'T £20 7 (suopisog £) uoudy [eawwe) puedxg
000006 000006 [£dv4 Bupyieg ouny o) pur aunboy
0s'eor 06L'85% 082'7e 0S890 000006 zz0Z Juawdinby ys aunboy
000'192 000'T9L e " {sa0eds 9g7) T askyq £ Y 407 BUpHEd 8DBUNS map 1ngsucD
DOS'8T'S 000'000°T 00S'L8T'9 DOSTTF DOS'2BT'9 000'009'9 [<iv4 . UO[INISUD)) 13m0 [BAUa)
DOSZLOT 00S'ZL0'T DOS'TL DOSTLOT 000'PITT ze0z . (Buppeq % ‘peoy ssa20y ‘uoneledald aus) eary JRBURH YO maN
05L'89% 05L'89%F 0sE'iE 052'89F 0OD'00S 1202 : uawdinby 3ys aunbay
tieeze CSLERET £95'99TZ BER'FYT £95'09T' DODTIEZ 1207 i Aemuny qEqeyIY
052'959 052'959 osLEr 052'859 000004 2 N Bupyuuay g ubisag ewmo) pauoD
- BEE0TT BEEOTZ £90'FT #E6'0TZ 00D'STE BT0Z ! JusRsEY |QuUAUCIAT 1 uBiSac) jenydecuod Bma) jaaucd
OSLERLT § 8BTZIR i BEG'SEST % E90'ELT H § BEES6SZ ¢ ood'eaLz  § 6102 ! (sWawanoudw ysy-ard anydeday) suoidy yo puedxy
~ (vZ0z-6102) dD> WH3L-OIA

051w $ SiB'9ZRT  § szosRET $ SIET0T § § szo0seT  § ooozEey  § dD> wuB) -HouS [FImgNS
005’795 005298 005'LE 005295 000008 8102 . wiawdinb3 A0y aynbdy
SLEWTY SLEVTY 579'iz SLEVIP Pl 810z ’ uofsuedbe oy Ja) pue alinbay
BO0'0LS 0o0'0LS BI0Z {s3aeds 70T) 2 HY 10 BupyiRd 33BUNG MeN 1NOsUDD
000°002'T 000'002°T §107 » uoisuedr3 7 uogeacudy BURaYAL/OLY |BUILIBL
005281 005'L8% 00521 0OS'LBE 000°002 far4 WL Y Apms Bupys oo jonuos
9SL'EY ETSZ6HT £95°9E5'T BEYZ0T £95'985'T OD0'GEYT L102 " uaudy [EjauING pueds]
1 BE9'69T $ 889'59T | €IE'TT H $ 89961 § OOOTET $ 2107 . shempuoy pue Bupped oiny (eujuua) anByucsy
" [BIDZ-LI0) dID NRALL-TI0HS

AUYNOLYISIO INIWFILLING  dIV 1V.OL SANN4 101 Jid div #1503 HvaA
$35YN0S BNIANNS diY SIOUNOS DNIANNS d3LVINLIS3 GLVWIST  NOLIWOD

e o e o, A 4O L . Al 3 A e P

i ey e GUIPUNG DUR 81503 - DD DpRug Mpduy Bunsa zaMEL, o,

S

0 Jaquizydas Buipu3 sieay jedsyy

i e L T T




"9TOZ Aoy U] SMRRCSRY 1Y ORUSY Ad OIWYdTK
P WIH 7 PEI Pare oy Ladify [eUowajy LAk sl Aq papposd UOJEULIDJY) Uo pRseq 'STOZ ARH U] SAIRpPSSY 1§ OPHBIM SDDUNGCS

‘suonduness 0] T AKEL 43S /T

310K
TR e T U . 10 M A A T T e T I S 2 By 2 T L AL S T ¢ A e L T S S A T e S L S e M T O TP

Aauapyaq Buipuny

000'0000T § OO0‘000'Y ¥ - $ - $ oo'mr § - § DOOODO'Z § OOO'0OZ'E § ODC'OOO'T § ONO'O08 § OOUE9Y § O0O'SEE'Z § DOO'SOG’S § OOO'LTE'T § O000°00L § ODM'PEGE $ DODTIEZ § 000020 § saaunos, Gujpung (moy
oa0'ang'gt [ =R 052801 05T94T'7 BRS'SLT OSLEY SeTZ8T SZUSEET 052921 (antassy Bunesedg) spung (vsa
BOC'SLE 000'SET 000002 0052 00005 (g SPUng Ddd
000'SZ9'S Q00'SL8'1  00000C'E  COS'LEE 0005L 052'379 OSSSECE OSLBELL ETESEST 052959 SIFSORC G896 05£'669'T SWe Iy
000'000°0T § C0C'000%  § § i 000tk § $ 000'900°T § QNCO0?'E § 0ODCOD'T § OO00UDB  § 00099 5 OOD'RBE'T § ODO'G0E'S § OOO'YE'E § 000'0DZ 3 QQDWGST 1 OQOZIET 1 COC'0IZ § wawanbay Bujpuny do
o XHURNG SHIGHNS
Uoe'iy8'T) § 9ZVSKS'L § TEWELG'D § GGB'GEM'9 § TEU'EEE'S § BIG'ESS'S § ZVZUSYY S PIFSISE § GOULGT'ES DLOELSZ § TVLOLAT S SOTERT'TS OIS0 § ISZGIZT § SOTUSET$ SSYPEET S O09LI66 § SBEG9FT saupieg Gupug
wovoog’or) § - 5 - L S § oovrk  § - 5 - $ - 5 - 5 - i - $ OSZEPT) 5 @SE'LTD) § (BROGLT 5 SR 8 (SETU8T  § (SEUGEST § losTetD § SBINIPUBGRT d[)
- 3 - s - [ B § E60TPE  § ZBZWwvr  § TLPEROE  § ZOGYIZ 3 GKYBEE 5 99VEE 5 SE9EEE  § EVBTIE  § WOGVE § SIGLEE  § TSS9 5 GISSIE  § LS6POE  § LTRESY § WALILINGWISY 23d
195409 § SE9'9S ¥ T6GBES 4 507908 S TEFTAP  f GEESP § (BETEL ¥ EbE'LOF  § OSTOBE  § CL9WWIE  § TGLSKE  § Z9EDFE 5 wEO'Ebe  § ESHGZE 8 OISETZ  § TSZBOZ 5 vSTOl  § pIREEL  § aNUAAAY BN
BEL PP (SOTEFE) GTeeey)  (EETRUY  (SESTEEY)  GZITBRE)  (ZTELD  GW0YSE  @BUSISE (959D ﬁ.m;mwm@! ﬁmnwam ) ﬁ.mmmn.a ETTE00'E)  (T8WSZRT  BRE'vre'D) {eAE'sac?) sasuedsy Supesadg w53|
855485 e TEFYS SEGTS EHPTS £20'05 LA S8ty SBO'9F 3144 Faci{d 9EVTY [{a 0] LTOR 960GE P BEN'LE or0'9E aNuaAIY RO
TIEEOHY T9€'B2¢' 9BT'96T'Y  vrE'BI0Y  LPU'OMEE  STLUEEE ALPELCE BITEOYE  SAUYGME GLWTSE'E  €SEYEZ'E  GSYUETE  IVWZEGE  pPOSPEZ  GZOTTORZ 4SO/ 9uS'CR9Y eSv60NT #NUAAZY BUIMIEUON
96b'555 B9F'IES 020'STS £96'Z6% UTLI Jrayis Ce8ere fadazid 20T 90HESE COZ'TEE EERGOE PELERE OSEGEE SOE'WLE 0eTSTE 9TSLE SL9'85T anlasy Y
SEVGyS'L  § TAVBLED  § GEWGEV9 ¥ TEUEEE'S § BIGESS'S § Z¥Z9S%F § VIGBIEY $ 6YOUGL'F 3 OAOEISZ § IWIOAET 1 9OTGRT'T § OTE'WYd ¥ TSZWTIT § SOTLERT § SSEPEET § 024466 § SREWGFZ § 000WO0T § saugjeg Bujuujfag
T T aAEsEN SNLVEEA0

VEOZ EEOZ ZEOZ TEOZ DE0Z 6202 820z Lzoz Ed 5202 vZoL £202 zz0t =z oz 6107 9T0Z Loz

peyafoad i R A R
0F Jaqusidas Bulpu] sieap xSl
o MO yie) pue Supung jumuuy - ceueds ediy Bupsua . el



"T0Z AR, “TU[ STIPOSSY 1§ OPUCONY G102 TT AWy sisheay

10 A W OpUESNY A

woduy L U] N P PERKY DTOL BT MOV SLELY 1500 UBy] JSESER NS 4| WNH R PESP SARIN0S

T Aurdwod ad s 20/pue SRR 550 Wil PEpUng BE o PELINESE BXNI0N) D BRIy /2
“5.01|0p {87 0F) RN Y 34 &) pawrnssE Nsaz pRELsy [

344 Buysixa Jo uonaydiua uadn 12afaud s 105 J4d B SSn/asadiul o] UOJRZIOLINE 3335 AUDLINY 34 181} PAPSIMAI 51 §| "E202 A} PRESG0 AP SUORIAK03 Did Bupsr Aoy 219163 D4d Ayepuod s pafud au ey siouep ) 3Ry

- — . P A el o = e S L p——— R i i g St 37 e et b g o, e s g o d g o SUON,
BEV'EL6'YS § O000'0SEOT § GEVETRETTS OO0O00'E  § 000'0UODR § 9GS'DEI'SELS LDETHG'T § WEV'ENIEILS COO'SPG'LEES dD> VLO3

000000028 § 000'OODET % ooo'non'oor § 0O0'DOD'E 5 00D'ODO'OR  § ESTTLTVET § LTLBEBY  § O0O'DOUOOT § COC'OQUZZE § 4D WH1)-DNOT TYLOLENS
o0o'000'0R coo'coo’cs PEOZ/EEDT SN O B ¥
ooo'o0C'E 0D'000'E zEoz 80|18y Je pruey
€BTLT'OE L1L928'7 000'000'SE €02 SBUIPIng aoUELiBIuItY 1 45U R L
00010082 0000009 000'00S'ET 000'005'T 000'005°€L 000'000'ST 0E0z SPIRAEN 79 JaM0 | KNOD
000000'S 000'000' 6207 83U3 % pecy sajaIUag
00002009 000000’ 000'000°p2 000'000'5T 000'000'¥S 0o0'0c0'08 8207 Bupybrym uopUsUD uudy/Aempe | lamuny
000'000' 000000 fri4 FUDREUNWILLGY 7 'SRE ISMAd SI5-ND
0a0000'sT 000'000'ST 9202 QINTINNIEYU] JAMDS 1§ e
00'000'0T 000'000'0T 5202 Buiyieg i specy asaddy
000'005'6T 000000 000'605'22 200'088'22 000100522 00000005 04 uopeeda.d 35 g Binpess
000'000'52 000'000'5Z €202 SUQREMINLILIO?) 73 ‘52D U304 Uodlly-yo
H H H L oocoooue % i i ocoooog’z % fa uopsinby pue
d2 LUOdHIY TNV

PEFELEL  § 0000SH'S 3 gEvETRED - 5 § EIE'E96T  § OST9ST § BEVEREET  § OOUSPEST § dD IHOSYIV ONLLSDA TYAOLENS
{seaEds OCT SsERI 12U) NS Bupped Pnsued
I3 - Uoisuedxy asInaouoy) [ewuLa )
{so0eds SZT) 7 5EUd € WY 101 BUHEd SIEINS MBN INUISLOD
0005287 0O0'SLS'T ODI'SEL 000's8'T 0000007 1207 f wBwdinbg Fy5 aunboy
(puewa) seak-o7) uoidy v puediy
e - UOURAXT SEINORIOTY [Eujuua )
uosumdig Jujodypay) AHNoeg (BupLa |
o5L'95K oSL99Y 0STTE 052'89% 000’008 0Tz wawdinby Fus Minbsy
stebuey e 2 anvoway
05459 054891 0SZ'TE 0SL'B9F Q00'e08s 0202 . wiswdinky Jys asnbay
0SL'E6 D5L'EE 0sz'y 0SL'E6 000007 1200 Bujuciss|un) Jamo jao)
[suontsod ) uoudy (e1uno puedxy
Bupyieg oumy io} pue] by
054'89% 054'9%¢ 0ST'TE 05485 000'005 5102 . wekdinby Jy5 by
(590905 0g7) T 933y € Iy 207 BupHRg BIRUNg BN 1uUIIUSY
D05aT's 000000'T 005'£8T"9 [olyan] 005'Z8T'9 000°009'9 T2 UCINASYET Jama ) [AN0D
{Bupped 3 'prOY S3300Y ‘UDREMCald Bl|S) BRIy JeGUEH YO MaN
05.'99% 052'89% 95Z'TE 05£'90F 000'005 102 . wawdinb3 3us aunbay
SEL'BEE E1£°02 05£'9% 052'TE 05£'39% 000'005 1202 Kemury SIRYHARFY
052'959 o5¢'s59 OSLER 057’959 000'002 0207 Gugjueg 1 ubsa 1wy [odqua)
2E60T2 FEBOTZ £50%T BEEYOTZ 000'522 6102 WAHUSSAFTY (WUTLUCIALE g LSS |Bn3dasua Jama) |onuos
dur WSi-8id 2n3dEIEY) SuDIdY YO Puedsy
005295 005785 o0s'LE 005295 000’002 il wawdinh3 434 by
uesuedxy yg 10j puey annbay
{sa2edg /0T) Z ¥V 107 Buney Baeuns map PAOSUCY
000'002'T 000902 910z = uojsuRcha 1§ LQREACUZY BUNNILAOLY EUNLE )
005'£8T 00§'£8T 00521 005291 000002 L10E WAV s Aprag Supis Jamo L [onued
OSL'EV ETHTOT £95E5T 2E¥ZOT E959ES'T D00'6ES'T uoudyf (IR WuID pusdsy
$ BBYEIT $ 839691 - 3 § €TETT H § BR9%OT § 00D'TET § L102 . shompeoy puY BupHRg 210y [PujwIe] anByundsy
dl3 LYOJYIY BNELSDA

e
ANVNOLLTEISIO INIWTULING  dIV WLOL A SOVH/DID  ALNWA GHE  SANNd TWDO1 24d dry n 150D uVAA
S30UN05 DNIONN dIY SENNOS SNIONNA GLLVWLLSI GILVMNLLS  NOLTIdWOD
OF Jaqaidag Buipul siea) |28
Buwspung pus 903 - 41 poday nday ¥ siged,




08 M UL SIIER0SSY Ty OPARN Ad FuVdRid
I 'INH % PESp PR AUOUMTY ody [PUOLLIW LeWIPIL n) Aq peptraid usRIruuci] o Baseq 'SLOZ AR "I SIEIGSSY I S0 AJHQS

mopdunsse Joj [ 3Rl 335 AT

-ALON

lovETaL'ar)  (E9¥ETT'D (eTr'aee’r)  WLL4SYSD {FSC6L9T Sof'eERED  (B0svILE [BZFTHTLD) (BSBETZ'EC) Auspyag Buipuny
CO0'0000F § 00T000'OF § 000'000'E § W9Y'IETS § LECSR'ET § ENROSE § SZTTHEWO § LV2'0ZE S S6TPOE  § PECSEE  § ZISSUZZ § TRTSRLT § ODO'000T § 000'00Z'S § OOO'OOLT § OOO'SZZT $ DOO'0OR'T § 0OO'DZO'E saamnag Buipuid oL
Q00'C00'E - - - T TR ) - S UIY Iy (LAY SaNuBATY 34D
0000000k Coo'0o0'ol spuny Jay10/Aued payL
£bE' 0P LEE'98E EHR00E SETTPE LYTIOPE SET'BOE PE2'SEE TIL'ESE 171987 000000 CO0'0SY 00052 o502 00S'LEZ'T 042921 faasacay Bupedadi) spuny a0
47X 1444 000'sTT (4 H spuny 34d
000'005'€T 00e'000'v9 0OU'D0S'ET 00'SZIB 05L'€65°T BEV'BFTT 005295 O5LE6E WD Iy
0000000F § 00ODOUDY | OXOCOD'E § OOO'000'SE § DODDOCST § O0DDOD'S § OOC'ODDS § COG'O00Z § OOC'DDDST § GOUCO00L § 00C0000S § DOOCOOSZ § 00000 § 000U0ZG S DOUU0LT O0'SEE'L § 00U'DOFT § COD'DIDT § Waweynbay Buipuny 4
= AMYWINNE SNIaNnT
¥OS'SEE'T § vAs'eed ¥ Ereuer § W $ o 5 i $ . L N S I § - § SEEWILT § SE'NMST § ESBTOSZ § ZvO'OVET 5 SRENGST § SHE'9GHE § aauepeg Bupuy
- § - § - § (Ev6208) ¢ Ueeose) ¢ (eBE09F) 5 (9222vf)  § lbz'Ore)  § (SETROR)  § (be2's8d) 8 (swsel  § (TSEsD & (000000 § @ovesy  § (oosd  § leeses § 005l § lose'ezn) § saumypuadiy dry
$ 4 L - 3 - 5 - | I i - s - § TED'( § OEYRI9E  F wOBKE  § ST6TIZ % TOESGC  § B9SWIE 5 USEWDE  § TIEESE 3§ JUFLBSNQUITY Dd
OEO96k ¢ OSXTOF  § FLCLEr  § EVEUOP  § UEC'9RE § ERRDIF 5 GZZEYE  § LWEVEE  § SETHOE 3 96CSC  § TWSMZ  F C9FSSE  § JEVER.  § GSUGZZ % 01661 § TSEROT S EKSTAL $ PRRFT § anuanzy N
(BEL R P'E (59T'5pE) Gz (FE9'80T'R) GIs'Te6 | (motwe  ZTECLT) Evorsse) | karsesn lesears | laceeEe lex0'seze) BEaETe  (Eesen | {eTreood) (8rszed) | Wewedd | lsesen sasuadxg Bupessdg wsa ]
g557tS TL6'SS TEFYS SE6TS ERY'TS ££0'0% FOL'Re SIELY SRO'Ob EER'VY IT9'ER SEFER 082 TH HTop 960'65 LP0'SE 6Z0'LE DHO'SE anuanRy IO
SLIUSEY LEELL'Y B00'S60'P 5£9016% £ORDREE POZ'SELE STLERYE ZIUYISE  MVITEE ZICTIEE SOLSTZE BEFEIS FPZENE PPEShET AwYTINE cBs'08L'Z NGERYT BSYE0N'T Muanzy BUlpiRUCN
961555 WPIES 0F0'STE £95'267 9LELLY LZEIse ZERTYY (AT gty S0FESE 00ZTBE ££5°59¢€ VEL'ESH OSE'SEE SOE'BZE DOT'5TE SLTGLE E1CY T4 BNUAZY BUlN
vo5'6E8  § ETFLER 8 (D) $ (o $ i 1 o) $ s o 5 o % H 5 SEU'RIT'T & 9TYSLST § EGRZEST | ZEOETT 5 SBE'SEY'T 5 SREYYKZ § 0000002 5 #duejey Suuileg
T T )

—_— = = = —— —
veoz £E0Z zEoZ EEOE 0EOT 20T aT0Z 1202 9z07 s202 20T fzo2 [E7 57 020z 60z atez i3
- = T pmsEid T T -

Of sagwaldag Buipuy sieay, [easy
MO qaw3 pue Bu|ping RNy - OIS prodilY Weswsandey. 5 sqei i



ATTACHMENT 7

Richard R Baird

Friedman Memorial Airport .

1616 Airport Circle Received by ATOW
Date Receivad

Hailey, ID 83333 FOIA #: =
Requestor___BA R.P

'February 24, 2016 ID/Event Date: U/A
Location: L D

Federal Aviation Administration :
Federal Aviation Administration Fac/Pkg- - 7 A

Western Service Area Air Traffic Organization FOIA Coordinator
Mailcode: AJO2-W52

1601 Lind Avenue SW

Renton, WA 98037-4056

FOIA Coordinator:

This is a request under the Freedom of Information Act. I request that a copy of the following documents (or
documents containing the following information) be provided to me;

On February 17, 2016 I received an E-mail from Craig Powers Quality Control Group, AJV-W13. Mr. Powers
is investigating an inquiry received via the Aviation Safety Hotline regarding operations at Friedman Memorial
Airport. In the e-mail Mr. Powers indicated that he was interested in obtaining any documentation I may have
which specifically addresses the issues raised in the hotline complaint. I called Mr. Powers and provided him
comement related to his e-mail. [ also let Mr. Powers know that it would be much easier to provide information if
I had more detail related to the hotline complaint. In a follow-up e-mail Mr. Power informed me that to get
more detail [ would have 1o file a FOIA request. ] am requesting all information related to the inquiry/hotline
complaint referenced in the February 17 e-mail. This request includes any response to the inquiry provided by
the FAA. The purpose of this request is to get information that would allow the Friedman Memerial Airport to
insure that they have provide all information to Mr. Powers that is necessary for him to appropriately respond to
the hotline inquiry.

In order to determine my status to assess fees, you should know that my fee category is:

all others.

The maximum dollar amount I am willing to pay for this request is $100. Please notify me if the fees will
exceed $25.00 or the maximum dollar amount I entered.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,
Richard R Baird
Airport Manager

Phone: 208-788-9003
rick@iflysun.com

Form URL: http://wwd.fza.gov/foia/email foisz/review/
Remote host: 155.178.201.21
llear zamants MA7i11a/8 N fWindows NT & 3« WNEAd . PTridame 7 N vw.11 OV 1§ be Carirn




e ATTACHMENT 8 o

U.S. Depariment Office of Audit and Evaluation 800 Independence Ave., SW
of Transporiation Washington, DC 20591
Federal Aviation
Adminisiration
MAY 24 O Friedman Memorial Airpon
Mr. Richarrf Baird FILE ORIGINAL / COPY
Airport Manager
Friedman Memorial Airport Authority Recoived:  j*.°i g < 2016
1616 Airport Circle - -
Hailey, ID 83333 | —_
Dear Mr. Baird:

Re: Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request 2016-004040

This letter is in response to your February 24, 2016 Freedom of Information Act (FO1A)
secking;

On February 17, 2016 I received an E-mail from Craig Powers Quality Control
Group, AJV-W13. Mr. Powers is investigating an inquiry received via the
Aviation Safety Hotline regarding operations at Friedman Memorial Airport. In
the e-mail Mr. Powers indicated that he was interested in obtaining any
documentation I may have which specifically addresses the issues raised in the
hotline complaint. I called Mr. Powers and provided him comment related to his
e-mail. 1 also let Mr. Powers know that it would be much easier to provide
information if I had more detail related to the hotline complaint. In a follow-up e-
mail, Mr. Powers informed me that to get more detail I'would have to file a FOIA
request. I am requesting all information related 1o the inquiry/hotline complaint
referenced in the February 17 e-mail. This request includes any response to the
inquiry provided by the FAA.

A search was conducted of the Office of Audit and Evaluation’s Aviation Safety Hotline
Information System (ASHIS). Ten (10) pages were revealed that pertained to your
specific request and ten (10) pages will be released to you. Five (5) of the pages have
been redacted under Exemption 6 of the FOIA. The redactions include the name of the
complainant and aircraft numbers mentioned in the complaint. Exemption 6 of the FOIA
protects information that pertains to an individual “the disclosure of which would
constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy.” 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(6).
When applying Exemption 6, the FAA weighs the privacy interest of an individual
against any public interest in the records.

The Federal Aviation Administration Northwest Mountain Region’s Air Traffic
Organization, Western Service Area has also been assigned to respond to your request
and will reply separately with the results of their search.

The undersigned is responsible for this partial denial. You may request reconsideration
of this determination by writing the Assistant Administrator for Finance and Management
(AFN-140), Federal Aviation Administration, 800 Independence Avenue., SW,



Washington, DC 20591 or through electronic mail at: FOIA-Appeals@faa.gov. Your
request for reconsideration must be made in writing within 45 days from the date that the
initial determination was made, and must include all information and arguments relied
upon. Your appeal must also state that it is an “appeal” from the above-described denial
of a request made under the FOIA and include your assigned FOIA control number. The
envelope containing the appeal should be marked “FOIA.”

Processing your request by this office cost less than $20; therefore, no fees will be
assessed.

U ﬂ‘“«\

H. Clayton Houshee
Director

Enclosures



2112016 Contacl the Aviation Safety Holline

Contact the Aviation Safety Hotline

9-AWA-APA-WebManagement (FAA
Sent:Monday, Jamery 04, 2016 6:16 PM ( )
To: 9-FAAHotline [FAA)

Iams: M of Aviation Communi

How may help you:I have an aviation concem

Describe your Concern, Ingeiry or Comment:] am registering this concern for aviation safety and the potential for a serious
disaster regarding aircraft operations at Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN). SUN lies just southeast of Hailey, Idaho and within the
Wood River Valley. Surrounded by high terrain on three sides the airport is located right of center looking northwest in the narow
valley and began operation years ago as a small general aviation aifport. Today it has a non-radar contract tower and for a number of
year’s corporate jets and commercial air carrier activity (Horizon Air, Bombardier Q400 and SkyWest operating Embraer EMB-120
aircraft for Delta Connection) have been operating into SUN along with small aircraft, For the most part landings and takeoffs at
SUN were accomplished using a normal left hand pattern for arrivals to the north with departure to the south or north depending on
winds. Opposite direction Takeoff and landing were used quite a bit for the larger aircraft trying to keep aircraft from flying over
Hailey. It is also understood that that airport management directs the tower on what approach is to be nsed which does not seem
appropriate. Since SkyWest turbo prop aircraft were replaced with Canadair CRJ-700 aircrafi airport management has solicited
contracts with United Airlines operating CRJ-700 aircraft to increase more flights to improve tourism in the velley. Recently millions
of federal dollars were spent through an Airport Improvement Program to upgrade this high risk airport to enable these larger
commercial aircraft. Back in August 2012 The FAA suspended opposite-direction operations nationwide do to near collisions at
Reagan National. Somehow SUN continued to practice this operation despite the critical focation of this airport and the safety of the
comumunity. As a non-radar controlled airport most aircraft arrive from the south into the valley and hopefully are intercepted by the
tower and aircraft are launched 1o the south out of the Valley and later picked up by FAA Center. Some aircraft have some level of
TCAS but many don"t. Communication and Separation of aircraft is very critical in the narrow valley. Many aircraft have been
kaown to arrive VFR with no communication with the tower. The narrow valley and high terrain leaves little room for aircraft to
avoid a collision. The community has a growing conoern about this landing practice in lieu of their personal safety. Especialfly the
town of Bellevue 2 miles to the South where near misses have occurred. Several weeks ago a large jet was heard passing low near the
hills to the east of SUN over Woodside and their high school during heavy overcast. Apparently not seeing the airport it was heard
turning to the west and went out Croy Canyon just north of SUN. I don’t understand why the tower would have even permitted this
accurrence. Another resident in west Bellevue recently heard a large aircraft approaching low and slow from the south towards SUN
on a trajectory used by many departing aircraft. Something is seriously wrong. Many residents have voiced concern over the tower,
airport and have lost trust in its operation. Aircraft arrival and departures have been observed taking many different
trajectories which Ieads to whether an FAA approved procedure is in place. A search on the Aviation Safiety Reporting System for

SUN shows at least five instances of pil inz a near midair colligion south of SITN. For instance gee the following ACN#s:
In addition the following

ACN#s were aircraft that took off or landed withown 2 ciearance and couid have ended up 1n a collision:
It appears that an egregious error may have been made by the FAA. 1 don™t believe ihat

Flight Standards, Airport Division and Air Traffic have even commmicated this policy together and may have accidentally -

sanctioned opposite-direction operations without full knowledge or consideration to the potential or imminent safety impact. Further

it is believed that opposite-direction operations need to be rescinded at this airport until a viable approach is worked out und the

community knows they will be safé. Your consideration and fill investigation into this high risk activity will definitely be

appreciated. Thank You.

Incident Date:01/04/2016

I wish to remaia anopymous:No

Contact Information:

First Name
Last Name:
Address: N/A

City: N/A
State
Zip Code: N/A
Phone: N/A
Emsil:
International Phome: N/A
I agree to let FAA provide my contact information and supporting documents to the following, as appropriate
FAA offices involved with the investigation of may concerns:Yes
U.S. Federal agencies other than FAA (example, Transportation Security Administration):No
International organizations with jurisdiction over aviation issues:No

Submitted from path: https://www.faa.gov/contact/safety hotline/submitted/index.cfm
User Agent: Mozilla/5.8 (Windows NT 6.1; WOW64) AppleWebKit/537.36 (KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/47.8.2526.106 Safari/537.36

hitps:fermeil.dot gov/owa/-AWA-AVS- AA- SalfetyHotlineglfaa gov?ae=em&2=IPM.Noisid= RAAAAA)IhgKNMHSLbIXOhgUIQQBWETyglLaHeb TAmdwaNz1. .. U1



2112016 RE: Contact the Aviation Safely Hotline

RE: Contact the Aviation Safety Holfine
9-FAAHotine (FAA)

Ta:

Thank you for contacting the Federal Aviation Administration {FAA) Hotline. Your neport has been received and referred for investigstion. 1¥ you have any questions and/or would like
o prowvide additional information please reference the following report rumber: 520160129010,

We appradiate yoll contacting the FAA Hotline concerning this issue,

16 11:44 AM

From: S-AWA-APA-WebManagement (FAA)
Sant: Monday, January 04, 2016 6:16 PM
To: -FAAHotline (FAA)

Sulject: Contact the Aviation Safety Hotline

1 am a: Member of Avigtion Community

How may help yon:] have an aviation safety concemn

Describe your Concern, Ingquiry or Comment:] am registering this contern for avistion safety and the potential for a serious disaster regarding aircraft operations
at Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN). SUN Jies just southeast of Hailey, Idaho and within the Wood River Vallcy. Sumrounded by high terrain on three sides the
airponislwa&edrightofwaturlookinanmﬂmminﬂwanwvﬂleymbngnnopmﬁunymsapasasnmﬂmmmm Today it has a non-radar
contract tower and for a number of year's corporate iets and commercial air carrier activity (Horizon Air, Bombardier Q400 and SkyWest operating Embracr EMB-
120 aircraft for Delta Connection) have been operting into SUN along with smnall sircraft. For the most part landings and takeoffs at SUN were sccomplished using
8 normal left hand pattern for arrivals to the north with departure to the south or north depending on winds. Opposite direction Takeoff and landing were used quite
abilﬁ:rﬂwlarwaimnﬂtryinsmkeepaircnﬁﬁmﬂyhgwm.lthmmmmwmmaﬁmﬂmmmmmmwhﬂapmhm
be used which does not seemn appropriate. smswwwmmmmﬁmmwmmcm-mmmmmmmkm
vontracts with United Airlines operating CRI=700 aircraft to increase more flights to improve tourism in the valley. Recently millions of federat dollars were spent
through an Airport Improvement Program to upgrade this high risk airpont to enable these larger commercial aineraft, Back in August 2012 The FAA suspended
opposite-direction operations nationwide do to near collisions st Reagan National Somehow SUN cantinued to practice this operation despite the critical location of
this airport and the safety of the community. Asanmradaroaﬂroﬂedaimnmustnimuﬁarﬁwﬁmﬂnmﬂ:mﬂnnﬂeyaudhopeﬁdlymmmdbyﬁw
tower and aircreft are launched o the south out of the Valley and later picked up by FAA Center. Some aireraft have some leve) of TCAS but many don’t
Communication and Separation of aireraft is very critical in the narrow valley. Many sircraft have been known to arrive VFR with no communication with the
tower, The narrow valley and high terrain leaves little room for airoraft to avoid a collision, The community has 2 growing concem about this landing practice in
liew of their personal safety. Especially the town of Bellevus 2 miles to the South where near misses have occurred. Several weeks ago & large jet was heard passing
tow near the hills to the east of SUN over Woodside and their high school duting heavy overcast. Appercatly not seeing the airport it was heard turning to the west
&nd wenl out Cray Canyon just north of SUN, 1 don’t understand why the tower would have even permitted this occurrence. Another resident in west Bellevue
m:ﬂyhudalwdmﬁwouhhgbwmmm&mmswunamjectoryuw_dbymmydeputingaimﬂ Something is seriously wrong.

have ended up in a collision: t appears that an egregious error may have been made by the
FAA. I don’t believe that Flight Standards, Airport Division and Air Traffic have even communicated this poticy together and may have accidentally sanctioned
npposih-diluﬁonoperatimwiﬂnutﬁlﬂhmwhdgewmidnnﬁmmﬂwpotmﬁﬂmknmineﬁsafetyﬁnpactFuﬂhorhisbeﬁcwﬂthﬂomsib—dﬁwﬁm
opemim:snaedmbenscixdedanhisairponmlﬂaﬁabluppmnhiawhdmnnﬂ'&emnmﬁtyhomﬁwymhmfe.onumidmwﬁm
investigation imto this high risk activity will definitely be appreciated. Thank You.
Incident Date:01/04/2016
1 wish to remain anonymous:No
Contuct Information:
First Name:
Last Name:
Address: NrA
Cityr
Sute:ﬁ
Zip Code: N/A
Phone: N/A
Email;
International Phone: N/A
I agree to let FAA provide iy contact information and supporting documents to the following, as approprinte
FAA offices izvolved with the investigation of my conterns: Yes
11.5. Federal agenties afher than FAA {example, Transportation Seenrity Administration):No
International organizntions with jurisdiction over avistion issues:No

Submitted from path: https://wew.faa.gov/contact/safety_hotline/submitted/index.cfm
User Agent: Mozilla/S.8 (Windows NT 6.1; WOWG64) ApplelebKit/537.36 {(KHTML, like Gecko) Chrome/47.9.2526.186 Safari/537.36

https:Jlemail. dot gowiowa/S-AWA AVS-AA- Salety Holline@faa govi?ae=ternAt= IPM. NoteBid=RgAAAAAIhgKnMNSLIiOhgLIigOBWBTyglLsHebT4maw2Nz1... ¥



SBencer, Ken!etta (FAA)

From: Murray, Vince (FAA)

Sent: Monday, February 01, 2016 8:07 AM

To: 9-FAAHotline (FAA); Haders, Amy {(FAA); Berry, Angelique (FAA); Bammet, Barbara {FAA);
Vincent, Erika (FAA); Frishe, Thomas T Jr (FAA); Spencer, Kenyetta (FAA)

Subject: RE: ADMINISTRATOR'S HOTLINE - S20160129010 - FOR YOUR REVIEW - KSM

Concur,

Vincent £, Murray 7

Manager & Chief investigator
Audit & Analysis Branch (AAE-100}
Office of Audit & Evaluation {AAE)
Federal Aviation Administration
800 Independence Ave. SW
Washington, D.C. 20591

Work Cell: 202-815-1973

From: 9-FAAHotine (FAA)

Sent: Friday, January 29, 2016 7:59 PM

To: Haders, Amy (FAA); Berry, Angelique (FAA); Bamet, Barbara (FAA); Vincent, Erika (FAA); Frishe, Thomas T Jr (FAA);
Spencer, Kenyetta (FAA); Murray, Vince (FAA)

Subject: ADMINISTRATOR'S HOTLINE - $20160129010 - FOR YOUR REVIEW - KSM

For your concurrence....

Subject: COMPLAINT REGARDING AIRLINE CERTIFICATION PROCESS
Recommended Action Office: AVS-1

Thanks,

Kenyetta



SBencer. Kenxetta (FAA)

To: AVS
Subject: 520160129010 - FOR YOUR REVIEW - KSM
Attachments: $20160129010_BRIEF.pdf

WARNING. This letter contains information that belongs to the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and may only be
used for official Government purposes. The information contained in this letter may not be released without the
expressed permission of the FAA. Refer all requests for this information to the FAA Aviation Safety Hotline office.

This Safety Hotline is for your Region's ACTION.

Kenyetta Spencer Mills

Program Analyst

Reporting and Data Analysis Branch
Office of Audit and Evaluations, AAE-300
202-267-3758



FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

WARNING This message contains information that belongs to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) and may only be used for official Government purposes. The information
contained in this message may not be released without the express permission of the FAA, Refer
all requests for this information to the FAA Aviation Safety Hotline office.

DATE 1/29/2016 Aviation Safety Hotline Brief

Contact Date : 1/4/2016 6:15:00 PM Operator : Bruce, Owen (FAA)
When Occurred : 1/4/2016 12:00:00 AM Control Number : $20160129010
Certificate Number . ]

Of The Responsible Party : Seat Assignment :

Is Ongoing : No EiR# :

Other Date/Time : Referred To :

Incident Airport : SUN Depariure :

Airline : Arrival :

Flight Number : N Number :

Name of Responsible Individual : Name of Responsible Crganization :
Address : Address :

Phone : Phone :

Subject : Operations

Narrative Description : | am registering this concern for aviation safety and the potential for a serious
disaster regarding aircraft operations at Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN). SUN lies just southeast of
Hailey, Idaho and within the Wood River Valley. Surrounded by high terrain on thres sides the airport is
located right of center looking northwest in the narrow valley and began operation years ago as a small
general aviation airport. Today it has a non-radar contract tower and for a number of years corporate jets
and commercial air carrier activity (Horizon Air, Bombardier Q400 and SkyWest operating Embraer EMB-
120 aircraft for Delta Connection) have been operating into SUN along with small aircraft.

For the most part landings and takeoffs at SUN were accomplished using a normal left hand pattern for
arrivals to the north with departure to the south or north depending on winds. Opposite direction Takeoff
and landing were used quite a bit for the larger aircraft trying to keep aircraft from flying over Hailey. It is
also understood that that airport management directs the tower on what approach is to be used which
does not seem appropriate. Since SkyWest turbo prop aircraft were replaced with Canadair CRJ-700
aircraft airport management has solicited contracts with United Airlines operating CRJ-700 aircraft to
increase more flights to improve tourism in the valley.

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY Page 1 of 3

PUBLIC AVAILABILITY TO BE DETERMINED
UNDER 5 USC 552




Recently millions of federal dollars were spent through an Airport Improvement Program 1o upgrade this
high risk airport to enable these larger commercial aircraft. Back in August 2012 The FAA suspended
opposite-direction operations nationwide do to near collisions at Reagan National. Somehow SUN
continued to practice this operation despite the critical location of this airport and the safety of the
community. As a non-radar controlled airport most aircraft arrive from the south into the valley and
hopefully are intercepted by the tower and aircraft are launched to the south out of the Valley and later
picked up by FAA Center. Some aircraft have some level of TCAS but many don’t. Communication and
Separation of aircraft is very critical in the narrow valley. Many aircraft have been known to arrive VFR
with no communication with the tower.

The narrow valley and high terrain leaves little room for aircraft to avoid a collision. The community has a
growing concern about this landing practice in lieu of their personal safety. Especially the town of
Bellevue 2 miles to the South where near misses have occurred. Several weeks ago a large Jet was
heard passing low near the hills to the east of SUN over Woodside and their high school during heavy
overcast. Apparently not seeing the airport it was heard turning to the west and went out Croy Canyon
just north of SUN. | don't understand why the tower would have even permitted this occurrence. Another
resident in west Bellevue recently heard a large aircraft approaching low and slow from the south towards
SUN on a trajectory used by many depariing aircraft. Something is seriously wrong. Many residents have
voiced concern over the tower, airport management and have lost trust in its operation.

Aircraft arrival and departures have been observed taking many different trajectories which leads fo
whether an FAA approved procedure is in place. A search on the Aviation Safety Reporting System for
SUN shows at least five instances of pilots reporting a near midair collision south of SUN. For instance
see the following ACN#s:

. In addition the following ACN#s were aircraft that took off or landed
without a clearance and could have ended up in a collision:
IR |t 2ppears that an egregious error may have been made by the FAA.

y don't believe that Flight Standards, Airport Division and Air Traffic have even communicated this policy
together and may have accidentally sanctioned opposite-direction operations without full knowledge or
consideration to the potential or imminent safety impact. Further it is believed that opposite-direction
operations need to be rescinded at this airport until a viable approach is worked out and the community
knows they will be safe. Your consideration and full investigation into this high risk activity will definitely
be appreciated. Thank You.

NOTE: The investigation should be conducted by individuals that have no direct or indirect involvement
with the allegations made. Please indicate whether or not the allegations were substantiated in full or in
part. For those instances where the allegations were substantiated please identify if any corrective
actions were taken. If the Contributor is not anonymous, please indicate on the close out response that
the contributor has been interviewed as part of the investigation process.

Please address response to Manager, Reporting and Data Analysis Branch, AAE-300. The close-out
response should be written in memorandum format with a Managers signature. AAE will review the
response and if deemed to have met the sufficiency criteria our office will transmit the response directly to
the reporter with a cover memo reflecting AAE concurrence with your response.

Feedback Requested : No

Hottine Manager : Carol Johnson Phone: (202) 267-4758
Program Analyst : Bruce, Owen (FAA) Phone: (202) 267-4068
FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY
Page 2 of 3
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Action Office : AN-W52
Sent Date : 1/28/2016 Due Date : 3/14/2016

Info Copies To :
Sent Date :

Number of Anonymous Callors : 0
Number of Confidential HQ Callers : 0

If Caller is Gonfidential HQ then contact information is available from Hotline Program Analyst.

Caller(s) information

Contact Category : Gonfidential FO

Last Name : J8 First Name :J
Address : City :

State JE Zip Code :

Primary Phone : BExt: Secondary Phone :
Cell Phone : Other Phone :
Affiliation/Company : Position ;

Emel : S

FOR HOTLINE USE ONLY

Final Response Date : Enforcement Investig. Initiated’? - No
insufficient Information? : No Other Action Type : {(None)
Cloge-Out Action :

Closed Date :

FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY Page 3 of 3
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Federal Aviation
Administration

‘Memorandum

Date; m 1 4 m

To: Manager, Office of Audit and Evaluation, Reporting and Data Analysis Branch,
AAE-300

From: Kim ﬂ , Diréctor, Air Traffic Operations, Westen Service Area North,
AJTWN

Subject: Response to FAA Safely Hotline Control Number $20160129010

This is in response to an email dated January 4, 2016, ﬁ'on_ regarding concemns
about ajr traffic operations in and around Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN). The Hotline
complaint was referred to the Western Service Area, Quality Control Group for investigation.
The complainant made several allegations regarding SUN operations. Below are the
allegations and findings:

Allegation 1: The SUN control tower allows airport management to dictate or influence the
chaice of runway/ traffic pattern configuration

Findings: The controllers at the SUN Federal Contract Tower (FCT) determine which
nmways 10 assign pilots, which is typically limited by environmental factors such as weather
and terrain. The controllers issue instructions 1o pilots on where and how 10 enter the traffic
pattern based on & number of factors, such as the arrival’s location relative to the airport, other
aircrafl operating at the airport, and the assigned runway.

The allegation is not substantiated.

Allegation 2: When opposite direction operations (ODQ) were suspended nationwide, it was
allowed to continue at SUN without appropriaie review. ODO is continuing at SUN without a
combined review by Flight Standards, Airponts Division and Air Traffic. ODO as practiced at
SUN is hazardous.

Findings: SUN FCT has to meei ODO requirements as direcied by Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) Joint Order (JO) 7210.3, Facility Administration, and JO 7110.65, Air
Traffic Control. According to FAA Notice JO 7210.884, Opposite Direction Operations,
which is the current notice for ODO, “Specify that use of Visual Separation is not authorized,
except at those unique locations that are operationally impacted by terrain and when issued a



Letter of Authorization by the Service Area Director of Operations.” A Letter of
Authorization for the SUN airport was issued by the Service Area Director of Operations,
authorizing the practice at SUN. There is no requirement for the Airport Division or Flight
Standards to review the Letter of Authorization.

The allegation is not substantiated.

Allegation 3: Near Midair Collisions (NMACs) occur at SUN. To support this conclusion
the complainant provided five Aviation Safety Reporting System (ASRS) reports of NMACs
m the vicinity.

Findings: A review of FAA intemal reporting systems back to 2010 found that there are no
reports of NMACs in the vicinity of SUN. There are several reports of Terminal Collision
Avoidance System (TCAS) resolution advisories (RAs). In a TCAS RA event, the pilot is
expected to report responding to the RA. This allows the air traffic facility to conduct an
investigation and determine appropriate actions, We also reviewed the ASRS reports.
Although there were six instances of pilots reporting an NMAC through ASRS, the majority
of these are old events occurring prior to 1994, and there have been no NMAC reports for
SUN filed with ASRS since 2013.

The allegation is not substantiated.
Allegation 4: Aircraft, at times, arrive without communication with the tower at SUN.

Findings: A review of FAA reporting data indicates six reported communication issues since
2013; four were equipment issues with the aircraft, and two appeared to be pilot failures to
establish communication.

The allegation is substantiated, The events were pilot deviations that were properly reported
and forwarded to Flight Standards for investigation and appropriate handling.

Allegation 5: Aircraft, at times, are departing or arriving without clearance at SUN.

Findings: An analysis of data from the Office of Runway Safety indicates eight instances of
aircraft landing without a clearance during hours of tower operation between 2003 and 2016.

The allegation is substantiated. The events were pilot deviations that were properly reported
and forwarded to Flight Standards for investigation and appropriate handling.

Allegation 6: Aircraft take many different trajectories leading the complainant to question
whether any approved procedure is in place.

Findings: There are three instrument approach procedures and one departure procedure at
SUN. These procedures are for Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) operations. Most aircraft
arrive and depart using Visual Flight Rules (VFR). Outside of the traffic pattern, pilots
operating VFR determine their own route of flight. This includes maneuvering to enter the
traffic pattern as instructed by the controller, or after departing the traffic pattern.



3
The atlegation is not substantiated.
Allegation 7: The complainant provided two examples of other people hearing aircraft flying
low over their community, in one case over a high school and another flying in the direction

taken by departing aircraft.

Findings: Complaints about low flying aircraft fall under the purview of Flight Standards.
Low flying aircraft operations should be reported to the local Flight Standards District Office
(FSDO) immediately for investigation to determine if a Federal Aviation Regulation was
violated. This would normally require specific date and time, a description of the aircraft, and
if possible a tail number. Complaints about low flying aircraft in the vicinity of SUN may be
sent to the Boise FSDO by phone at (208) 387-4000 or (800) 453-001, or via their website at:
http://www.faa.gov/about/offic field offices/fsdo/boi/contact/

Any further investigation of this allegation needs to be done by Flight Standards.

Conclusion: SUN is a unique operation where the iraffic pattern is primarily determined by
terrain limitations. The majority of aircraft will arrive to the north (runway 31), and depart to
the south (runway 13). The number of IFR aircraft departing and arriving is significantly
limited due to increased separation standards associated with non-radar operations and high
approach minimums. Many aircraft operators are aware of this and choose to arrive, or
depart, VFR where the primary form of separation is “see and avoid.” All pilots are expected
to comply with Federal Aviation Regulations, including appropriate communication with air
traffic facilities.

The airport/ facility directory advises pilots: when the tower is closed, land Runway (RWY)
31 and takeoff RWY 13. Due to opposite direction traffic, use landing lights in the traffic
pattern. Due to opposite traffic, approach RWY 31 along the east side of valley, depart RWY
13 along the west side of valley, and show landing light. These operations place the majority
of aircraft to the south of the airport where pilots are expected to comply with Federal
Aviation Regulations, including maintaining an appropriate altitude above terrain.

The allegations regarding SUN FCT operations, including ODO, were not substantiated. The
allegations regarding pilots not communicating with the FCT or obtaining clearances for
landing were substantiated. However, they were appropriately reported as pilot deviations
and forwarded to Flight Standards for appropriate handling. Any investigations of low flying
aircrafi events need to be completed by Flight Standards.

We trust that you will find this information satisfactory.
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Friedman Memorial Alrport ATTACHMENT 10

FY ™7
Budgst (OPERATIONAL)
Qctober 2015 through March 2016
FY "4 FYHs FY 16 FY ™7
40ct "13- Mar 14 Year End Oct'i4-Mar 15 YearEnd Oct 15 M 16 Budget $ GverBudpet % of Budget _ Proposed Budget

4080-00 - LAND LEASE REVENUE

4080-01 - Land Lease - Hangar $ 23441588 §  480,780.28 § 20427109 § 40BB0326 5 IGABRLY §  STIU064s & GWIAEEEG a5y § 450,000.00
4080-02 - Land Leass - Hangar/Trans. Fee 3 1,403.00 § 538420 § 210560 § 1860.80 £ 1psn 20 8 238160 & 13455805 3 5,500.00
4080-03 - Land Lease - Hangar/Utllities 3 77471 § 1,56301 & 84811 § 1,86318 3 Euu1z £ T a3y & P14 MY 3 A_So 00
4080-04 - Land Lease - Hangar Equalization 3 1,17653 3§ 1,176 53 -
4080-20 - Land Leass - Govt. USFS/BLM 3 346348 § 729682 |- i — =
Total 4080-00 - LEASE REVENUE $ 23975705 § 484,96431 $ 20840133 § 351268 (&  suaasndl 8 Silgands 4 (Armerc e 5501 & 457,100 00
4090-00 - TIEDOWN PERMIT FEES REVENLUE .
4050-01 - Tledown Permit Feas (FMA) 3 1142278 $ 1164958 § 977135 § 8,83410 & (A1 R s 5 {3,551,00) 817§ 12,000.00
4080-02 - Tledown Gov. Fire Support | = B | N
Total 4080-00 - TIEDOWN PERMIT FEES REVENUE § 1142278 § 11,649.58 § 9771356 § 583410 '§ g B wamie § [3.584.00) R 12,000 00
4100-00 - POSTAL CARRIERS REVENUE
4100-01 - Postal Carriers - Landing Feos $ 464032 § 9,108.15 $ 545040 $  10,38577 & 4B B 330008 8 | m; 958, 00) J0E% 5 1300000
4100-02 - Postal Carriers - Tiedown $ 297000 § 2970.00 _$ 297000 § 297000 & 2Emon ] E.
Total 4100-00 - POSTAL CARRIERS REVENUE $ 781932 $§ 1207915 $ 842040 %  13,35577 & TATADE |3 At 8 5,578, 00) | O 13,000 00
4110-00 - MISCELLANEOUS REVENUE
£110-01 - Misc. Revenue $ (1,988.00) $ (1,211.18) . $ 34820 § 33761 S 1725 ] W23 G0 e, . |
4110-02 - Misc. - FMA Products § 10.00 3 :
4110-03 - Misc. - Equipment Sales E -
4110-05 - Misc. Incidenti/Accident B .
4110-06 - Misc. - Security-Prox. Cards $ 2417000 $ 3211000 $ 2358000 § 3558000 S 25E7000 § 0 3200040 § b 52 Ticew _§ 32,000.00
411007 - Misc. - Litigation | == -
4110-08 - Misc.-Security Prox. Relssue & -
4110-09 - Misc.Expense Relmb. § 197450 $ 223145 § 6898 § 119258 3 1505 14 LS (5J5 1y - Al
4800-00 - GAIN/LOSS ON EQUIP, DISP. - $_ _1,250.00) - . N 1l
Total 4110-00 - MISCELLANEQUS REVENUE $ 2416650 $ 3188029 § 2396519 $ 3603688 3 25082 4% |3 3LudGes S AT TEEE § 32,000 00
4120-00 - GROUND TRANSP. PERMIT REVENUE : )
4120-01 - Ground Transportation Permit $ 1320000 $  13,50000 % 1300000 § 1360000 § 1362056 3 1565000 | & 00 T § 17,009.00
4120-02 - GTSP - Trip Fee 3 "1,680.00 $  3,08000 % 156000 § 318000 & 1 | 1% gt |3 L4806 450
Total 4120-00 - GROUND TRANSP. PERMIT REVENUI $ 1488000 $  16,580.00 § 1456000 $ 16,7000 § % T .uw.c.__% i 17,0407 UEEN 5 17,000 00
4400-00 - TSA
4400-01 - LEO Expense Relmbursement
4400-02 - Terminal Lease : — e, I8 oo 5 40,400.00
Total 4400-00 - TSA [FERE] G.E___an [T A ] 42 3 40,400 00
4520-00 - INTEREST INCOME -
4800-00 - Interest Income - General 290945 § B,158.39 289318 _§ 6,033.50 W B T e it r # $ 1,500.00
Total 4520-00 - INTEREST INCOME 290943 § 6,158.39 280318 § 603350 s  1&ana .hll% 3 1,500.60
TOTAL INCOME S_1400.18890 § 247077071 5§ 122008044  § 2606566580 | il BN EEIF A LS ;‘@ S5 302450000
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Friedman Memorial Alrport ATTACHMENT 10
FY 17
Budget (OPERATIONAL)
Qctobar 2015 through March 2016
FY "4 FY's FY'6 FY "7
40ct 13- Mar 14 Year End Ocf "14- Mar 15 Year Evd Oct*15- e 18 _Budyet _ __$ Over Budget Wal Budget _ Proposed Budget _
"B" EXPENSES - ADMINISTRATIVE i
£000-00 - TRAVEL EXPENSE
6000-04 - Travel 3 8,06500 $ 751380 § 441503 _§ 667677 [l]u..kﬁm.._ % k3 it I | i3 ___12,000.00_
Total 8000-00 - TRAVEL EXPENSE 3 3,065.09 $ 7.513.89 § 441503 ' § 667677 S i RN :._ mﬁ 3 12,000 00
801000 - SUPPLIES/EQUIPMENT EXPENSE _
6010-01 + Supplies - Office $ 482845 § 701530 § 8,627 35 y E 4 i_uﬂ_ﬁ: S § 13,000 00
8010-03 - Supplles - Computer 3 meryr § 0 319721 & 2947 46 I A= E ;
Total £010-00 - SUPPLIES/EQUIPMENT EXPENSE  § 562622 § 1021251 § 9,574 81 [T TN B T 13,000.00
BO20.0 - INSLIRANCE —_——
6020-01 - Insurance - Liabllity $ 1021600 $  10,21600 § o,70000 § 870000 § S705 60§ 1enn ol 4 {2 1otea L 10,400 00
6020-02 - Insurance - Publlc Officlals $ 408100 § 408100 % 486772 § 486772 § S16t 51 & 10 4 astig AT § 5,800.00
€020-03 - Insurance-BldgfUnlic.Veh./Prop § 3087500 §  31,23800 $ 4632000 $ 4632000 £ I7E424E §  sapanan LR e 40,500.00
6020-04 - Insurance - Licensed Vehiclss 3 6054.00 $ 6054.00 % 627600 § 627600 & 655500 ¢ 38200 8 33351 a3din $ 7,000 00
6020-05 - Insurance - Crime = . | i = 0 J
Total 6020-00 « INSURANCE § 5122600 3 5158000 § 6717272 § 6747272 | §  SGoec e & BEMTI0 8 T e T 5 63,500 00
8030-00 - UTILITIES . |
6030-01 : Utilities - Gas/Terminal $ 3,508.21 § 4198.28 $ 481510 $ 558339 |8 WwI3a5 | § §E0%e 8 Ty HEaN 3 20,000 00
6030-62 - Utilities - Gas/Malntanance $ 587414 § 644227 $ 379650 § 420865 & 529688 & Spzas | 3 by A ETS § 10,000 00
6030-03 - Utilities - Elect/RunwaySBPAPI 3 412007 § 6,523.57 $ 343668 % 507863 § 417986 3 bl IS 2800 BN 5 7,000.00
8030-04 - Utllities - Elec./Office/Malnt. $ 656122 §  11519.20 § 620675 %  10,38855 § 521877 § 13 3 e s 5 12,000.00
6030-05 - Utilitics - Elactrie/Terminal $ 1458507 § 2817411 § 1720013 § 3420698 § 2136900 §  SAMHaD & i) L 40,000 00
6030-06 + Utilities - Telophone $ 5688.79 § 1218446 $ 789183 $ 1537778 § TYBAY5 § 12 3 e 1) B0 5 12,000.00
6030-07 - Utilities - Wator $ 33520 % 79890 § B00GS § B7608 & MP3E 3 mhes 3 L ) S1BAN 3 1,500.00
6030-08 - Utilities - Garbage Removal $ 492545 § 9,849.99 § 510052 § 9,86449 % $ITLGT 8 IMEIY 0 Earaoay SEAE% § 10,000.00
6030-09 - Utllities - Sewer $ 104034 § 238452 § 160440 § 500250 | & 148385 5 b Tt AT 3139% $ 4,000 00
6030-10 + Utliities - Elsc/Sewer $ 32198 % 62548 § 825 § 1617 T CEa ZE0G:
6030-11 - Utllities - Electric/Tower $ 313815 § 521421 3 288557 § 488249 |3 0 i (A Sy 48 16% § 6,000 00
6030-12 * Utllities - Elec./Brfrd. Hghl 5 41884 § 72318 § 23388 . § 49785 | | (0. iy G5 00% § 700 00
6030-15 - Utllitles - Elec/AWOS $ 102210 § 255253 § 145431 § 302422 | B (7 a1y 7230 3,000.00
6030-16 - Utliitles - Elec. Wind Cone $ 7427 % 140.24 § 5939 § 13809 '8 4 [L=0o0 326 § 150.00
8030-17 - Utilitles - Hangar E-8 3 3185 _§ 21082 § 1,750.28 & 197508 § i e BT ﬂ_ﬁ 5 200.00
Total §030-00 - UTILITIES $ 5174048 §  91,539.83 $ 5712833 § 10030584 S | [ TH) 3 126,550.00
6040-00 - SERVICE PROVIDER i
6040-01 - Service Provider - Weather $ 2,070.00 § 2,079.00 5 L 1 oo | | Igsdd SN 3 2,200.00
6040-02 - Service Provider - Term. Music H 44020 % 89500 § 45840 § 89449 3 e 8 Be500 B =1y sy § 900 00
B040-03 - Service Provider - InternetiCab 3 286733 § 5747.86 § 276498 § 455000 |3 4dei3e 5 100000 § TS5Te ) dnm § 10,000 0O
6040-05 - Service Provider - ISP/Terminal $ 90000 $ 1.800.00 § 90000 § 1,80000 (& EX00) | & Lapnog fLode N 3 1,800 00
8040-06 - Service Provider - 531 Movement Area $ 8.850.00 § 985000 § 885000 |3 083006 § 38100 |3 - i2o0s § 9,850 00
6040-07 * Service Provider - Security CMS $ 2135000 $ 4265000 § 2130000 $ 4260000 & S0 || § coe0ie 3 AL Zo0 5 100,000 00
6040-03 - Service Provider - Part 138 Alrpt. Inspection g 4200 |3 g |8 1|00 0 3W 3 3,000.00
8040-09 - Service Provider - Electronic Flling Syst. § 6900.00 § 1380000 $ 690000 $  13,80000 ¢ Ge00ga b MO0 | § e G DaSOW S 13,800 00
€040-10 - Sarvice Provider - Terminal Flight Info, Display 3 a2Ee E200.00 | |5 150 5| 6N % 6,200 .00
6040-11 - Sexvice Provider - Terminal Satallite TV & a0e2 (8 mzedenlls 1529 36! Gain 6,000 00
6040-11 - Service Provider - Insurance RMP p- 3 1,000.09
Total 604000 - SERVICE PROVIDER § 3452653 § 7682186 § 4217336 § 7389440 |3 udiiEz B [ T T 51 50%| 154,750 DO

Pty
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Friadman Mamorial Airport ATTACHMENT 10
FY "7
Budgot (OPERATIONAL)
October 2015 through March 2016
FY'44 FY'15 FY* K FY 17
40ct™I3-Mar14 _YearEnd Oct™d-MariS  YearFrd  Ociis M i) Dol gLEEI

8110-00 - CONTRACTS ; === ] :

£110-01 - Contracts - General $ 3000000 $ 220000 $  11,08600 § 1493100 & = 5 =45 £0

£110-02 - Contracts - FMAA $ 1680000 $ 3380000 $ 1680000 § 3360000 § Gl B Ap0008 & (andsoes LN $ 42,000.00

£110-03 - Contracts - Alantic/Fee Collection $ 2040000 $ 5880000 § 2840000 § 5380008 S5 2B G §  AE00I2 5 MmO 955 & 58,900 00

6110-04 - Contracts - COH LEQ $ 163200 $ 326400 § 163200 § 326400 8 toszo0 5 L90003 £ 63,00 ; $ 5,000.00

§110-05 - Contracts - Janitorial $ 767420 $ 2410840 & 20420450 € mgoood & 300 ﬂ%_ﬂ $ 50,000 00

6110-07 - Contracts Snow Removal 8 4955825 & {RH0D00 3 SLEOEE - anEem $ 25,000 00

6140-08 - Contracts - Eccles Tree Lights $ 3000000 $ 3000000 § 3000000 S 3000000 5 AHCOGE & . oot 5 30,000.00

£110-09 - Contracts - Website $ 24000 % 480 00 g Fan § % ) T

£110-1C - Contracts - Online Emall Server Access _$ 836.87 § 164127 § 108129 § 248500 | SRR S ng
Total 6110-00 - CONTRACTS $ 7866887 § 12050527 $ 9816349 § 16767260 & 1522GuI5 £ T 3 210,900 00
£120-00 - PERMITS o o )

6120-01 - Permits - Gengral $ 2300 § 2300 § R v 1waan (7700 o § 100 00

6120-02 - Parmits - COH Impact Fees e — 1 ! | B 10,000.00
Total 6420-00 - PERMITS $ 2300 % 2308 | § z3m i T | (TToa) moawl $ 10,100 00
8130-00 - MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES

6130-01 - Misc. - General $ 500424 § 713040 539023 § 830688 & 51677 & B300.0G 5 1133221 e 3 9,000.00

6130-02 - Misc. - Incldent/Accident 3 -

6140-00 - Bank Fees $ 67068 § 135296 $ 22420 % 45828 & 2560 § 180088 8 1,155 %6 21560% 3 3,000.00

6130-00 + MISC. EXPENSES - Other 5 (31.60) § (160} O = i -
Total §130-00 - MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES $ 564332 § 8,451.76 § 562348 § 878508 §  7.agn7s ] _BTaA 3 12,000.60

TOTAL "B" ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 5 _296280.82 $ 48670398 § 35452367 $ 57538016 |3 | oo $ 906,700.00
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AL

=ity Friedman Mamorial Airport ATTACHMENT 10
FY "7
Budget (OPERATIONAL)
OCctober 2015 through March 2018
FY 14 FY "15 __EY'B FY 17
40ct '13- Mar 14 Year End Oct "14- Mar 15 Your End Oct 45| Mibe S0 | Buskyit 5 Ovgr Budigst | % of Budget __Proposed Budget

654000 - REPAIRSAAINTENANCE - BLILDING

654061 - R/M BIdg. - General $ 315080 § 387018 § 87132 § 1,03503 ' § BIMAGE | & EMN00 $ Hamen §o___ 40,000.00
8540-02 - RM Bldg. - Terminal 5 876711 § 1902898 § 572482 § 8541908 § 8.4 28 p 8 3B | == -
8540-03 - R/M Bidy. - Shop 5 23377 § 966.27 § 120802 § 184900 3 <00 g 430110 ]
6540-04 - R/M Bidy. - Cold Storage $ 153612 § 153612 % 422488 § 4,224 88 5 - _— =
6540-05 - RIM Bidg. - Manager's Bldg. 3 48457 § 1,203.99 $ 22185 3 34857 § A58 3 1355 : =
€540-07 - R/M Bidg. - Tower $ 43 % 2,960.83 § 84318 § 217678 3§ 12825 3 1.g8a5 | - Jl
6540-08 - RMM Bidg. - Paridng Booth s 850.36 & 87.90 | F AT | | |
Total 6540-00 - REPAIRSIMAINTENANCE - BUILDING $ 1425588 § 2967633 §  13,18387 §  19,02660 &  wham s | (8 ooy (8 anmy spaEm $ 40,00000
6550-00 - REPAIRS/MAINTENANCE - AIRSIDE :
6550-01 - RIM - General $ 42405 § 924.55 $ 4857 § 105330 & R.06D 3% YCC¥% $_  28,000.00
€550-02 - R/M - Airfield $ 83781 § 1,103.29 K . =
©8550-03 - R/M - Runway e
6550-04 - R/M - Lights $ 115041 - § 372568 § 233680 $ 750068 & 532265 ] s.3a4.8 e ——_ i
6550-05 - R/M - Grounds $ 100899 _§ 318832 § 57000 _§ 557544 & 115 § __Brfpﬁ.
Total 6550-00 - REPAIRS/MAINTENANGE - AIRSIDE 5 352028 $ 892224 '§ 200680 $ 1312504 & wEsITE 3 GI0cO0 8 it= nyw 5 28,000 00
8560-00 * SECURITY EXPENSE
6560-01 - Securlty 5 947835 § 1384837 § 781570 3 1731446 § | { r% : BB § 50,000.00
Total B580-00  SECURITY EXPENSE ; 547835 § 1394637 § 761670 § 1731448 5 lle=sE 4 5 ﬁm il BE T LT 50,000 00
6570-00 - REPAIRS/MAINT.-AERONAUTICAL EQU
6570-01 - RIM Aeronautical Equip. - NDB/DME $ 498500 § 8,400.00 § 420000 3 860433 |3 514805 § 560000 3 {t6.85205: 205%% _§ 25,000.00
8570-02 - RIM Aeronautical Equlp. - Tower $ 187214 § 3,960.03 3 341521 |8 33726 | === p——
6570-03- RIM Aeron. Equip, - Switching System  § B1.62 § 2,843.25 8 682,85 =
6570-04 + R/M Aeron. Equip. - AWOS/ATIS $ 570000 § 1140739 § 1050300 $ 1620300 § 514200 5 5.148.50 [ = ]
€570-05 - RS Aero.Equip. Flying Hat Lgts $ 1,189.00 _§ 1,180.00 | e | 1 .
Total 6570-00 - REPAIRS/MAINT-AERONAUTICALEC § 1383766 $ 2702057 § 1470800 § 2822254 |5 ‘131618 ||&  2=oiobe &  (lasaicsy | 5N $ 25,000 00
TOTAL "B" OPERATIONAL EXPENSES $ 89067287 $ 16137084 §  127,320.44 | I ; E =1 e 320,000.00
TOTAL "B” EXPENSES -§.. 38595389 $ 648,074.22 : L SeSONTI 6 ESIATASE | [MOATMI) [ 7EIN §  1,206,700.00
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Friedman Memorial Alrport

Rates & Charges Schedule
10/01/16 - 08/30/17
E——
Biiling Cycle/ Proposed L) Approved!
Description Unit Current Rate Rate Es;:bl!shedl Not A ,
vised
Auto Paﬂdﬂ - Passengor Terminal
0 to 1/2 Hr. Hour $0.00] No Change DB/05/02
4/2 Hr. - 1 142 Hrs. Hour| $2.00 No Change 06/05/02
1 1/2 Hrs. - 2 Hrs. Hour| $3.00 No Change 08/03/04
2 Hrs. to 2 1/2 Hrs. Hour $4.00 No Change 08/03/04
2 1/2 Hrs. - 3 Hrs. Hour $5.00 No Change 06/03/04
3 Hrs. - 24 Hrs. Hour $8.00 $10.00 DB/05/14
Monthiy - Lower Lot (prearranged) Monthly $140.00 No Change 08/05/14
[Auto Parking - Auto Rental Overflow
|| SW Terminal & Former Access Rd.
It Prearranged Monthly $1,500.00]  No Change 08/03/10
i Preamanged Annual $14,000.00| No Change 08/06/13
Ilﬁdverﬂslng - I
WiFi Sponsorship " Annual] N/A] $5,200.00] |
Framed Poster 2 x 3
Premier Location Annual] $2.400.00 $3,600.00 08/03/10
Superier Location Annual] $2,100.00 $3,240.00 08/03/10
Standard Location Annual] $1,800.00 $2.400.00 0810106
Basic Location Annuall $1,200.00 $1,800.00 08/0310
Budget Location Annusl| $800.00] $1,200.00)  08/0310
Wall Display
Smail Annuall $3,600.00] $3,300.00]  08/03110
Lerge Annual| $4,800.00| $4.500.00]  08/0310
Premlum Fioor Display Case Annuall $6,000.00| No Change 08/0310 ||
Seurcoy-RPheres
850" ARnual $4560-00] Mo-Change 08/01/06
2485040 Anyat $45200:008 Me-Change falctie i)
= 2 Arpugh $4-620:00 He-Charge 0803110
Brochure Rack
Self-Stocked Annuai $120.00 $150.00 08/03/10
Self-Stocked Monthly $15.00 No Change 08/03/10
Full-Service Annual $300.00 No Change 08/01/06
Discount Organizations
Non-Profit Monthly|  50% Discountf  15% Discount|  08/03/10
Ad Agency Monthly 15% Discountl No Change 08/03/10 II
ILGround Transportation Service Providers ]
Application Processing Fee Annual| $200.00| No Change 06/01/06
Vehicle Permit (15 or less passengers) Each Veh./Month $400.00| No Change 08/01/06
Vehicle Permit (16 or more passengers) Each Veh./Month $600.00 No Change 08/0411
Application Change Fee
NOTE: Permits being transfemed to same vehicle due to windshield
replacemend are not subject io Change Fas if permit is relumed Each $100.00 No Change 08/01/06
Permitted Vehicle Fee !oourles! veh. exempt) Each Vgh.IMonth $20.00 No Chg_nig 08/04/11 L ]

FMA Rates Charges - !



Sign per 1,000 Ibs. 51.60} $1.75 08/05/14
Non-Slgnatory AIC Demgn Group A/B -1l over 6,000 Ibs. mtow per 1,000 fbs. $2.50| $2.75 08/05/14
[|__Non-Signatory - A/C Design Group C/D 1! per 1,000 Ibs. $3.25 $3.60]  08/05/14
. Nan-Signatory - A/C Design Group G-l per 1,000 Ibs. $4.00 $4.40]  08/05/14
per Galloni $0.10 $0.12 08/04/11 H
[ per Gallon] $0.12 $0.15 08/04/11 !|
I neduwn Based
Single Annual $485.00) No Change 08/03110
Lights Annual $742.5(ﬂ No Change 08/05/14
IF Lights/Power Annual $990.00] No Change 08/05/14
Twin Annual $706.00] No Change 08/03110
Lights ‘ . o ~ Annual] . $1,113.75 No Change 08/05/14
Lights/Power Annual| $1.412.00 No Change 08/05/14
Sublease Annual| $100.00 No Change 08/01/06
Change/Cancellation £ach Oceurrence $100.00 No Change|  08/03/10
Permit Deposit . Per Permit $100.00 No Change 08/03/10
Unpermitted/Unauthorized ‘ $55.00 i :
Auto Parking Each Occurrence plus daily auto No Change 08/01/06
= = Rarking fees!
|ﬁed¢wn - Transient
' Single Prop
" Piston ' Nightly $15.00 No Change 09/06/13
Turbo Nightly $75.00 No Change 09/06/13
Twin Prop
Piston i Nightly $37.50 No Change 08/06/13
Turbo . Nightly $87.50 No Change 09/06/M13
Jots )
Less than 10,000 Ibs. mtow - Nightly $90.00 No Change 08/05/14
10,001 - 15,000 Ibs. mtow ' Nightly $115.00 No Change 08/05/14
15,001 - 45,000 Ibs. mtow ' Nightly $175.00 No Change 08/05/14
~ 45,001 - 75,000 Ibs. mtow ) Nightly $300.00 No Change 08/05/14
75,001 Ibs. and over mtow Nightty $400.00 No Change 08/05/14
Helicopters
Less than 4,000 Ibs. miow Nightly $70.00f  No Change 08/D6/13
4,001 - 6,000 Ibs, mtow Nightly $100.00] No Change 08/06/13
6,001 and over mtow : Nightly $200.00| No e 08/06/13
ISecurity/Alrport Identification
Alrport identification Badge (AIB) - AQA
Biup
(Includes Sys. Maint. Thru Sept. 30) Each Qccurrence $80.00 No Change 08/06/13
{not collgcted from badges issued after Aug. of the same
year) Annual $40.00 No Change 08/07/07
Renewal Each Occurrence $50.00 No Change (08/06/13
ﬁef:raac;tl;:;bon - Inveluntary Suspension andfor Security Eachl $40.00 No Change 08/04/11
AOQA lécﬂUnreturnedIUnaocounied For Each Occurrence $500.00l No Chgige 08/04/15

FMA Rates Charges - 2



Friedman Memorial Alrport

Rates & Charges Schedule
—10/01/16 - 09/30/17
Billing Cycie/ Proposed Rata Approved/
o s Unit CumentRate_| ., Raw Eetanisned’ | NotApproved

= . S £ ()l e |

{Becurity/Airport Identification, Cont.

Airport Identification Badge (AIB) - SIDA
Selup tlncluﬂe's"S_%Tys. amt.
Thru Sept. 30} Each Occumrence $120.00 No Change 08/05/14
Syslem Manienance

(not collected from badges issuad after Aug. of the same

year) Annual $60.00 No Change 08/07/07
Renewal Each Occurrence $60.00 No Change 08/07/07
g:;?d'ghl";:‘a' lEstory| Each Oceurrence $50.00  NoChange|  08/07/07
Infraction - Each Occurrence $60.00 No Change 08107107
Broken Badge —
1st Replacement Annuall $0.00 No Change 08/07/07
Additional Replacements Annual $40.00 No Change 08/07/07
Additional Replacements Each QOccurrence $40.00 No Change 0B8/07/107
Unreturned/Lost or Unaccounted Keys Each Cccurrence $150.00| $500.00 08/04/15
Training - Airport Infraction Each Occumence $150.00 No Change 10/01/12

Miscellaneous Fees
| Copies |0.25 or direct cost | NoChange| o09/06113 | o201 |

PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY this 2nd day of August, 2016.
FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY

By: Ronald Fairfax, Chairman
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