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Appendix H

Comments Received and Responses for the
Draft Environmental Assessment

The comment period for the Draft Environmental Assessment was conducted from May 11, 2022
through June 10, 2022.

A Notice of Availability of the Draft Environmental Assessment for the Proposed Land Acquisition and
Aviation Development at Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN) was published in the Idaho Mountain
Express on May 11t, 13t 18™ and 20™, as well as noticed on the Friedman Memorial Airport website.
Copies of the Draft Environmental Assessment were made available online. Hard copies of the Draft
Environmental Assessment were also made available for public review at three community locations.
Additional information is included in Chapter 5, Public Involvement and Agency Coordination, of the
Environmental Assessment.

Comments were accepted through the project website, email, and mail delivery. Comments regarding
the project that were received prior to the release of the Draft Environmental Assessment are also
included. Responses to comments are provided in chronological order in which they were received.

Comments were received from six members of the public, two anonymous commenters, and the Wood
River Land Trust. Responses are provided for comments relevant to the Friedman Memorial Airport.



Appendix H

William Hughes

April 8, 2022

Email 7:39pm

(Prior to Draft EA Comment Period)



ek

Comment 1

Comment received from William F. Hughes dated April 8, 2022

Response to Comment 1

The comment is included in its entirety, and includes attached materials as requested. Attached
materials include copies of correspondence with other parties, the Friedman Memorial Airport
Authority (FMAA) Board, and other materials as provided.

The 1983 Airport Master Plan first studied replacement airport sites. Subsequently, the more recent
2004 Master Plan Update, 2006 Feasibility Study, and 2008 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Phase | Plan of Study re-evaluated the sites. The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) determined in
2011, during the EIS for a replacement airport, that the relocation project should not proceed at that
time due to concerns about project cost and potential wildlife impacts. Most recently, the 2018
Airport Master Plan included a site evaluation for a replacement airport and concluded that FMAA
should continue to upgrade the existing airport to comply with the FAA airport design standards; and
proceed with plans for a replacement airport as a long-term solution.

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future demand for
apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed for
acquisition. The Proposed Action does not preclude plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.

Chapter 4 in the Final Environmental Assessment (FEA), Affected Environment, Environmental
Consequences, and Mitigation, evaluates potential impacts related to the Proposed Action on each
of the Environmental Impact Categories defined by FAA Order 1050.1F. No significant impacts were
identified as a result of the Proposed Action.
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This forwarded e-mail was an attached item to Mr. Hughes’ comment dated April 8, 2022.
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This forwarded e-mail was an attached item to Mr. Hughes’ comment dated April 8, 2022.
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This draft document was an attached item to Mr. Hughes’ comment dated April 8, 2022.
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This letter was an attached item to Mr. Hughes’ comment dated April 8, 2022.
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This letter was an attached item to Mr. Hughes’ comment dated April 8, 2022.
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William Hughes

April 17, 2022

Email 11:45am

(Prior to Draft EA Comment Period)



Comment received from William F. Hughes dated April 17, 2022

Response to Comment 1

The comments received Friday, April 15" have been replaced with this comment dated Sunday, April
17, as requested by Mr. Hughes. The comment is included in its entirety, and includes attached
materials as requested. Attached materials include copies of information from the Idaho Mountain
Express newspaper.

Comment 1
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Comment 2

Comment 3

Comment 4

Response to Comment 2

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area. The remaining 10.4 acres would be developed as aviation facilities with pavements and
hangars. No additional development is proposed for the property at this time. If development is
proposed in the future, proposed projects will be subject to review under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

Response to Comment 3

Chapter 5 of the FEA, Public Involvement and Agency Coordination, summarizes efforts to inform and
obtain input from the public about the Proposed Action and potential impacts on the environment.
Meetings of the FMAA Board are open public meetings that occur on the first Tuesday of the month,
with public notice provided for each meeting. Since initiation of the EA, project status updates were
included in the FMAA Board packages for each meeting. The Airport Director provided an update at
each meeting and detailed project presentations were provided at milestones throughout the
process. FMAA Board updates included details regarding the proposed action, assessment of
environmental effects (specifically potential impacts to historic and archaeological resources), public
involvement and agency coordination efforts, and overall environmental assessment process. The
PowerPoint presentation slides developed for these updates are included in Appendix G of the FEA.

A Notice of Availability of the Draft Environmental Assessment (DEA) for the Proposed Land
Acquisition and Aviation Development at Friedman Memorial Airport (SUN) was published in the
Idaho Mountain Express on May 11th, 13th, 18th and 20th, 2022, as well as noticed on the Friedman
Memorial Airport website. A project website was published and advertised, which included
information about the proposed project, the DEA, and explained how the public could participate.
Copies of the DEA were made available online. Hard copies of the DEA were also made available for
public review at three community locations.

Response to Comment 4

The 1983 Airport Master Plan first studied replacement airport sites, and then the more recent 2004
Master Plan Update, 2006 Feasibility Study, and the 2008 EIS Phase | Plan of Study re-evaluated the
sites. The FAA determined in 2011, during the EIS for a replacement airport, that the relocation
project should not proceed at that time due to concerns about project cost and potential wildlife
impacts. Most recently, the 2018 Airport Master Plan included a site evaluation for a replacement
airport and concluded that FMAA should continue to upgrade the existing airport to comply with the
FAA airport design standards; and proceed with plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future demand for
apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed for
acquisition. The Proposed Action does not preclude plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area. The remaining 10.4 acres would be developed as aviation facilities with pavements and
hangars. The Proposed Action would not cause or create an increase in aircraft operations at the
Airport.

Aside from developing 10.4 acres for aviation facilities, no additional development is proposed for

the property at this time. If development is proposed in the future, proposed projects will be subject
to review under the NEPA.
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Comment 5

Comment 6

Response to Comment 5

As documented in the FEA in Section 4.12, Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s
Environmental Health and Safety Risks, the Proposed Action, including acquisition of 386 acres and
the development of 10.4 acres for aviation purposes, would not result in changes to access or uses
within the project area. The Proposed Action construction and development activities are limited to
the 10.4 acres immediately adjacent to existing Airport facilities and would have no adverse effect
on economic activity, employment, income, housing, public services, social conditions, or low
income or minority populations in the vicinity of the Airport. The construction of the 10.4-acre
aviation development area could result in short-term employment opportunities for construction
workers. The development of aviation facilities on the 10.4-acre area is not anticipated to result in
substantial long-term employment opportunities.

Response to Comment 6

The FAA determined in 2011, during the EIS for a replacement airport, that the relocation project
should not proceed at that time due to concerns about project cost and potential wildlife impacts.

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future demand for
apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed for
acquisition. The Proposed Action does not preclude plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.
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This information from the Idaho Mountain Express newspaper was an attached item to Mr. Hughes’
comment dated April 17, 2022.
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rightturnclyde Apr 5, 2022 7:51pm
Hi All? Who the f@@k are you and why do assume.

Report Add Reply

Perry Boyle Apr 8 2022 10:36am

@swag 100%. I'd also like to know what the airport is doing to curb carbon emissions from commercial and

private planes. If you ever want a chuckle look at the agendas for the airportmeetings. They are devoid of
CONCent. .

Reporc Add Reply

laneyHailey Apr 10, 2022 2:56pm

Oh yeah - I'm sure with you don'tever go on private jets.... precty rich from Mr "ShoreBridge Capital Partners”

Reporc Add Reply

Swag1274 Apr 8, 2022 10:08am

BIG NO ON THIS: “ A 10- to 17-acre section of the Eccles parcel to the south and west of the runway could be
developed into a new standalone private-airplane terminal and hangar facilities, though thac plan is “far from
certain,” according to Airport Director Chris Pomeroy. No other developments on Eccles land are proposed.”

Report Add Reply
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Swag1274 Apr 8, 2022 10:05am

Any approval should be ded to iron clad agreementNOT to allow southward extension of the runway or a new

runway. That would facilicace larger jets, which | priories you, will destroy peace in the Wood River Valley
forever. We musthave that assurance.

Report Add Reply

badger Apr 8, 2022 9:37am
coup de grace/vote no

Report Add Reply

Swag1274 Apr 8, 2022 10:06am*promise
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Gordon Wait

April 21, 2022

Email 3:04pm

(Prior to Draft EA Comment Period)



Comment 1

Comment received from Gordon Wait dated April 21, 2022

Response to Comment 1

The 1983 Airport Master Plan first studied replacement airport sites. Subsequently, the more recent
2004 Master Plan Update, 2006 Feasibility Study, and the 2008 EIS Phase | Plan of Study re-evaluated
the sites. The FAA determined in 2011, during the EIS for a replacement airport, that the relocation
project should not proceed at that time due to concerns about project cost and potential wildlife
impacts. Most recently, the 2018 Airport Master Plan included a site evaluation for a replacement
airport and concluded that FMAA should continue to upgrade the existing airport to comply with the
FAA airport design standards; and proceed with plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future demand for
apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed for
acquisition. The Proposed Action does not preclude plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area. The remaining 10.4 acres would be developed as aviation facilities with pavements and
hangars.

While noise levels associated with airport operations are expected to increase in the future due to
projected increases in air traffic, the Proposed Action would not increase or decrease the number of
aircraft operations, change types of aircraft operating at the Airport, change flight paths, expand the
existing noise contours beyond the No Action Alternative, or introduce new incompatible land uses
within the 65 DNL contour. The Proposed Action would not change existing agricultural land use of
the property proposed for acquisition, except for the 10.4-acre aviation development area, which
would be developed compatible with airport operations.
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Response to Comment 2
Comment 2 The comment is included in its entirety, as requested.
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Kris Wirth

April 21, 2022

Email 3:34pm

(Prior to Draft EA Comment Period)



Comment 1

Comment received from Kris Wirth dated April 21, 2022

Response to Comment 1

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future demand for
apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed for
acquisition. The Proposed Action does not preclude plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.

The evaluation of alternatives, including at least the Proposed Action and No Action alternative, is
required by NEPA and by Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations. Chapter 3 of the FEA
includes consideration of reasonable alternatives to the Proposed Action, and, for alternatives that
were eliminated from detailed study, a brief discussion of the reasons for their elimination. A range
of alternatives have been considered for both land acquisition and aviation development. According
to FAA Order 5050.4B, the Alternatives section of an EA is based on the Purpose and Need statement
in order to evaluate reasonable alternatives and their ability to meet the Purpose and Need.
Relocation of the Airport was not considered as an alternative as it was not a prudent alternative to
meet the purpose of the Proposed Action to protect approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses.

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area. The remaining 10.4 acres would be developed as aviation facilities with pavements and
hangars.

Aside from developing 10.4 acres for aviation facilities, no additional development is proposed for

the property at this time. If development is proposed in the future, proposed projects will be subject
to review under NEPA.
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William Hughes

April 25, 2022

Email 1:58pm

(Prior to Draft EA Comment Period)



Comment received from William F. Hughes dated April 25, 2022

ko
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Comment 1

Response to Comment 1

The Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared to identify and disclose the potential
environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Action, as well as means to avoid, minimize, or
mitigate those potential impacts. The EA was prepared pursuant to Section 102(2)(c) of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the President’s Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ)
Regulations Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) §§ 1500-1508 and 1515-1518, and the
implementing regulations for NEPA and in accordance with FAA Order 1050.1F Environmental
Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions.

Chapter 4 of the FEA, Affected Environment, Environmental consequences, and Mitigation, evaluates
potential impacts related to the Proposed Action on each of the Environmental Impact Categories
defined by FAA Order 1050.1F. No significant impacts were identified as a result of the Proposed
Action.
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Comment 2

Response to Comment 2

The 1983 Airport Master Plan first studied replacement airport sites, and then the more recent 2004
Master Plan Update, 2006 Feasibility Study, and the 2008 EIS Phase | Plan of Study re-evaluated the
sites. The FAA determined in 2011, during the EIS for a replacement airport, that the relocation
project should not proceed at that time due to concerns about project cost and potential wildlife
impacts. Most recently, the 2018 Airport Master Plan included a site evaluation for a replacement
airport and concluded that FMAA should continue to upgrade the existing airport to comply with the
FAA airport design standards; and proceed with plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future demand for
apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed for
acquisition. The Proposed Action does not preclude plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.
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Response to Comment 3
]. Comment 3 The comment is included in its entirety, as requested.
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Leslie Mincks
April 27, 2022
Email 1:35pm
(Prior to Draft EA Comment Period)



Comment 1

Comment 2

Comment 3

Comment 4

Comment received from Leslie Mincks dated April 27, 2022

Response to Comment 1

The EA was prepared to identify and disclose the potential environmental impacts associated with
the Proposed Action, as well as means to avoid, minimize, or mitigate those potential impacts. The
EA was prepared pursuant to Section 102(2)(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the
President’s Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) §§ 1500-1508 and 1515-1518, and the implementing regulations for NEPA and in accordance
with FAA Order 1050.1F Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions.

Chapter 4 of the FEA, Affected Environment, Environmental consequences, and Mitigation, evaluates
potential impacts related to the Proposed Action on each of the Environmental Impact Categories
defined by FAA Order 1050.1F. No significant impacts were identified as a result of the Proposed
Action.

Response to Comment 2

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area. The remaining 10.4 acres would be developed as aviation facilities with pavements and
hangars. The Proposed Action would not cause or create an increase in aircraft operations at the
Airport.

Response to Comment 3

According to the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Blaine County, which includes the
Airport, is in attainment for all National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). The Proposed
Action would not result in changes to the number or type of aircraft operating at the Airport;
therefore, there would be no increase in aircraft emissions due to the Proposed Action. The
Proposed Action would result in temporary construction emissions associated with the 10.4-acre
aviation development area; however, the total construction emissions for each pollutant are far
below the thresholds established for the NAAQS.

As documented in the FEA, Section 4.12, Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s
Environmental Health and Safety Risks, the Proposed Action, including acquisition of 386 acres and
the development of 10.4 acres for aviation purposes, is not likely to cause or create an increase in
aircraft operations at the Airport beyond those that would occur under the No Action Alternative.
The Proposed Action would also have no significant effect on noise, vibrations, or fuel consumption,
which are of socioeconomic and environmental concern. There would be no significant impacts to
Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s Environmental Health and Safety Risks
resulting from the Proposed Action.

Response to Comment 4

Chapter 4 in the FEA, Affected Environment, Environmental consequences, and Mitigation, evaluates
potential impacts related to the Proposed Action on each of the Environmental Impact Categories
defined by FAA Order 1050.1F. No significant impacts were identified as a result of the Proposed
Action.
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William Hughes

May 2, 2022

Email 11:52am

(Prior to Draft EA Comment Period)



Comment 1

Comment 2

Comment received from William F. Hughes dated May 2, 2022

Response to Comment 1

The 1983 Airport Master Plan first studied replacement airport sites, and then the more recent 2004
Master Plan Update, 2006 Feasibility Study, and the 2008 EIS Phase | Plan of Study re-evaluated the
sites. The FAA determined in 2011, during the EIS for a replacement airport, that the relocation
project should not proceed at that time due to concerns about project cost and potential wildlife
impacts. Most recently, the 2018 Airport Master Plan included a site evaluation for a replacement
airport and concluded that FMAA should continue to upgrade the existing airport to comply with the
FAA airport design standards; and proceed with plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future demand for
apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed for
acquisition. The Proposed Action does not preclude plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.

Response to Comment 2

As documented in Section 4.12 of the FEA, Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s
Environmental Health and Safety Risks, the Proposed Action would not result in changes to access or
uses within the project area. The Proposed Action construction and development activities are
limited to the 10.4 acres immediately adjacent to existing Airport facilities and would have no
adverse effect on economic activity, employment, income, housing, public services, social
conditions, or low income or minority populations in the vicinity of the Airport. The construction of
the 10.4-acre aviation development area could result in short-term employment opportunities for
construction workers. The development of aviation facilities on the 10.4-acre area is not anticipated
to result in substantial long-term employment opportunities.
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Comment 2
Continued —
Response on
previous
page

Comment 3

Comment 4

Response to Comment 3

According to the EPA, Blaine County, which includes the Airport, is in attainment for all NAAQS. The
Proposed Action would not result in changes to the number or type of aircraft operating at the
Airport; therefore, there would be no increase in aircraft emissions due to the Proposed Action. The
Proposed Action would result in temporary construction emissions associated with the 10.4-acre
aviation development area; however, the total construction emissions for each pollutant are far
below the thresholds established for the NAAQS.

While noise levels associated with airport operations are expected to increase in the future due to
projected increases in air traffic, the Proposed Action would not increase or decrease the number of
aircraft operations, change types of aircraft operating at the Airport, change flight paths, expand the
existing noise contours beyond the No Action Alternative, or introduce new incompatible land uses
within the 65 DNL contour. The Proposed Action would not change existing agricultural land use of
the property proposed for acquisition, except for the 10.4-acre aviation development area, which
would be developed compatible with airport operations.

Response to Comment 4

The 1983 Airport Master Plan first studied replacement airport sites, and then the more recent 2004
Master Plan Update, 2006 Feasibility Study, and the 2008 EIS Phase | Plan of Study re-evaluated the
sites. The FAA determined in 2011, during the EIS for a replacement airport, that the relocation
project should not proceed at that time due to concerns about project cost and potential wildlife
impacts. Most recently, the 2018 Airport Master Plan included a site evaluation for a replacement
airport and concluded that FMAA should continue to upgrade the existing airport to comply with the
FAA airport design standards; and proceed with plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.
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Comment 5

Response to Comment 5

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future demand for
apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed for

acquisition. The Proposed Action does not preclude plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area. The remaining 10.4 acres would be developed as aviation facilities with pavements and
hangars.
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Response to Comment 6
comment6  The comment is included in its entirety, as requested.
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May 2, 2022
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Comment 1

Comment received from Neil Jessen dated May 2, 2022

Response to Comment 1

The temporary closure of the airport for approximately 30 days was to complete a runway, taxiway,
and apron rehabilitation project associated with the existing airport facilities. That project is
separate and independent from the Proposed Actions evaluated in the EA.

Regarding relocation of the airport, the 1983 Airport Master Plan first studied replacement airport
sites, and then the more recent 2004 Master Plan Update, 2006 Feasibility Study, and the 2008 EIS
Phase | Plan of Study re-evaluated the sites. The FAA determined in 2011, during the EIS for a
replacement airport, that the relocation project should not proceed at that time due to concerns
about project cost and potential wildlife impacts. Most recently, the 2018 Airport Master Plan
included a site evaluation for a replacement airport and concluded that FMAA should continue to
upgrade the existing airport to comply with the FAA airport design standards; and proceed with
plans for a replacement airport as a long-term solution.

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future demand for
apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed for
acquisition. The Proposed Action does not preclude plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.
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May 5, 2022

Email 3:12pm

(Prior to Draft EA Comment Period)



Comment received from William F. Hughes dated May 5, 2022

Response to Comment 1
The forwarded e-mail referred to in Mr. Hughes’ comment dated May 5, 2022 is provided, as

Comment 1 requested.

This forwarded e-mail was an attached item to Mr. Hughes’ comment dated May 5, 2022.
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William Hughes
May 12, 2022
Email 1:22pm



Comment received from William F. Hughes dated May 12, 2022

Response to Comment 1
The document attached to Mr. Hughes’ comment dated May 12, 2022 is provided, as requested.

Comment 1
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This e-mail was an attached item to Mr. Hughes’ comment dated May 12, 2022.
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William Hughes
May 13, 2022
Email 11:37am



Comment 1

Comment 2

Comment received from William F. Hughes dated May 13, 2022

Response to Comment 1
The two previous versions of Mr. Hughes’ comment received Friday, May 13" have been replaced as
requested.

Response to Comment 2

As documented in Section 4.12 of the FEA, Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s
Environmental Health and Safety Risks, the Proposed Action, including acquisition of 386 acres and
the development of 10.4 acres for aviation purposes, is not likely to cause or create an increase in
aircraft operations beyond those expected under the No Action Alternative. Land use would remain
the same following acquisition, except the 10.4 acres developed for aviation uses, and project
activities would not have significant effects on air quality, climate, hazardous materials, noise, and
water resources. The Proposed Action would have no effect on economic activity, employment,
income, housing, public services, social conditions, or low income or minority populations in the
vicinity of the Airport. Likewise, the Proposed Action would have no significant effect on the
environmental health of low income and minority populations or children’s environmental health
and safety.
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Comment 1

Comment received from William F. Hughes dated May 17, 2022

Response to Comment 1

The EA was prepared to identify and disclose the potential environmental impacts associated with
the Proposed Action, as well as means to avoid, minimize, or mitigate those potential impacts. The
EA was prepared pursuant to Section 102(2)(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the
President’s Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) §§ 1500-1508 and 1515-1518, and the implementing regulations for NEPA and in accordance
with FAA Order 1050.1F Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions.

Chapter 4 of the FEA, Affected Environment, Environmental consequences, and Mitigation, evaluates
potential impacts related to the Proposed Action on each of the Environmental Impact Categories
defined by FAA Order 1050.1F. No significant impacts were identified as a result of the Proposed
Action.

According to the EPA, Blaine County, which includes the Airport, is in attainment for all NAAQS. The
Proposed Action would not result in changes to the number or type of aircraft operating at the
Airport; therefore, there would be no increase in aircraft emissions due to the Proposed Action. The
Proposed Action would result in temporary construction emissions associated with the 10.4-acre
aviation development area; however, the total construction emissions for each pollutant are far
below the thresholds established for the NAAQS.

While noise levels associated with airport operations are expected to increase in the future due to
projected increases in air traffic, the Proposed Action would not increase or decrease the number of
aircraft operations, change types of aircraft operating at the Airport, change flight paths, expand the
existing noise contours beyond the No Action Alternative, or introduce new incompatible land uses
within the 65 DNL contour. The Proposed Action would not change existing agricultural land use of
the property proposed for acquisition, except for the 10.4-acre aviation development area, which
would be developed compatible with airport operations.

The 1983 Airport Master Plan first studied replacement airport sites, and then the more recent 2004
Master Plan Update, 2006 Feasibility Study, and the 2008 EIS Phase | Plan of Study re-evaluated the
sites. The FAA determined in 2011, during the EIS for a replacement airport, that the relocation
project should not proceed at that time due to concerns about project cost and potential wildlife
impacts. Most recently, the 2018 Airport Master Plan included a site evaluation for a replacement
airport and concluded that FMAA should continue to upgrade the existing airport to comply with the
FAA airport design standards; and proceed with plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future demand for
apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed for
acquisition. The Proposed Action does not preclude plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution.

Page 66 of 83



Appendix H

Anonymous
May 24, 2022
Project Website Comment Form



Comment 1

Comment 2

Comment 3

Anonymous comment received dated May 24, 2022

Response to Comment 1

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future demand for
apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed for
acquisition.

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area. The remaining 10.4 acres would be developed as aviation facilities with pavements and
hangars. The Proposed Action would not cause or create an increase in aircraft operations at the
Airport.

Aside from developing 10.4 acres for aviation facilities, no additional development is proposed for
the property at this time. If development is proposed in the future, proposed projects will be subject
to review under NEPA.

Response to Comment 2

The EA was prepared to identify and disclose the potential environmental impacts associated with
the Proposed Action, as well as means to avoid, minimize, or mitigate those potential impacts. The
EA was prepared pursuant to Section 102(2)(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the
President’s Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) §§ 1500-1508 and 1515-1518, and the implementing regulations for NEPA and in accordance
with FAA Order 1050.1F Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures and FAA Order 5050.4B
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Implementing Instructions for Airport Actions.

Chapter 4 of the FEA, Affected Environment, Environmental consequences, and Mitigation, evaluates
potential impacts related to the Proposed Action on each of the Environmental Impact Categories
defined by FAA Order 1050.1F. No significant impacts were identified as a result of the Proposed
Action.

As documented in Section 4.12 of the FEA, Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s
Environmental Health and Safety Risks, the Proposed Action, including acquisition of 386 acres and
the development of 10.4 acres for aviation purposes, is not likely to cause or create an increase in
aircraft operations at the Airport beyond those that would occur under the No Action Alternative.
The Proposed Action would also have no significant effect on noise, vibrations, or fuel consumption,
which are of socioeconomic and environmental concern. There would be no significant impacts to
Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s Environmental Health and Safety Risks
resulting from the Proposed Action.

Response to Comment 3

The 1983 Airport Master Plan first studied replacement airport sites, and then the more recent 2004
Master Plan Update, 2006 Feasibility Study, and the 2008 EIS Phase | Plan of Study re-evaluated the
sites. The FAA determined in 2011, during the EIS for a replacement airport, that the relocation
project should not proceed at that time due to concerns about project cost and potential wildlife
impacts. Most recently, the 2018 Airport Master Plan included a site evaluation for a replacement
airport and concluded that FMAA should continue to upgrade the existing airport to comply with the
FAA airport design standards; and proceed with plans for a replacement airport as a long-term
solution. The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to
the south of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future
demand for apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed
for acquisition. The Proposed Action does not preclude plans for a replacement airport as a long-
term solution.
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Anonymous
May 25, 2022
Project Website Comment Form



] Comment 1

l

Comment 2

Comment 3

Anonymous comment received dated May 25, 2022

Response to Comment 1

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area. The remaining 10.4 acres would be developed as aviation facilities with pavements and
hangars. The Proposed Action would not cause or create an increase in aircraft operations at the
Airport.

Aside from developing 10.4 acres for aviation facilities, no additional development is proposed for
the property at this time. If development is proposed in the future, proposed projects will be subject
to review under NEPA.

Response to Comment 2
The Airport perimeter fence will be relocated to encompass the 10.4 aviation development area. No
additional fencing is proposed.

Response to Comment 3

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area. Areas currently used for livestock grazing will continue to be used as such under lease.
As discussed in Section 4.5 of the FEA, no public parks, trails, trailheads, or rodeo grounds will be
affected by the Proposed Action. The Broadford/River Street Loop is adjacent to the property
proposed for acquisition, but will not be affected by the Proposed Action. The only area in which the
airport perimeter fence will be relocated to incorporate is the 10.4-acre aviation development area.
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Robin Leahy
May 25, 2022
Email 11:05am
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Comment 1

Comment 2

Comment 3

Comment 4

Comment 5

Comment received from Robin Leahy dated May 25, 2022

Response to Comment 1

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area. The remaining 10.4 acres would be developed as aviation facilities with pavements and
hangars. The Proposed Action would not cause or create an increase in aircraft operations at the
Airport.

Aside from developing 10.4 acres for aviation facilities, no additional development is proposed for
the property at this time. If development is proposed in the future, proposed projects will be subject
to review under NEPA.

Response to Comment 2
The Airport perimeter fence will be relocated to encompass the 10.4 aviation development area. No
additional fencing is proposed.

Response to Comment 3

The purpose of the Proposed Action is to protect the approach and departure surfaces to the south
of SUN from incompatible development and land uses and to meet ongoing and future demand for
apron and hangar development by developing a small acreage of the property proposed for
acquisition.

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area. Areas currently used for livestock grazing will continue to be used as such under lease.

Response to Comment 4

The Proposed Action will have no impact to river access. As discussed in Section 4.5 of the FEA, no
public parks, trails, trailheads, or rodeo grounds will be affected by the Proposed Action. The
Broadford/River Street Loop is adjacent to the property proposed for acquisition, but will not be
affected by the Proposed Action. The only area in which the airport perimeter fence will be relocated
to incorporate is the 10.4-acre aviation development area.

Response to Comment 5

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area.

Chapter 4 in the FEA, Affected Environment, Environmental consequences, and Mitigation, evaluates
potential impacts related to the Proposed Action on each of the Environmental Impact Categories
defined by FAA Order 1050.1F. No significant impacts were identified as a result of the Proposed
Action.
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William Hughes
May 25, 2022
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Comment 1

Comment received from William F. Hughes dated May 25, 2022

Response to Comment 1
The document attached to Mr. Hughes’ comment dated May 25 is provided, as requested.

The attached material makes reference to systemic injustice. As documented in Section 4.12 of the
FEA, Socioeconomics, Environmental Justice, and Children’s Environmental Health and Safety Risks,
the Proposed Action, including acquisition of 386 acres and the development of 10.4 acres for
aviation purposes, is not likely to cause or create an increase in aircraft operations beyond those
expected under the No Action Alternative. Land use would remain the same following acquisition,
except the 10.4 acres developed for aviation uses, and project activities would not have significant
effects on air quality, climate, hazardous materials, noise, and water resources. The Proposed Action
would have no effect on economic activity, employment, income, housing, public services, social
conditions, or low income or minority populations in the vicinity of the Airport. Likewise, the
Proposed Action would have no significant effect on the environmental health of low income and
minority populations or children’s environmental health and safety.
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This e-mail was an attached item to Mr. Hughes’ comment dated May 25, 2022.
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Appendix H

Wood River Land Trust
June 10, 2022

Letter via Email Transmittal 12:30pm



Comment received from Amy Trujillo dated June 10, 2022

Response to Comment 1

The document attached to Ms. Trujillo’s comment dated June 10 is provided, as requested.
Comment 1
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Comment 2

Comment 3

Response to Comment 2

Under the Proposed Action, approximately 386 acres of land would be acquired, of which 375.6
acres would remain unchanged with agricultural use/irrigated pastureland throughout much of the
project area. The remaining 10.4 acres would be developed as aviation facilities with pavements and
hangars. The Airport perimeter fence will be relocated to encompass the 10.4 aviation development
area, and no additional fencing is proposed.

Aside from developing 10.4 acres for aviation facilities, no additional development is proposed for
the property at this time. If development is proposed in the future, proposed projects will be subject
to review under NEPA.

Response to Comment 3

As documented in Section 4.8 of the FEA, Historical, Architectural, Archaeological, and Cultural
Resources, the FMAA has agreed to include a condition in future lease agreements for the property
requiring the use and maintenance of the contributing and NRHP-eligible resources to the District to
be in compliance with the requirements and guidance of the Idaho State Historic Preservation Office
(SHPO) and that construction or improvements on contributing or individually eligible buildings and
structures be done with the approval of the Airport, in consultation with SHPO, and according to the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. This agreement by FMAA will be included in
the NEPA decision document relating to the Proposed Action and included as a special condition
describing required environmental mitigation in any future FAA grant for acquisition for use on the
property acquired under the Proposed Action.

As documented in Section 4.13 of the FEA, Visual Resources, the Proposed Action would not change
the visual character of the project area and the surroundings, except for the 10.4-acre aviation
development area, which would change pasturelands adjacent to existing airport facilities to apron,
hangars, and vehicle access and parking. Although the Proposed Action would result in a new visual
element from the 10.4-acre aviation development area within the District, the runway and
concentrations of existing hangars and apron parking areas are currently adjacent to the 10.4 acres,
already visible from the core of contributing resources of the District, and are located at the
periphery of the Historic District.
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