AGENDA ITEM SUMMARY

DATE: 6/4/2012 DEPARTMENT: Legal DEPT. HEAD SIGNATURE:

SUBJECT:

Friedman Memorial Airport Authority (“FMAA”) Meeting

AUTHORITY: 0 ID Code ' OIAR [ City Ordinance/Code
(IFAPPLICABLE) :

BACKGROUND/SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: |

| just reviewed the FMAA agenda and packet for the FMAA meeting scheduled for June 4, 2012. 1 am
attaching the agenda, the meeting brief and attachments #1 and #2. | believe there are two items of
interest. First, under Unfinished Business ( lII(A)(6)(a)), there will be a discussion about the Airport
Layout Plan. The FMAA is being asked to provide input on a proposed scope of work (Attachment #1) to
address interim safety improvements to the Friedman Memorial Airport. The proposed scope of work.
suggests that the study develop a “tiered approach. » The first tier will evaluate improvements which can
be done relatively quickly and inexpensively. The second tier will evaluate the more expensive
improvements. The last tier will address improvements which “must be undertaken if funding or
environmental concerns dictate that a new airport is no longer a possibility.” [ did not see a schedule or a
cost estimate. It is contemplated that this scope of work would be approved at the July FMAA meeting.

Second, a decision is being sought on a proposed scope of services (Attachment #2) to help develop an
Environmental Assessment which is apparently needed to allow commercial jet service into Friedman
Memorial Airport. This scope of services contains a schedule and cost estimates. There are two cost
estimates attached to the scope of services. | did not see an explanation for the different estimates. At
the very least, | would suggest that our representatives obtain an explanation.

| did not see anythmg else on the agenda, the meeting brief or any attachment which | feel shouid be
discussed during the City Council meeting. If you want access to the entlre FMAA packet, please go to
www.flyfma.com and click onto FMAA Meetmgs & Agendas.

Ned

FISCAL IMPACT / PROJECT FINANCIAL ANALYSIS: Casele #

Budget Line Item # YTD Line Item Balance $
Estimated Hours Spent to Date: Estimated Completion Date:
Staff Contact: ‘ Phone #

Comments:

" ACKNOWLEDGEMENT BY OTHER AFFECTED CITY DEPARTMENTS: (FAPPLICABLE)

City Attorney ____Clerk / Finance Director ~ ____ Engineer - ____ Building
___ Library ____Planning ____Fire Dept. o
Safety Committee _. P & Z Commission ___Police -
- Streets ____Public Works, Parks ____Mayor o

RECOMMENDATION FROM APPLICABLE DEPARTMENT HEAD:

Review and discuss the agenda and meeting brief. If appropriate, direct FMAA representatives on action
to be taken at the next FMAA meeting.

FOLLOW-UP REMARKS:
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Idaho. The proposed agenda for the meeting is as follows:

NOTICE OF A REGULAR MEETING

OF

THE FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a regqular meeting of the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority shalf be
held Tuesday, June 5, 2012 at 5:30 p.m. at the oid Blaine County Courthouse Meeting Room, Hailey,

APPROVE AGENDA

AGENDA
June 5, 2012

PUBLIC COMMENT (10 Minutes Allotted)

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

A

Airport Solutions
Chairman Report-
Blaine County Report
_City of Hailey Report
Airport Manager Report

ORON -

b. Other Discussion
6. Existing Site

Interim Communications Director Report
a. Communications Strategy

a.  Airport Layout Plan — Planning Process
Scope of Work — Attachment #1

7. Replacement Airport

8. Retain/Improve/Develop Air Service

a. FSVA Report

b. First Time Schedule Commercial - Jet éervice

Environmental Assessment (EA) — Attachment #2
c. Small Community Air Service Development Program Grant-in-Aid

9. Website Update

B. FY 13 Budget Process — Attachments #3 - #5

C. Election Timing of FMAA Officers

NEW BUSINESS

A. Gifts, Refreshments & Retail Concession — Attachment #6

DISCUSSION
DISCUSSION
DISCUSSION
DISCUSSION

DISCUSS/DIRECT/ACTION
DISCUSSION
DISCUSS/DIRECT
DISCUSS/DIRECT
DISCUSS/DIRECT
DISCUSS/DIRECT/ACTION

DISCUSS/DIRECT
DISCUSS/DIRECT

_DISCU'SS/DIRECT/ACTION

DISCUSS/DIRECT

DISCUSS/DIRECT

APPROVE FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY MEETING MINUTES OF:
A. May 1, 2012 Regular Mesting - Attachment #7

AIRPORT STAFF BRIEF

~IEmMMU 0wy

Noise Complaints
Parking Lot Update

Profit & Loss, ATCT Traffic Operations Count
and Enplanement Data — Attachments #8 - #11
Review Correspondence — Attachment #12

Fly Sun Valiey Alliance Update — Attachments #13, #14

Airport Weather Interruptions

License and Use Agreement Off-Airport Rental Car Operator

Employee of 1 Quarter, 2012 — Attachment #15

Law Enforcement Officer (LEO) Reimbursement Program

PUBLIC COMMENT

ADJOURNMENT

ACTION

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 SO, PLEASE CONTACT THE AIRPORT MANAGER'S OFFICE AT LEAST ONE WEEK IN ADVANCE BY CALLING 788-4956 OR WRITING TO P.O. BOX 929, HAILEY, IDAHO 83333.
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N UNFINISHED BUSINESS

A. Airport Solutions

1.

FMAA Meeting Brief 06.05.1-

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

Chairman Report

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

Biaine County Repart

. This item is on the agenda to permit 3 County report if appropriate,

City of Hailey Report | |

Tﬁis item is Oh fhe agenda tc permit a City report if appropriate.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Diécz:ssioh

Airport Manager Report

This item'is on the agenda to permit an Airpori Manager's report if appropriate,

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion

. 'l,nterim' Communications Director Report

a. Communications Strategy

in the May FMAA meeting, Commissioner Bowman exprassed concern v
about the workioad for Airport Manager Rick Baird with regards fo email
carrespondence with citizens. Interim Communications Director, Candice
Pate, will present additional tactics ajmed at upholding our goal of
remaining open and transparent, while proactively communicating with
the public in the most efficient way possible.

BOARD ACTION: . 1. Discuss/Direct/Action
b. Other Discussion

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discussion
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6. Euxisting Site

a. Airport Layout Pan — Planning Process
Scope of Work — Attachment #1

Following the May FMAA mesting, Airport Manager and Dave Mitchell
from T-O Engineers, participated in a conference call with FAA staff to
discuss the outcome of that meeting and determine the next steps in
development of a scope of work. During that call, FAA expressed that
current policy is not supportive of stand-alone Airport Layout Plan
updates. Instead, they would prefer that we fitle this study a “Planning
Study”, and that this study will consider Modifications of Standards for the
Airport. An ALP will be a product of the study, but the focus of the
planning effort will be on potential improvements to the Airport and where
needed, preparation of documentation necessary to apply for
Modifications of Standards. : '

A draft Scope of Work is included as Attachment #1. Afrport Manager and
Dave Mitchell from T-O will present the draft scope and request input from
the Board in order to finalize the scope and proceed with negotiations In
anficipation of the July FMAA meeting.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct
7. Replacement Airport

As you know, the Airport Manager has reporied previously that the FAA would
wait uniil the Safety Management System process had been completed to begin
discussions related fo the suspended EIS and the community’s- ultimate solution
to meet FAA design standards and future aviation needs at a replacement airport,
As the Safety Management System meetings were winding towards conclusion
the Airport Manager asked if it was time to begin discussing the community's
ultimate solution. It quickly became apparent that the right managers were not in
attendance and that an appropriate discussion would take place at a later date.
This item is on the agenda as a place holder in case information related to a
discussion with the FAA requires updating.

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct
8. Retainlﬁmpmve!Devélop Air Service
a. FSVA Report
This item is on the agenda to pehﬁit a report if appropriate,

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct

FMAA Mesting Brief 06-05-12
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b. First Time Schedule Commercial — Jet Service
Environmental Assessment (EA) — Attachment #2

As discussed in the May Board meeting, an environmental assessment is
necessary due to SkyWest’s application for Operations Specifications
approval at Friedman. Though commergial jet service has been provided
at the airport in the past, the FAA has determined that an EA is required,
due fo the long time period since that service ended. Mead & Hunt and T-
O Engineers have developed a Scope of Services and Fes for this effort
(Attachment #2). Board review and approval of the scope and fee are
requested, along with approval to enter into a contract with T-O
Engineers, Inc. fo complete this study. {Mead & Hunt, though responsible
for the bulk of the project effort, will serve as a sub-consultant to T-0.) .

BOARD ACTION: 1. Discusleirect/Actioh
c. Small Community Air Service Development Program Gfant-ln-Aid

The Depariment of Transportation has announced that it is soliciting
proposais for the Small Community Air Service Development Program
(SCASDP). SCASDP provides grant-in-aid financial assistance to small
communities to improve their air service. The depariment has up to $14
mitlion available for grant awards, made available by the FAA
Modernization and Reform Act of 2012. As you know this community led
by the City of Hailley was awarded a similar grant several years ago. That
SCASDP grant in fact initiated the LA to Hailey service to this community.
The Friedman Memorial Airport, FSVA, Boise Airport, City of Boise and
others are working to put together a public/private partnership that works
to improve access to the Boise and Wood River Valley communities..

9. Website Update

As suggested in the March Board meeting by the Airport's Interim .
Communications Director, the process to merge the FMA website with the
Replacement Airport website has been initiated. A propesal has been requested
and received from Marketing By Design. Staff anticipates the review of the
proposal to be completed and that a recommendation will be presented to the
Board at the June meeting.

BDARD ACTION: 1. Discuss/Direct

B. FY '13 Budget Process - Attachments #3 - #5

Attached for your review are the preliminary FY 13 Budget Worksheets. The
Friedman Memorial Airport Authority Rates and Charges Policy states, “Each year,

* during the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority bucdget process, which takes place
from June through September, rates, fees, tolls or charges for the use or availability
of the facilities of the Airport 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

FMAA Meeting Brief 06-05-12
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revenues generated by the Airport and any iocal faxes 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 wcrkmg on a preliminary FY 13 Draft
Budget for two months. More Staff analysis is yet to take place on the budget. Again,
these budget worksheets are extremely preliminary and will require more
assessmentfine tuning. A finished document-proposed budget will be presented for
Board consideration in the July packet.

Staff has completed an exhaustive analysis of required operating and capitalization
expenses for FY "13. This analysis has integrated all available research, information
and responsible projection regarding next year's “cost-to-do-business”, including
specific causes of expense. This budget includes a projection of revenue and
expense relative to continuation of the EIS, as well as a projection of revenue and
expense relative to the ALP process.

The ever-changing crystal ball that reflects what may be the future of FMA, along with
the ongeing turbulent national economy contindes to challenge Staff in our effort to
efficiently and responsibly develop a viable economic roadmap for the coming vear.
We are confident that our collective experience and grasp of the legitimate financial
requiremenis and capabilities of FMA have led us to a product that the Board can
trust and support.

The Preliminary FY '13 Budget Worksheets do not include revenue based on any
Rates and Charges adjustments. While it is Staff opinion that a review of Rates &
Charges is appropriate, to include consideration of some adjustments, the Board fruly
needs {0 provide that guidance,

Attachment #3 is Preliminary FY 13 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 disiraction of federal grants. The
‘A’ Budget in these worksheets includes no cost of living compensation increases.
They do include a line item with enough revenue to support a 3% discretionary merit
option for hourly employees.

Attachment #4 is the Preliminary Budget Worksheet {Combined). The combined work
sheet is the draft proposed budget for FY *13. Itincludes $4,887,371.00 in AlP-
eligible expenses for the EIS ($1,726,318.00), existing airport ALP
planning/implementation ($2,608,421.00) and snow removal equipment acquisition
($552,632.00). It also includes $140,000.00 in non-AlP-eligible expenses for the EIS
and existing site prajects.

Attachment #5 is the existing Rates & Charges schedule. As the Board can see,
Rates & Charges have not been adjusted in quite some time. As previously stated,
Staff will await guidance from the Board regarding review and possible Rates &
Charges adjustments. The budget affords the Board the opportunity to operate

- FMA on a daily basis as well as continuing the financial ability to maintain the
contlnurty of efforts referenced earlier in this brief.

The Board can anticipate presentation of this budget, with any changes or
refinements such as may be deemed necessary, in the July Board Brief. Copies of

FiiAA Meeting Brief 06-05-12
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the proposed budget and proposed rates and charges will be available at the Airport
Manager's Office for public review. As per the Joint Powers Agreement, the Board is
required to hold 2 public hearing on or before the first Tuesday in August and o
approve the budget on or before August 15", -

BOARD ACTION: 1. Provide gu:dance related to Rates & Charges
. adjustments

2. Schedule a July Board meeting adequate to
‘ accommodate budget review and discussion.

‘3. - Discuss and direct Staff to establish Public Hearing for
. proposed FY 13 Budget '

C. Election Timing of FMAA Officers

In the May mesting the Board requested this item be placed on the June agenda for
discussion. ,

BOARD ACTION: 1.  Discuss/Direct

A NEW BUSINESS

A, Gifts, Refreshments & Retail Ct_méession - Attachment ¥6
After just one month of operation, due to irreconcilable differehces the pariners of
Runway Cafe, LLC have dissolved their LLC, which effectively termmated their
concession agreement wuth the Airport.
Altachment #5 is 2 Request for Proposals (RFP) for a gift shop/snack bar cdncession
at the airport passenger terminal. Staff will review the proposals received with the
Lease/Finance committee, conduct interviews and anhcnpates a recommendatmn
during the July Board meeting.

BOARD ACTION: 1. - Discuss/Direct .

V.  APPROVE FRIEDMAN MEMORIAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY ME_ETING MINUTES OF:
_A. May 1, 2012 Reguiar Meeting — Attachment #7A

BOARD ACTION: 1.  Action

FMAA Meeting Brief 08-05-12
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V.  AIRPORT STAFF BRIEF

A. Noise Compiaints:

-AIRCRAFT INCIDENT

LOCATION DATE TIME TYPE DESCRIPTION

ACTION TAKEN

Chantrelle

».'3 8:26 am Stage H det  Low/Loud approach

Research showed that
the alreraft performed a
perfectly normal appraach
to the airport, consistent
with Noise Abatement
procedures. Ops Chief
spoke w/calier, who
acknowledged having not
actually seen the aircraft,
only heard it.

Chantrelie

513 8:26am  Stage ll Jet Low/Loud approach

Same event as above.
Ops Chief spoke with
caller, who claimed that
the aircraft was so low, it
had to climb to clear trees
at Eccles Ranch. Various
eye witnesses on the
airport, tc the operation,
dispute the assertion,

3!‘5 AVE
Hailey

. . Low appreach from the
5/8 12:.30 pm  Sgl Engine north.

Caller, a Chanfrelie
resident who was visiting
a residence an 3" Ave-
Hailey, stated that a
*huge” airplane came in .
low enough that it
frightened children. This

- pperation was foliowed

then by ancther simitar
aircraft operation.
Research demonstrated
that both aircraft, which
were actually foliowed by
twe more aircraft {all
single engine small
aircraft) operated
appropriately and within
the guidelines of Noise
Abatement. The aircraft
were approaching the
airport from the north
because there was a wind
out of the south in excess
of 10kis.

FMAA Maesfing Brief 06-05-12
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B. Parking Lot Update

The Car Park Gross!Nét Revenues

FY 2010 FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2011 FY 2012
Gross Net Gross Net Net
April $13,275.16 $5,552.61 | $13,042.50

- €. Profit & Loss, ATCT Traffic Operations Count

and Enplanement Data - Attachments #8 - #11

$4,584.00 | $12,035.00 $4,550.00

- Aftachment #8 is Friedman Memorial Airport Profit & Loss through March 2012.
Attachment #9 is air traffic control tower traffic operations data for April 2012,
Attachment #10 is 2001 - 2012 air traffic contro! operations data comparison by
month. Attachment #11 is 2008 - 2012 enplanement data including non-revenue
passengers. The following revenue and expense analysis is provided for Board

information and review:

Total Non-Federal Revenué
Total Non-Federal Revenue

Total Non-Federal Revenue
Total Non-Federal Revenue

Total Non-Federal Expenses

Total Non-Federal Expenses

~ Total Non-Federal Expenses
Total Non-Federal Expenses

March 2011/2012

*Net income to include Federal Programs

*Net income fo include Federal Programs
*Difference in net income is related to federal transactions.

March, 2012
farch, 2011 .

FY 12 thru March

FY 11 thru March

March, 2012

- March, 2011

FY 12 thru March

FY 11 thru March

FY '12 thru March
FY '11 thru March

D. Review Correspondence - Attachment #12

Attachment #12 is information included for Board review.

E. Fly Sun Valley Alliance Update — Attachments #13, #14

$135,226.65
$135,052.04

$938,992.69
$912,686.59

$141,739.83
$122,490.07

$1,027,463.52
$989,578.37

$-210,514.57
$-356,224.55

Attachment #13 is the April 8, 2012 Fly Sun Valiey Alliance Meeting Minutes.
Attachment #14 is the May 14, 2012 Fly Sun Valley Alliance Meeting Agenda.

FMAA Meefing Brief 06-05-12
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F. Airport Weather Interruptions for May, 2012

Airline Flight Canceliations Flight Diversions
Horizon Air ** N/A N/A
SkyWest 1 {WX) ' 1{WX)
Wx: Weather Mech: Mechanical

Harizon Air suspended SUN service March 25. Service will resume June 3 fo Seattle
and June 22 to Los Angeles. ’

G. License and Use Agreement Off-Airport Rental Car Operator |

Mr. Scott Reese, Enterprise Rent-A-Car, has indicated that the Off-Airport Rental Car
License and Use Agreement has been signed and they are anticipating they will be
ready to operate before the end of the month. Staff will have an update in the June
Board meeting.

H. Employee of the 1* Quarter, 2012 — Attachment #15

Ms. Christine Keyes, The Car Park employee, was se]ec:ted as the Friedman
Mermorial Airport Employee of the 1% Quarter, 2012. Customer service, knowledge of
the airport, responsibility, flexibility and professionalism are among the qualities in the
selection process, ltisa pleasure to have a dedicated individual at the Airport to
provide excellent customer service and who is courfeous to our customers and
employees. Christine is willing to work at The Car Park in a moment’s nofice if
needed, even on her day offl These qualities have resulied In Christine’s nomination
and selection as Employee of the Quarter.

. Law Enforcement Officer (LEQO} Reimbursement Program

On 10/01/2007 the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority (FMAA} and the
Transportation Security Administration (TSA) entered into a five year Cooperative
Agreement (CA), number HSTS0208HSLR273 providing partial reimbursement for
Law Enforcement Officer (LEQO) services at the Friedman Memorial Airport. During
this time FMAA has encountered a number of procedural challenges that have
compromised the programs sustainability. The Friedman Memorial Alrport’s financial
burden has escalated during the current Cooperative Agreement (CA) term, to
inciude unexpected cuts to the reimbursement raie, delayed and or nonpayment for
services. The original CA will expire on 09/30/2012, requiring Staff to reapply for
future assistance. At this time there are three options {o consider.

Option One: :
TSA has recently posted Solicitation Number HSTS02-12-R-SLR 349 that would give
FMAA an opportunity to re-apply for partial reimbursement for LEO services. Staff is
faced with a number of challenges related to this option fo include the following. TSA
has not provided the Friedman Memorial Airport with a “Not to Exceed” hourly
reimbursement rate, making it very difficult to budget for future LEQO services.

- Language within the Solicitation states that “TSA Wil provide, based on the
avaifability of funds, partial reimbursement to Participants fo offset the cost of carry
out aviation law enforcement (LE) responsibilities in support of TSA screening

FMAA Meeting Brief 06-05-12
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activities.” The possible lack of Federal assistance would impose significant
budgetary issues for the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority. In addition the
combined synopsis/solicitation number HSTS02-12-R-SLR348 submittal process and
deadiine of 06/08/2012 will prove challenging.

Option Twe: :
Due to the challenges as referenced above, the Friedman Memorial Airport Authority

(FMAA) has requested relief as of October 1, 2012 from Law Enforcement Officer
support as outlined within SD 1542-01-07M. TSA has indicated that they would
support this option and would pursue program relief as requested.

Option Three: K
Staff could pursue both oplions number one and two, possibly aliowing time to pla

and coordinate on behalf of LEQ services at the Friedman Memorial Airport. TSA
would continue to request program relief in paralle! with the solicitation process as
described above. :

© Vil. PUBLIC COMMENT

Vill. . ADJOURNMENT -

FMAA Meeting Brisf 06-05-12
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ATTACHMENT #1

Friedman Memorial Airport {SUN)
Hailey, idaho
Airport Planning Study

Draft Scope of Work
May 31, 2012
Sponsor: Friedman Memorial Airport Authority

Consultant: T-O Engineers, Inc. in association with Mead & Hunt, Inc. and Jviation, inc,

introduction

The Friedman Memortal Alrport is located In Hailsy, idaho. This airport serves the Wood River Valley
region of idahe, including the Sun Valley Resort area. The airport is served by two commercial service air
carriers: SkyWest and Horizon Air. A large number of corporate jet and other general aviation aircraft
also use the airfield for business, recreation and travel to and from the large number of second homes in
the area. ‘

The airport is located in a high mountain valley and is surrounded by severe terrain. Due to this terrain,
precision instrument approaches are not available and inclement weather causes multiple delays and
diversions. The airport also has a limited amount of property and is bounded on three sides by State
Highway 75 and an existing light industrial development.- Due primarily fo this constrained environment,
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) design standards are not met at the existing site, and the
community has been working for over 20 years to resolve this issue.

Until recently, the planned solution was to relocate the airpori o a new site south of the existing airport
and away from the valley cities. The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) was conducting an
Environmental impact Statement (EIS) study for 2 new locafion until the decision was made fo suspand
the study in August 2011, due to financial and environmental concems with the sites under consideration.

A relocated airport is still the ulimate solution, as it will provide airport infrastructure that will meet
standards and provide a refiable all-weather airport. Locating a site and building a new alrport is fikely to
take time, however, and the airport must make some improvements in order to survive and thrive at the
existing airport site. : :

. The purpose of this Planning Study is to develop a plan to mest standards wherever possible, provide an
equivalent level of safety where standards can't be met and to improve reliability to the extent practical.

Project Understanding

Available data and public sentiment boih indicate that air service is critical fo the economy of the Wood
River Valley region. The economy of this region is largely driven by fourism and the second home
market, both of which rely on commercial and general aviation air service. The community’s overarching
goal is io retain, improve and develop air service (especially commercial service) at the existing site. The
goal is to survive and thrive at the existing site and carry that momentum o & new site, where the airport
can continue (o grow In its role as a transportation hub and economic engine for the region.

T ERNGINEERS ' F"AGE 1
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Friedman Memorial Airport {SUN}
Alrpert Planning Study
praft Scope of Work — May 33, 2012

SRR TR AR e B S Y EbdeRe s T e

Two main factors threaten the vitality of commercial service at the exisﬁng'airport site:

1. The airport does not meet current FAA design standards. Traffic by aircraft such as the
Bombardier Q400, cperated by Horizon Air, and several models of large GA aircraft (e.g.,
Gulistream G-V and Bombardier Global Express) indicates that the Airport Reference Code for
the airpert is C-li. Due to the geometry of the existing site, the airport does not meet standards
for many criteria, most crifically Runway Safely Area and Runway Object Free Area. Currently,
operational restrictions allow the Q400 o operate at the airport, but these restrictions were
intended as a temporary measure until the new airport was constructed. Addifionally, SkyWest
Airlines has recently requested permission from the FAA to operate the Canadair Regional Jet
{CRJ) 700 at SUN. The CRJ700 is a C-ll aircraft, and the airport does not meet C-ll standards,
either. Improvements toward meeting these standards must be made, in order to retain and
improve air service. Commercial air service operations at an airport are subject fo review and
approval by the FAA, and these areas where standards are not met could stand in the way of that
approval.

2. Reliabiiity of the current airport is poor, especially during the winter months. Due to the severe
terrain in the vicinity of the airport, visibility minimums are very high for 2 commercial airport. This
means that, when clouds, fog or storms are in the vicinity of the airport, aircrafi cannot safely land
using existing published procedures. In tum, this requires commercial flights to either be
cancelled or to divert to Twin Falls or Boise, where passengers are then bussed to the Wood
River Valley. Available data indicates that these diversions and cancellations lead travelers to
choose not to fly to the airport. Initial analysis indicates that existing instrument approach
procedures could be improved, or that better approaches may be possible. Any improvement in
-‘minimums will have an associated improvement in reliability, which will improve air service at the
airport.

The purpose of this Planning Study is to address the two areas described above: non-t:ompliante'with

standards and rehablirty This study differs from a traditional Airport Master Plan Update in the fo!lowzng
. pHmary ways:

First, the purpose of this study is not {o accommodate future demand. The ultimate solution to
the issues faced by the airport is a new airport, which will meet design standards while meeting
current and future demand. The purpose of this planning study is to develop alternatives that will
meet standards to the extent practical, while a new airport site is located and the enwronmental
and development process for the new airport moves forward.

Second, this planning study will not include operational forecasts. The purpose of this study is to
evaluate options to improve the airport to meet standards for the traffic that is currently using the
airport, not to accommodate future demand, as described above. Forecasts prepared for the
airport’s most recent Master Plan Update and for the Environmenial Impact Statement process
are assumed fo be adequate, along with current operational information.

Third, the planning study is constrained. As the ullimate solution for the issues faced by the -
airport is & new airport, improvements to the existing airpert site will be limited to the minimum
necessary fo meet standards. Any improvements that require significant investment of funds or

significant expansion of the airport property will only be pursued further if no other alternatives
exist

T-0 ENGINEERS . , Page 2
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Eriedman Memorial Airport {SUN})
Airport Planning Study
Draft Scope of Work —~ May 31, 2012

This planning study will focus on interim safety improvements at the existing airport site. These
improvemants are desmed interim, because the intent is fo make these improvements with the
understanding that the ultimate solution is a2 new airport, Due to the location and constraints of the
existing site, full compliance with standards will not be feasible. Instead, this planning study wili include
preparation of calculations and documentation to request modifications of standards for certain elements
of airfield design. :

The ultimate goal of this study is to develop a “fiered approach” to improvements at the existing site. The
- first tier of improvements will include projects that can be done relatively quickly and inexpensively, with
minimum impact to the immediate airport environment. These projects couid be implemented, while the
process of bullding a new aifport moves forward. If, after the first f projects are completed, it is evident
that the new airport is still many yvears away, it may be nece > move forward with the next tier of
prOJects Projects in this category wrll include lmprovements atirequire more significant investment and
ple of this tier is a project that
raft parking. The final tier of
fl concerns dictate that a new

required acquisition of a large amount of property i
projects would be efforts that must be undertaken if.f

o high minimums réquired by terrain
: often hmlted durmc winter months,

instrument capabiliies at the airport
adjacent to the airport. Due to these
resulting in many diversions and dela

This planning study wil
deveiop a new Airport
identified duri

he following section summarizes significant events that
ity find themselves in today.

conchuded that an alternativ ort site existed along U.S, Highway 20, in the vicinity of the Moonstone
Ranch. Limitations on FAA and a lack of community support at that time dictated that the airport
remain at ifs current location. An alrport Master Planning Process was initiated, which concluded with the
publication of the 1984 Master Plan Update report. This document recommended a comprehensive
improvement program aimed at compliance with Alport Reference Code B-lll standards. While
significant activity by C-l and D-li private aircraft existed at that fims, the B-ll standard was compatible
with the current and foreseesable air carrier flest.

A significant aspect of the 1994 plan was a preamble, which formed the basis of many planning decisions
made since that time. This preamble says, in part {underline added for emphasis):

T-D ENGINEERS PAGE 3
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Friedman Memorisl Airport (SUN}
Airport Planning Study
Draft 3cope of Work — May 31,2012

“The Friedman Memorial Airport is critical to the success of our resort economy, yet it has an
enommous impact on the adiacent community. The goals of this Master Pian are to efiminate as
many of the safety deviations as possible while not expanding the impact on the adjacent
community. We seek the highest quality and safest airport possible, within the physical
fimitations imposed by the geography and the human use of adjacent lands. As pressure for use
reaches the physical limits of the faciiity, we need to look for alfemaftves away from the valley
cifies, rather than expansion at the present site.”

It has been reported that during this timeframe FMAA believed, incorrectly, that it had some ability to limit
the size of aircraft which could use the airfield. Improvements associated with recommendations
contained in this plan included a runway shift to the south, removalirelocatlon of hangars, relocation of
parallel taxiways and relocation aircraft parking aprons. An Airp
1098, which addressed the specifics of improvements
eliminated, improved or continue to exist. The principle ofén
adhered to in principle. )

However, in 2001 Horizon Air commenced operatro
Airport Reference Code C-Ill aircraft.
Bl standards-was siill underway,
improvements but {o also commencs a mi
standards.

This master planning pro
Master Plan .Update. :

was made that achievi
Plan and Capital Im
impravements and enhance o benefit commercial service in the interim {up to 10 years). Proposed
improvements were subsequently completed between 2005 and 2007,

While these improvements were being made, an Airport Site Selection and Feasibility Study was
undertaken. The Study was completed in 2006 and included the evaluation of 16 altemiate sites, three in
detail. The Study concluded that all finalist sites were feasible but that Site 10, located closest to the
resort community, along State Highway 75 and within Blaine County, was the preferred location. The
FAA agreed to proceed with an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process, as requested by the
Alirport Authority.
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During the period of 2007 to late Summer 2011, the FAA and their consultant team conducted an
independent site evaluation process and assessed possible impacts 1o the environment. Key elements of
. this study effart include:

¢ As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, the study was conducted with an “amm’s
length” approach that limited community input on the process.
» 17 sltes were independently evaluated for ability fo meet standards, provide sngnnr icant
improvement to reliability and to sccommadate future demand.
» Three finalist sites (all within Blaine County) were selected lnmally. which was narrowed to two in
2010 s
o Site 104, located near the original Site 10 in southe

initial planning of the two {inalist sites complete
either site to be in excess of $300 million.

in August 2011, the FAA suspended 't p concerns with project aﬁordablilty and
enviranmental issues It was noted tha .thi» 3 i cess would allow the FAA to enter mto

2.
3.

struction of a new airport will take time, and is willing to make needed
g site to retain air service and mxprove safety.

The community realizes
improvements fo t

The Airport's sponsors, Blaine County and City of Hailey have developed policy positions derived from
their assessment of community needs and goals. Each sponsor's policies are iisted below and will serve
as the guiding principles for this planning study and all recommendations.
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‘Blaine County Airport Proiect Guiding Princinles

1. Robust cornmercial and general aviation transportation service and infrastructure are vitaf to
the economy of Blaine County.

2. Mesting federal design and safety standards in air and ground operations is paramount in
planning for air service and relafed infrastructure.

3. Al service and infrastructure improvements are affordable and achievable.

4. Mm;m:zmg environmental :mpacts is a high pnonty in planning for and implementing air
service and mﬁ'astructure improvemenfs '

5, Air Service is an important and interconnected mode .of fransportation for Blaine County and

-the region.

6. A replacement airport south of Bellevue along.State Highway 75 isithe long term solution and
. objective.. '

7. - Airport governance issues are addressed timely,including Amended Join

implementation and further amendment as needed

wers Agreement

Friedman Memon Al that addresses potenfial ref:abt!yt impravements, as welf as FAA
design standard deficiencies. Until the ALP is developed and presented for consideration by
.the City, the City supports the presenr confi guraf:on and operation of Friedman Memona}
Alrport.

6. In reviewing reliability improvement issues and issues related to FAA design standard
compliance, the City will balance any increased reliability with the potential for increased
impacts to our citizens and the costs associated with improvements to refiability.

7. The C:ty supports the Friedman Memorial Airport; however that support cannot continue if
airport operations and/or physical layout jeopardize the heafth, safety ar quality of life for
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2

Hailey citizens (e.g., northern approaches). Safety and quality of fife should never be
compromised in favor of any other guiding priniciple.

8 The joint governing authorities should develop concrete steps for a dual path approach: short
term safely improvements and long ferm relocation.

Since the adoption of these guiding principles by both sponsors, two other key svents have taken place.

First, SkyWest Afrlines requested operations specifications approval to operate the Canadair RJ 700
between Hailey and Salt Lake City, in place of the Embraer EMB120 that they currently operate. The role
and viability of Regional Jets in the air carrier fleet serving the Wood: gver Valley has been considered for
the last decade as airlines have been replacing their regionat, turboprop aircraft with 50-, 70-, and 90-
passe’nger Regiona{ Jets, With SkyWest’s request this has e reglity for the airport. The GRJ700

current state of the airport
identified during previous a
April 25, 2012:

g quanﬂfy areas of deficiencies. Four major areas of deficiencies have been
nd during a Safety Case Analysis that was conducted at the airport on

1. Runway Safety Area: The Runway Safety Area does not meet C-ll or C-lll design standards, due
to the location of taxiways or partions of taxiways within the RSA on both sides of the runway.

2. Runway Object Free Area; The existing airport does not meet C-Ii or C-lli design standards, due
to the presence of the air traffic control tower, terminal aircraft parking, east perimeter fence and
Highway 75, along with other objecis.

3. Runway to Parallel Taxiway Parking Separation: Separation standards for runway centerline to
paraliel taxiway centerling are 300 feet for C-ll and 400 feet for C-fll. The current separation
varies from 180 feet to 335 feet for the various segments of paraliel taxiway.
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4. Runway o Aircraft Parking Separation: By standards, the distance between runway centeriine
and aircraft parking should be 400 feet for C-If and 500 fest for C-lll airports. Parking nearer than
this exists in many locations at the airport.

These deficiencies will be analyzed in detail and altematives will be developed to address them. Where

no feasible solution exists, justification for Medifications of Standards will be developed. It is critical to

note that FAA policy does not allow for Modifications of Standards for Runway Safety Areas. For the
" other areas of deficiencies, Modifications of Standards will be pursued. ’ ‘

- The Modifications of Standards process can be time-consuming, as they must be approved at FAA
headquarters. For this reason, identification of deficiencies and :preparation of documentation and
justificafion for any required Modifications will be critical early i rofect. Approvaii of any requested
modifications will be necessary before completion of the Airp ut Plan and other documents. Work

Once approved Modifications of Standards b
improvement Program and final namative report

Planning“Study at Friedman Memorial Aiport, particularly to
Professional Services Agreement, contract negotiation and

ect schedule are important to guide the project through subsequent
js development of a comprehensive scope of services, definition of
effort necessary to accomplish he :work scope and the preparation of a reslistic work effort and cost
estimates for completing the k. It also serves io organize the prcuect team, which includes the
Consultant Team, Airport Management, and the FAA.

Element 2: Project Management

This element will provide appropriate direction and management for the development of this Planning
Study as each assignment is undertaken and completed. Constant management will be required
throughout the project, inciuding management of the project team; internal and external communication;
quality control; grant administration and budgst tracking. -
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2.2 Project Management

This element is an on-going process throughout the project that includes developing an internal structure
for the project processes and communication with the project team. Project management duties include:

‘s Defining roles and responsibilities for team members.

e Developing a project plan and schedule.

e Daeveloping a project strategy and modifying, as i'equired.

« Initiating project activities in sequence, to maximize efficiency and effectiveness.
e Monitoring progress and making required adjusiments.

3.2 internal Communication

This element includes regular formal communication, throughout the project to discuss progress,
challenges and other Issues related to the progress of the work. This for :a! communication is anticipated
to include the following:

s Bi-weekly teleconferences of project ma gers and key individua }om each firm. It is
anficipated that project managers will pamvnpate iin all calls, and the key :ndi\ﬁduals parhclpatlng
will vary, based on the work bemg undertaken at the tim :

« One face-fo-face meeting will be: held at the Consultant’s office in Boise, idaho. This mesting is
anticipated to last at least one" day, plus .travel fime~ and the purpose will be to brainstorm
alternatives in detail. :

Externat Co

Monthiy status reports: submltted to the Sponsor and FAA with each month's invoice.

® Regular emaxl and telep one commumcatnon with the Sponsor and FAA as needed to address
specific :ssues and coordinate variots aspects of the project.

» Monthly teleco ferences to d]scuss project status. It is anticipated that participants will include
the Airport Maf’xager Prcject Managers from each member of the Consultant Team, FAA
representatives and others, as appropriate.

s Two additional teleconferences will be planned for sigmﬁcant project milestones

o Monthly status updates to the FMAA board by the Consultant Team’s Project Manager.

» Two meetlings in Seattle, one involving the Airport Manager and Project Managers from T-0,

Mead & Hunt and Jviation and the second involving only the Alrport Manager and T-O’s project

manager.

2.4  Quality Control

internal processes will be used to ensure the qualify of all work products. These processes will include:
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= Estabiish 2 quality controf plan for use by members of the consultant team. This plan will include
identification of responsibilities and checklists or other means to check and document the quality -
of each item. :

e Monthly assessments of progress by project leaders familiar with the type of work underway.

« Quality assurance/control reviews will be completed by a senior T-O Engineers consultant prior to
shipment outside of the Project Team.

e Work prepared by T-O Engineers will be reviewed for quality by a senior member of Mead & Hunt
or Jviation prior {o shipment.

Element 3  Public involvement

Public involvement throughout the process is critical fo success of any planning effort
Communicating with the public will be an on-going elemen The Friedman Memorial Airport
Authority has many excellent processes in place to communicate withithe public, and this study will use

lace during regularly
ley. As described in
Element 2, the Consultant Team will pr
provides opportunity for public comme

s Newsletiers: A separat newsletter will not be prepared for this project. - Instead, the Consultant
will provide information to airport staff for inclusion in their electronic newsletters.

Tasks that are included in this element are described below.
3.1 Alrport Board Meetings

in addition to monthiy status updates at FMAA meetings, the Project Manager and other key personnel as
needed will participate in Airport Board meetings to present alternatives to the Board and the public. itis
anticipated that this will be necessary every other month. This effort will require preparation of FowerPoint
slides and documents related to findings and presenting at meetings, as negessary.
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3.2  Open Houses/Workshops

Plan, prepare for and attend twe public open houses/workshops during the course of the project. It is
anficipated that one of these public meetings will be held before completion of the Modifications of
Standards documentation and the second before completion of the Airport Layout Plan drawing set.
Meetings will be held in Hailey or one of the surrounding communities, at a location to be arranged for by
the Sponsor. The Consultant Team will be required to prepare all information for the meeting, including a
PowerPoint presentation, graphic displays and handouts for participants. Comments will be collected and
documented, to be included in the narrative repart for the planning effort.

2.3 Prqéeé:t information

ff.for use in publishing information on
is information will be provided as

The Consultant Team will provide project information to Airp
the airport web site and/or in email communication to stakeholders.
follows: E

« Weekly updates on the progress of the sl d focusing on milesione:
» Graphics and documents prepared for off

publication.

in PDF format for

34  Documentation
The public involvement process will be doc
aciions taken and comments. recelved will

addressed during this fannmg Study. Much of this work has been compieted in previous studies and
during the recent Safety nalysis, and this element will collect and summaiize those previous
_ findings. Additienally, an additional check of the alrport relative fo design standards will be completed.

Known areas of non-compliance include: Runway Safety Area (dimensions and transverse grading);
Runway Object Free Area; Runway to Parallel Taxiway Separation; and Runway to Ajrcraft Parking
Separation. There may be other areas that do not meet standards or that may need io be addressed in
order fo improve reliability or safety. An sxample would be obstructions, which could limit the approach
capabilities at the airport.
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© Findings from this element will be summarized in & draft chapter that will ulimately be incorporated into a
final narrative report. This chapter will describe the existing facility and areas where the facility does nat
meet standards based on current traffic.

Element S Alternatives

This element will analyze altematives to address the various areas of non-compliance. This will include
both alternatives for physical improvements that will correct each situation and potential Modifications of
Standards that will be pursused. For ease of discussion, the different areas of non-compliance are
discussed separately here, but they must be considered together so that solutions for one area do not
create a conflict with anather standard.

. 5.1 Runwa»f Safety Area,

The esxisting Runway Safely Area does not meet standards in two w.
lateral safety area (i.e., the portion of the safety n either side of tha
there are some areas where the transverse grading of the safety area is slightly
standards aliow. : :

way) on both sides and
eper ar shallower than

Current FAA pohcy does not permlt Modifications of Standa r Runway Safe rea dimensions;

o
- ‘of the terminal building
«  Removal of hangér( penetrate the Object Free Area.
« Relocation of the air traffic control tower,
« Replace the existing fence with a frangible fence.
= Relocate State Highway 75. Is this possible? Will the State consider it? What would the impacts '
be to the community? What would it cost?

Due to the high cost and impact of some of these altematives, Modificafions of Standards for some of
these situations will likely be preferable. Therefore, analysis of where to apply for Modifications of
Standards and development of documentation will be an aspect of this element.
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5.3 Runway to Parallel Taxiway Separation

The standard separation between runway and taxiway centerlines is 400 feet for C-lli and 300 fest for C-
ll. The current separation at the airport varies from 250 feet to 335 fest for Taxiway B and from 180 feat
to 260 feet for Taxiway A,

This element will evaluate various alternafives to mest these standards, Clearly, meeting C-lll separation
will be extremely difficult, as it will require either moving both Highway 75 and the runway to the east or
relocating nearly all of the buildings on the west side of the airport, including the terminal, Achieving C-li
standards, while not simple, is much more feasible and options for this approach will be analyzed in
detail. Options for Taxiway A are fimited, due to the limited space available en that side of the airport.
Analysis of Taxiway A will focus on closing that taxiway or limiti se significantly.

Due to the prohibitively high cost and impacts of achnevmg C-II“ separation, # is anticipated that
Modification{s) of Siandards will be pursued in this ‘area as well #The anticipated end result is a
combination of physical improvements and Modifications:of Standards that-will provide an equivalent level
of safety when larger aircraft are operating at the % :

.4  Runway o Aircraft Parking Separstiont

The separation standard befween runwe
for C—Il There is alrcrait parkmg within®

well.

This elem

Modlﬁcatl

anticipate inciude a sigh
Airporis D t.Office, North

ved Models for Risk Assessment of Runway Sefely Areas (RSA)
ise Assessment Method to Support Modification of Airfield Separation

e ACRP Report 50 - im,
e ACRP Report 51 -
Standards

Preparation of Modifications of Standards documents will require significant effort, as Modifications of
Standards are approved at FAA headguarters level and complete justification will be necessary.

O ENGINEERS PAGE 13

~164-



Friedman Memorial Alrport {SUN}
Airport Planning Study
Draft Scape of Wark ~ May 31, 2012

H
£
g
S
B
H
3
&

Element 7 Reliability Alternatives

The Consultant Team completed a separate study in early 2012 that analyzed potential improvements to
reliability that couid be pursued at the airport. The alternatives to improve approach procedures and,
subsequently, reliability can be divided into two categories: satellite, or performance based navigation and
ground-based navigation,

7.1 Performance Based Navigation

us the navigation equipment and
This is a key element of NextGen,

Performance based navigation uses satellite and other technology.;
- capabilities of the aircraft to develop instrument approach procedur
the FAA's next generation of air traffic control.

The airport currently has two published approaches that use'satellite-based technology:

" minimums o 1, 00073 miles, but it
approach pracedure

n visibilityis poor. Options for use of this technology is limited
ay be optlons o establish a pmcedure that uses a ground-

for such equlpment:

Options for this type of ihétallaiio d their impacts will be evaluated as part of this Study.

Element 8 Airport Layout F’Eam’CapEtai improvement Program

After the altemnatives have been developed and cansidered and preferred alternatives identified and after
Modifications of Standards have been approved, an Airport Layout Plan (ALP) can be developed that will
graphically illustrate the proposed improvements and document the approved Modifications of Standards.
A Capital improvement Program will be developed as a companion document to the ALP, which will serve
as an implementation plan for the projects identified in the ALP.
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Element 8 Narrative Report

A final narrative report will also be prepared, which will document the entire study process, including
analysis, public involvement, development of alternatives, Modifications of Standards, and reliability
analysis. This repoit will serve as the record of the planning process and will be used to make decisions
during project implementation and as the airport moves forward.

Flement 10 Additional Services

There are some services essential 1o the planning process that will'be considered additional services.
These services include: preparation of a grant application and grant’administration, budget tracking and
other administrative services,

e to account for tasks that are unforeseen
nsultant provide information
budget to accommodate
g before work begins.

This task also allows for some flexibifity to be added to the
at the tlme this scope wae wntten, in pamcular, the FM? \ may request the

scope of services.

T EMNGINEERS _ F’AGE 15

-l166-



Professional Services Agreement — Exhioit & - , Fﬁ' ' . iat A7
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Exhibit A
Scope of Services

Environmental Assessment for Changes fo SkyWest Airlines’ Operations Specifications
Friedman Memorial Replacement Alrport Program Management Services

Project Understanding
SkyWest Airlines (Airine) has made a request o the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for
medifications fo the Airline’'s Operations Specifications {proposed actlon) at Friedman Memorial Airport
(Airport). The Airline is proposing fo change the aircraft type providing air service to the Airport from the
current Embraer EMB 120ER Brasilliz aircraft, a twin-engine turbo-prop aircraft with 30 passenger seats,

to the Bombardier CRJ700ER, a twin-engine regional jet aircraft with 65-70 passenger seats available
" depending upon configuration. B :

The proposed change in airerafi type is not expyected to affect the number assengers arrMng and
departing the Airport. Currently, the Alrlme operates’ betw=en three and six flights e ay to and from the
“Airport depending on the season. If the change to Operattons Specxf ications for aircraft type is
approved, it is anticipated that the An’ime would aperaie between two and three flights per day to and
from the Alrport, which would provide sufﬁmont seats to mest passenger demand. Because the proposed
aircraft has more seats than the existing aircraft, there would be a:net reduciion in air carrier operafions
as a result of the change. .An -average schnduie for the' ‘year will be dex@loped in consultation with the -
Airfine. There are no other pro;ects or actions by either: the A:rport or Airline that are associated with the
propased change to the Operatlons Spemf catlons There are no: physu:al mprovements needed to the
Airport to accommodate '[hIS praject. 3 o

‘The Fnedman Memorlal Alrport Authomy (rMAA} is asszstmg the approval of the propased changes to the
Ope'aﬁons Specxﬁuatlons by prepanng an Envuronmentat Assessment (EA) to evaluate the potenfial
envsronmema, effects resultmg from the change of aircraft type. Once completed, the EA will be adopted
by the FAA and_‘_s‘ewa as the bagrs for their _Feﬂdnral finding for the proposal.

Al services for the'EA will camp?y with the provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA), appropriate. Council on.‘Environmental Quality {CEQ), United States Department of
Transportation (DOT), and FAA eﬂwronmental regulations and guidance, as well as all apphcable local,
state, and Federal laws, as approprxate Services will be conducted in accordance with FAA Order
1050.1E, Change 1, Environmental Impacts: Policies and Procedures, and this scope is written in a form
that generally parallels FAA Order 1050.1E, Change 1; however, where applicable, certain sections have
been expanded to further address concerns related to the proposed action.

To prepare the EA for the proposed changes to the Operations Specifications, the following tasks will be

- . completed as described. This Scope of Services has been prepared in consultation with the Airport, FAA,

and Alrline. The tasks described below fall under two categories: 1) Tasks necessary for completion of
the project and 2) Opiional tasks that may be needed to address project deyelo‘pments as we procesd.
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T-O Engineers, Inc. will provide project management, coordination and review services for this effort.
Mead & Hunt, inc. will be responsible for environmental and technical analysis, preparation of all
documents and preparation for and leadership of all meetings.

Tasks related to the preparation of this Environmental Assessment are described as follows:

Task 1. Project Coordination,

Descripfion: The Consultant will work in close Faison with FMAA, FAA, Airline and interested parties io ensure
that the EA Is complete and legally sufficient. Mead & Hunt, inc. will-assist the FAA in the preparation of a brief
project coordination/scoping letter to be sent to Federal, state, anél:local agencies, tribal entities, and other

stakeholders as appropriate. Mead & Hunt, Inc. will prepare roject stakeholders to receive the project
cocrdination letter. The list will be reviewed by FMAA and F \
correspondence to Federal and tribal entities will be sent direx

nfify problems en untered for the purpose
'k and findings at various stages of

of resolution, and generally afford an of
completion.

with the approval of Fi/

Product: Project coordination fetters and distribution list. Up to eight (8) coordination teleconferences,
supported by regular written co ife ring th rse of the EA. Development and maintenance of a
project sche

ing with'the FMAA will be conducted at the beginning of the project to

ugh understanding of the EA process and the specific actions being
sentation will be prepared and used during the meeting. Arrangement of
will be the résponsibility of the FMAA.

Description: A
provide the FM
evaluated In the EA.
the location and notice ofd|

Product: A project inifiation meeting conducted at a scheduled FIMAA mesting. PowerPoint presentation
materials. Attendance by two Mead & Hunt, inc. staff and one representative from T-O Engineers, Inc.

Task 3. Project Purpose and Nesd,

Description: Mead & Hunt, Inc. will prepare a detailed project description purpose and need statement for
the proposed change to Operations Specifications. The purpose and need serves as the basis for
defining the project and will be developed considering the statutory objectives of the propesed Federal
actions. The technical portions of the document will be written to be understandable by an average
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citizen.

Coordination with the FMAZA, Airline, and FAA will be necessary to develop and document the project
description and purpose and need. Coordination for this task will be conducted by telephone and does
not include any on-site meetings. T-O Engineers participation in this task will be fimited to review of the
purpose and need statement. .

Product: Purpose and need chapter and stakeholder coordination conducted by telephone.

Task 4. Alternatives,

technical- and economic standpoint. in some instanc
not exist,

e there are no other airlines that have rét]uested change to their
ie SkyWest intends to operate only the CRI700 aircraft the Airport,
nly the proposed action and no-action altematives in the analysis.

need to be amended fo account for the additional analysis.

The alternatives chapter will detaii the following:

Why an alternative is oris not considered in detail. ‘

The statutory or regulatory requirements applicable to each alternative.

The expecied environmental impacts of the proposed action.
Conceptual measures needed to mitigate those impacts.

oo
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T-O Engineers participation in this task will be limited to review of the alternatives chapter.
Product: Alternatives chapter.
Task 8. Affected Environment.

Description: This task includes the data collection needed to identify the background conditions from which
environmental éonsequences of the proposed action will be derived. An Affected Environment Chapter will be
prepared that describes relevant information for each of the typical environmental resource categories included
in FAA NEPA documents as described in Appendix A of FAA Ord 0.1E, Change 1. To the extent possible,
information about the existing Airport collected and prepared by.the:FAA for the Environmental Impact
Statement for the proposed replacement airport will be used forthis:project. The following describes specific

prepared. Because the project area is in a
operatinns and enpianements are below the
not nesessary and will not be

project area

his task does;not include field surveys or formal coordination with resource agencies.

Historica\. Archite al rcheological, and Cultural Resources: Historic, culiural, and archeological
sites will be identified through a review of the National Register of Historic Places. Should it be needed,

coordination and consultation with the SHEPO and the tribes Is the responsibility of the FAA,

_ Consultation is not anficipated for this project and is not included in this Scope of Services. Field
surveys, record reviews, and identification of resources eligible for listing on the Nafionaf Register of
Historic Places is not anticipated and is not included in this Scope of Services.

Noise: Current air traffic activity data will be assembled and organized. Data will be obtained from a
third party, the FAA, and airport management records, Telephone interviews will be conducted with
Airport staff, FAA management personnel, and ATC personnel fo develop a current description of air
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traffic control and airspace pertaining to the Airport and surrounding area. Detailed information will be
coliected for existing aircraft operational counts, aircraft fleet mix, runway usage, and day/night aircraft
splits. The totai operational ievels assessed and general breakdown of aircraft flest will be consistent

with the FAA Terminal Area Forecast.

Msad & Hunt; Inc. will prepare existing conditions aircraft noise contours using the FAA Integrated
Noise Madel (INM). The noise contours will be prepared for the most recent complete calendar year
{2011) and will show the 75, 70, and 65 DNL contour bands. The operations leve! for the Airport in 2011
will be determined from the miost current approved Terminal Area Forecasts prepared by the FAA. ‘

T-O Engineers involvement in this task will include collecting avaliabis

nformation from T-O files and providing
that information to Mead & Hunt. Also included will be revi ‘

apier.
Product: Affected Environment chapter.
Task 6. Environmental Conseguences.
Descn’pfibn: This task includes the fe
determined during consulitation with

diand prepared by the FAA for the
will be used for this project. The

'of air quality changes will be prepared describing the
ed changs in aircraft types. Because the project area is in
d aircraft operations and enplanements are below the thresholds

and will include a description of whether or not noise impacts would result from the proposed project. -
As detailed in Order 5050.1E, Change 1, a significant noise impact would occur if analysis shows that
the proposed action would cause noise sensitive areas to experience an increase in noise of

DAL 1.5 dB or more, at or above DNL 65 dB noise exposure, when compared to the no action
alternative for the same time frame. Additionally, in accordance with the 1982 FICON (Federal
Interagency Committee on Noise) recommendations, examination of noise levels between DNL 65 and
60 dB will be done, if determined to be appropriate, after application of the FICON screening procedure.
if screening shows that noise sensitive areas at or above DNL 85 dB will have an increase of

DNL 1.5 dB or more, further analysis wili be conducted to identify noise-sensitive areas between DNL
60-65 dB having an increase of DNL 3 dB or more, due to the proposed action for disclosure purposes

. T-0 ENGINEERS  PAGED v o éf*{i?&i‘%
C:lisers\1528br\Desktop\EA Scope of Work.doe ' ' G IMTR
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only.

Mead & Hunt, Inc, will detail both the population and housing units included within the 75, 70, and &5
DNL contour bands, and, should there be an increase of 1.5 DNL or greater over noise sensitive areas,
the 60 DNL contour band will be developed and shown,

Cumulative Impacts: Each of the impact categories will be assessed to determine if potential cumulative
impacts would resulf from the proposed actions or alternatives. Cumulative imipacts will be assessed by
reviewing past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects at the Airport, and within its surrounding
environs. A listing of projects that could result in cumulativefimpacts will be developed and
documented. ’

Department of Transportation Section 4(f): An analysis of all pol n’uai Sect:on 4(f) propemes as well as
6(f) properties will be conducted. Such properh
them evaluated as outlined in FAA Order,
‘potential uses of such properties, including’
assumes that Section 4{f) or Section 6(f) sta

Noise: A review of the Airport Master Plan forecast and FAA Terminal Area Forecast will be conducted
to develop a future (f s beyond implementation) proposed action operation forecast by increasing
CRJ700 operatio consistent with forecast enplanement Increases over the timeframe. If other
unrelated changes in'future aircraft fleet mix are reasonably foreseeabie, they will be included in the
future baseline and proposed action analysis. Using this forecast and data collected for the Affected
Environment, Mead & Hunt, Inc. will prepare up fo four INM modeling scenarios including the no action
scenario for year of implementation and future year (two INM runs), and the proposed aciion for year of
implementation and future year {two INM runs). The noise contours will be prepared for calendar years
2012, and 2017 and will show the 75, 70, and 65 DNL contour bands. Shouid there be an increass of
1.5 DNL or greater over noise sensltive areas, the 60 DNL contour band will be developed and shown.
In addition fo noise contours, up to 10 “grid points” beyond the noise contours will be assessed fo
evaluate the potential change in aircraft noise in surrounding communities.

. TvD EMGINEERS - PageE® M?aé
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T-O Enginesrs pariicipation in this task will be limited to review of the chapter.

Product: Environment Conseguences chapter.

Task 7. Preliminary Draft EA - FMAA and FAR Review,

Description: Mead & Hunt, Inc. will document the results of the study analyses in a Preliminary Draft EA to be
submitted to the FMAA and FAA for review and comments. Eight hardcopies of the document and an electronic
version of the text will be provided for review and disftribution. ' :

T-O Engineers participation in this task will be limited to review of the Pfeiiminary Draft EA.

Product: Eight hardcopies and an electronic version of the Preliminary Draft EA.

Task 8. Draft EA Preparation and Distribution.'5-:-'<»-

Description: Subsequent to receiving FAA comments on the Pre ) mary Draft EA, Mead .& Hunt Inc. will

prepare the Draft EA. It is anficipated that 15 copies will be pnnied with five {5) copies to the Axrport and five {5}

copies to the FAA. Copies of the Draft EA wm also! be placea in iacat hbranes and othor pubiic locations suitable
* for review by the general public. 1 : 8

The Draft EA main documem text and exhibits w:ll he converted to a PDF format and piacec onz Compaf‘t Bisk
(CD) and made avaliable fo dtstnbuilon

Mead & Hunt,.inc..will draft a Notlce or Avaliabmty of the Draft EA for newspaper publication. included in the
notice wnll =be' an announcement far: ,pubhc meetmg The FMAA will be responsnble for publishing the
ewspape ,pubhcahon E .

No T-O Enging‘ers parﬁcipation" is_anﬁcipa{iéd for this task.

Froduct: Fifteen éopiés of the public Draft EA, PDF copy of the public Draft EA, distribution of the document,
and preparation of the notice of availability.

Task 9. Public Meeting,.

Description: Mead & Hunt, Inc. will prepare and conduct a Public Meeting or Public Hearing as requested to be
held approximately thirty (30} days after the release of the Draft EA; this timing will enable a minimum 10 day
period for additional comments after the meeting. The objective of the meeting will be to provide a brief
summary of the EA study and hear and record comments and concermns of the public, stakeholiders, and
representatives of applicable governmental agencies. A presentation wili be made at the meeting and
comments will be received and recorded. The meeting will ba preceded by an mrormal open house where the
generzl public can ask ques’uons and submit comments.

T-0 ENGINEERS : PAGE? _?‘Jiﬁ?@
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Mead & Hunt, Inc. will be responsible for making the presentation at the meeting and for visual aids at bath the
meefing and open house poriions. The FiMAA will be responsible for securing the location for the meeting in the
community.

T-O Engineers, Inc, staff will partlmpate in discussions preparing for this meeting and will attend the mee’nng in
Hailey.

Product: Preparation and conduct of a meeting with visual aids and a presentation.

Task 10. Final EA.

Desc:nptton Mead & Hunt §nc will collect orgamze an rewew and evaluate all comments received during the

Optional Task A ~ Project Coordination Meeting

Description: Should they be needed, additional project coordination meefings may be requested to facilitate the
completion of the project. Meetings coutd be requested with FMAA, FAA, Airline, or other stakeholders, This
optional task includes the efforts needed for two Mead & Hunt, inc. staff and one T-O Engingers, Inc. staff fo
prepare for and atiend one meetfing.

Praduct: Preparation and participafion in one project mesting.

T-0 ENGINEERS PaoES o _ivi&ad
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Responsrbnlntnes of Sponsor
Our Scope of Services and Compensat!on are based on the Sponsor provxcimg suppotting documents as’
possible during the duration of this effort.

Compensation -
Work will be performed on a time and materials basis with a noi-to-exceed amount of $##.### for Tasks
1-10 and additional optional tasks added as needed on a time and materials basis.

-0 ENGINEERS PAGED ‘ ,ﬁéigead%
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Exhibit B
Project Schedule

Work Order Number 2; Environmental Assessment for Changes to SkyWest Airlines’
Operations Specifications
Friedman Memorial Replacement Alrport Program Management Services

Project Notice to Proceed ' | June 5
Task 2. Project initiation Meeting. July
Task 3. Project Purpose and Need. Jdune 5 - June 18 (2 weoks)
Task 4. Aliornatives. - dune 5 - June 18 {2 weeks}
Task 5. Affected Environment. June 5 - June 25 (3 weeks)
Task 6. Envirqnmen&al Consequences. Jﬁuqe 5 - June 28 {4 weeks)

Preparation of Draft EA Dacumént July 2 — July 6 {1 week}
Task 7. Preliminary Draft EA - FMAA and FAA Review, July 9;- July 23 {2 weeks)

Address Comments From FMAA and FAA July 23 — July 30 {1 week)
Task B. Draft EA Preparation and Di#tr]butian. July 30 — Augl.;st 3 {1 week)

Public Review Period Before Meeting August 6 - September 5 {(min 30 days)
Task 9. Public Meeting. _ Week of September 10

Closes of Public Review Period After Meeting September 14 — September 24 {min 10 days)
Task 10. Final EA. October 1

xpected FAA FONSI , 7

Notes: This schedule assumes the following:
¢ Altinformation needed wilt be readily avallable
¢ FMAA can review the Preliminary Draft EA in one week
s FAA can review the Preliminary Draft EAin two weeks
¢ No substantial comments are received on the Draft EA

0 ENGINEERS - PaeEt (M;:ad
CAUsors\?528brDesktop\E4 Scope of Work.doc &ihlunt
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1ty of Hailey

MEMORANDUM
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Mariel Platt, Sustainability Coordinator M :

RE: Build Better Program (BBP) — Review of Ketchum and Blaine County’s mandatory above
code program and the extension of the voluntary BBP.

DATE: June 4, 2012

The Build Better Program (BBP) was originally proposed as a mandatory program by staff, but was later
adopted as a voluntary program in January 2011, with review required by the Council and Mayor in
January 2012, prior to the program becoming mandatory: (attached is a fact sheet outlining the originally
proposed BBP). On February 6, 2012, the Council decided to renew the BBP.as a voluntary program until
January 1, 2013, with an additional amendment that provided a prescriptive pathway for the energy
efficiency requirements to be met. This amendment is consistent with Ketchum and Blaine County’s
- programs, which allow both a prescriptive and performance pathway. The Council also asked for a
comparison of Hailey’s program to Ketchum and Blaine County’s mandatory programs, which is provided
in a chart on pages 3 and 4. '

During the past 18 month voluntary penod I have met with a number of 1nd1v1duals and have the
collected the following feedback and information:

1. One Hailey building permit applicant has committed to participating in the program To date this

- building is not complete; however, the city can glean a limited amount of information from this
project and the experience of the applicant to help guide the Council in thelr future decision to
consider the BBP for adoption as a mandatory code.

2. Blaine County adopted a similar mandatory program in May 2011 and has processed a number of
applications that have complied with the County’s new requlrements which provides Halley with
valuable information

3. The Community Audit and Retrofit Rebate Program (CARRP) commenced in August 2010 and
have given Hailey residents and other residents in the valley, first hand experience with home
energy analyses (energy audits) as well as greater awareness of building energy efficiency in
general. This effort was continued with the start of the Hailey Community Climate Challenge’s
Save-A-Watt program, which began in January 2012.

4. The City of Ketchum adopted a mandatory above-code building program for residential
construction this May 2012, with hearmgs on their commercial code to begin following a decision

on the res1dent1a1 code.

Each of these occurrences is further elaborated on below.

1. Hailev BBP Participant ‘ '
- There has been only one participant, Blake Eagle, in the voluntary BBP. His project’s foundation is
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complete, but framing has not started. Blake anticipates completion at the end of summer/beginning of
fall. Due to the incomplete status of the project, the amount of information that can be gleaned from
participant regarding his experience with the BBP is minimal; he has just begun the construction of the
building. His general comments regarding the BBP is that he feels 1) “baby steps™ are appropriate and he
would like to see Hailey, Ketchum, and County codes as unified as possible, 2) greater financial
incentives should be available to help off-set costs, and 3) during his comments to the Council at the
February 2012 meeting he stated he was in support of the BBP. He was particularly interested in seeing

- DIF reduced or deferred as an offered incentive. The participant is already receiving a 50% reduction in
building penmt and review fees, which is currently allowed for residential, new construction only, when
participating in the BBP. The rationale behind this reduction is that a 3™ party HERS (Home Energy
Rating System) rater is now modeling the plans and.submitting a HERS score with the building permit
plans to verify proposed energy efficiency and energy code compliance and conducting the field

~ verification and post construction HERS scores to verify compliance. The building department’s time
conducting energy code compliance at permit review and during field inspections has been estimated at -
half of the total review and inspection time.

2. Blaine County’s Experience with a Mandatory Code ‘

Bill Dyer, the County’s Building Official, has been implementing the County’s Buildsmart regulations for
the past year (since May 2011). Since that date, 95 building permits have been issued. Of these 95, ‘only 14
have fallen under the parameters of Buildsmart, dué to the numerous exemptions that the County has
established as part of their code. (The exemptions offered are the same as Hailey’s proposed code; -
however, the County’s code requires additions over 300 sq. ft. to comply; whereas staff has proposed that
additions fewer than 500 sq. ft. be exempt in Hailey’s BBP). Bill has found that there is additional time
required when processing building permits, to explain to the public what the new requirements are. He
said there are a number of projects that are exempt from Buildsmart, but the owners and/or builders are
choosing to go forward with the testing protocol provided by a HERS rater to verify whole house air
sealing with a blower door test (this is the same testing used in Hailey’s BBP) and to identify what the
project’s HERS score is. A permit for a new single family residence has elected to pursue the National
Green Building Standard’s (NGBS) emerald target, in-lieu of the Buildsmart requirements. Similarly,
Hailey’s program allows homes certified under NGBS to also receive an exemption from the BBP.
Overall, Bill has indicated that there have been no major issues with the new code and no chanoes have
been deemed necessary since Buildsmart’s adoption. :

Attached is a brochure outlining Buildsmart. Buildsmart does include a prescriptive pathway for homes
2,500 sq. ft. or smaller. A prescriptive pathway eliminates the need for a 3™ party HERS rater and
involves the Building Dept. to the same degree they are currently involved in reviews and inspections.

In addition to speakmo with Bill Dyer, I have also met with John Reuter a local HERS rater. He has
worked as the 3™ party verify for more than seven (7) projects that fell under the Buildsmart program
requirements. He has found that a number of County projects easily achieve the requirement. However, a
few have not, especially the larger projects, such as a 7,000 sq. ft. home that requires a HERS score of 48
due to the County’s requirements for larger homes. In explaining Hailey’s program to John, he expressed
to me that he is a builder’s advocate and is choosing not to advocate mandatory programs; however, he
felt, based on the projects he has worked on that 10% better than the current code (BBP energy
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requirement), was not difficult or expensive to achieve.

3. CARRP :
Th1rty four (34) applicants have received a CARRP rebate in Hailey, for a total of approximately $40,000
spent by CARRP (30% rebate) and $93,333 by CARRP applicants to cover the required match (70%), for
a total of $133,333 spent. This means that 34 home owners have received a certified energy audit and have
made at least one improvement to their building, based on the auditor’s recommendations. In addition to
Hailey there are seven (7) other jurisdictions participating in CARRP. When the program is over in fall
2013, there will be a total of approximately $833,000 spent throughout the valley, due to CARRP. In
talking with some energy rates, suppliers, and contractors, this program has helped generate business. A
worthy effort considering that the building and construction industry has been one of the sectors hit the
hardest by the economic downturn.

Community outreach and education has continued over this time and has recently been revitalized in
Hailey by the Hailey Community Climate Challenge (HCCC). The HCCC provides another $80,000 to
‘continue providing rebates though the Save-A-Watt program for certified energy audits and retrofits to
businesses and residents in Hailey. HCCC provides three community workshops on building energy
efficiency each year, for the next two years. Save-A-Watt and the Workshops associated with the HCCC
began January 2012 :

The surveys collected from CARRP applicants following each applicant’s request for a rebate and
anecdotal information collected during each applicant’s final application submittal meeting, has indicated
that the program and knowledge imparted on the applicant has been useful and informative.

4. City of Ketchum s Mandatory Code

Ketchum recently adopted NGBS for their mandatory res1dent1a1 code. NGBS is con51dered a.
comprehensive green building code; similar to LEED, it addresses indoor air quality, waste management,
~energy efficiency, water conservation, etc. NGBS is an allowable exemption of Hailey’s BBP. LEED is an
exemption in both Halley voluntary code and Ketchum and the County’s mandatory code. Ketchum will
soon be reviewing a mandatory commercial code. Ketchum’s code offers a prescriptive and performance
path; however even the prescriptive path requires a blower door test to identify air leaks in the building
and verify quality construction. Ketchum staff who worked on the proposed code has stated that in the
public workshops and hearings NGBS has been well received by the community. Ketchum staff estimate a
2-6% upfront cost increase and stated that NGBS is easier to achieve, cheaper to certify, and costs
approximately 1/3 of the total cost when compared to LEED. Ketchum’s code addresses remodels,
additions and new construction, similarly to Hailey’s proposed code and the County’s mandatory code.
However, Ketchum’s code, like the County’s also requires additions over 300 sq. ft. to comply, whereas
Hailey staff has recommended additions under 500 sq. ft. be exempt from the BBP. '

COMPARISON CHART , : :
' Hailey Ketchum Blaine County
Types of buildings Residential and | Residential with Residential
Commercial Commercial to follow
! shortly
-Status Voluntary Mandatory Mandatory
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Applicable 500 sq. ft. Over 300 sq. ft. of 25% of the structures
Remodels/Renovations conditioned space interior or exterior
: membrane is removed.
Applicable Additions | 500 sq. ft. Over 300 sq. ft. of 301 sq. ft.
conditioned space ‘
Energy Requirement 10% better than the Points based, but must 15-75% better than 2009
2009 IECC ‘be better than 2009 IECC, depending on
IECC. building size .
Other Requirements Points based water Points based water No
conservation, waste conservation, waste
management, indoor air | management, indoor air
quality and materials quality and materials
management/selection management/selection :
Outdoor Energy Voluntarily regulates Regulates pools, spas, Regulates pools, spas,
Conservation snowmelt snowmelt ' snowmelt
Excepted alternatives | LEED and NGBS LEED LEED and NGBS

The attached ordinance has been amended to add the same prescriptive pathway for residential as Blaine
County allows. However, Blaine County only allows the prescriptive pathway on homes smaller than
2,500 sq. ft. A prescriptive pathway eliminates the HERS rater and establishes minimums or maximums
for energy related equipment, construction, materials, and appliances, such as requiring a minimum energy
efficiency rating on heating equipment or windows. This will make the program more unified with Blaine
County and Ketchum’s proposed code and will address the majority of the architect’s concerns that were
voiced during past public hearings on this topic. These concerns primarily centered on their disapproval of
requiring a HERS rater to verify the design and constructioti of the building. Allowing this pathway has
proved meaningful to the architects in the community that voiced strong opposition to Hailey’s proposed
program during the original review in fall 2010.

-182-




Ordinance Fact Sheet
City of Hailey’s Sustainable Building Committee’s Recommendation

October 2010

The Committee’s recommendation was created for a number of reasons and serves multiple purposes:

1.

1.

It addresses energy and water conservation in a manner that keeps costs to a minimum for the
applicant and the city.

It is a step towards planning for greater energy security and independence, and guards against
the financial impacts of future energy price volatility.

Buildings use the most energy of any sector in the US - more than the transportation sector .-
therefore; it makes sense to focus on sources of usage that are greatest.

Current building practices are legal minimums established by the State -'greater energy
efficiency can be obtained.

Our local climate requires lots of energy during ’che winter— this translates o higher energy costs
and provides an opportumty to subsLan’clally increase efficiencies and savings.

The average life span of a building is 75 years. The status of energy prices and availability could
change within 75 years, especially considering the potential impacts of climate change and
future policies aimed at curtailing emissions associated with climate change.

- Future building code requirements and federal legislation may require our community to rapldly

improve building practices; being ahead of the curve will help Hailey adjust.

It focuses on new construction to take advantage of opportunities to ensure a better future
building stock and existing structures to address the most energy inefficient bunldmgs that will
likely make up the majority of the building stock for decades.

It ensures that buildings are built in a manner that considers energy efficiency for future
occupants of buildings, so occupants aren’t left paying high energy and heating costs.

What type of building activity would fall under the recommendatlon?

Applicable new construction, addition, and alteration projects for both commercial and residential

buildings within the City of Hailey would fall under the recommendation.

2. Are there any exemptions?

Yes. In addition to the exemptlons listed in Section 101.4 of the 2009 1ECC, the followmg new projects
are exempt:

e Windows.

e Bathroom remodel projects limited to the replacement of fixtures and cabinets.

e  Kitchen remodel projects limited to the replacement of cabinets, counter tops,
plumbing fixtures, and appliances.

e FElectrical work associated with permits issued only-for electrical work

e Plumbing associated with permits issued only for plumbing

s Replacement of HVAC appliances associated with permits issued only for appliance
replacement.
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s Reroofs.

e Additions less than 500 square feet of conditioned floor area.

e Alterations that do not affect the integrity of the building envelope.

e Alterations that do not require a building permit.

e Tenant and ADA improvements required by the Building Department.

s Structures listed on the National Historic Register.

e USGBC's LEED for Homes certification level and NAHB's National Green Building
Program Bronze level.

e USGBG’s LEED for New Construction (commercial) certification level, so long as the
energy efficiency points meet or exceed 10% above the 2009 IECC.

3. How will the energy efficiency increases apply to additions?

RESIDENTIAL: If an addition.is 500 square feet of conditions space or more, A RESNET accredited HERS
rater would conduct a Certified HERS audit of the entire building associated with the addition. Energy
efficiency of the addition would be verified by a RES-CHECK energy arialysis, which would project a 10%
more énergy efficient design compared to the 2009 IECC.

COMMERCIAL: An energy audit would be conducted by a licensed engineer on the entire building
associated with the addition. Energy efficiency would be verified by a Com-Check energy analysis, which
would project a 10% more energy efficient design compared to the 2009 IECC.

4. How will the energy efficiency increases apply to new construction?

RESIDENTIAL: {Homes achieving Northwest Energy Star Version 3.0 would be exempt from the energy
efficiency requirements.) Energy efficiency would be verified by a RESNET accredited HERS rater using
REMRATE software. Applicants would submit an initial HERS index score based on the proposed design
with a building permit application. Prior to receiving a certificate of occupancy, a final HERS index score
would be submitted to the Building Department, verifying that both project is 10% more energy efficient
compared to the 2009 IECC.

COMMERCIAL: Buildings less than 10,000 square feet of conditioned space would verify energy
efficiency using a Com-Check energy analysis, which would project a 10% more energy efficient design
compared to the 2009 IECC. Buildings 10,000 square feet or larger would verify energy efficiency using
an energy model, which would project a 10% more energy efficient design compared to the 2009 I1ECC

‘5. How will the energy efficiency increases apply to alterations?

RESIDENTIAL: All alterations that require a building permit and affect the building envelop, and which
are not listed as an exemption above, would conduct a Certified HERS audit by a RESNET accredited
HERS rater of the entire building associated with the alteration. A RES-CHECK energy analysis would be
submitted to the Building Department verifying that the alteration exceeds the energy efficiency
requirements of the 2009 IECC by 10%. )

COMMERCIAL: In not listed in one of the exemptions above, an energy audit would be conducted by a
licensed engineer on the entire building associated with the addition. A Com-check energy analysis
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would be submitted to the Building Department verifying that the alteration exceeds the energy
efficiency requirements of the 2009 IECC by 10%. '

6. . Are there any additional requirements, beyond energy efficiency increases and what are they?

New residential and commercial construction would address water conservation, indoor air,
construction waste, durability and assurance in the following ways:

1. Water Conservation. All faucets, showerheads, and toilets installed in a building for domestic .
use and restroom facilities, would use 20% less water than standard fixtures or certified by EPA’s
Water Sense Program, which use at least 20% less water than standard fixtures. Water Sense
labels or equivalent documentation would be submitted or the Burldmg Department or provided
" during final mspectlon for verification.

2. indoor Air. 2009 IMC would be met to ensure proper ventilation.

3.  Construction Waste. In addition to waste receptacles, bins for cardboard and clean wood waste
would be provided and sorted accordingly on-site and will be verified by the Building '
Department during regularly scheduled inspections. )

4, Durability and Assurance. Installation specifications and details would be shown on the plans
submitted for a Building Permit.

_ New residential construction and residential additions of 500 square feet of conditioned space or
greater would provide the number of points specified by the points equation. Points are accumulated

: based on the total square feet of conditioned space and the number of bedrooms of the addition or new
construction project. Points can be obtained for a variety of sustainable building activities such as
efficient heating appliances, low-VOC paints, pre-wired solar, the use of édvanced framing techniques,
increased insulation values, etc. ' '

'Visit: http://www.haileycitvhall. org/GrﬂenBuiidingandPIanningAdvisoerbmmittee asp. for more
detailed information. In addition, you can call 788-9815, ext. 24, or email Marlel platt@haileycityhall.org
for questions and comments
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HAILEY ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF HAILEY, AMENDING SECTION 15.08.012(A) OF THE
HAILEY MUNICIPAL CODE TO PROVIDE AN ALTERNATIVE VERIFICATION;
AMENDING SECTION 15.08.012(C) OF THE HAILEY MUNICIPAL CODE TO DESCRIBE
THE - ALTERNATIVE VERIFICATION; AMENDING SECTION 15.08.020(E) OF THE
HAILEY MUNCIPAL CODE TO REVISE THE EXPIRATION DATE OF THE BETTER
. BUILD PROGRAM TO JANUARY 1, 2013; BY PROVIDING FOR A SEVERABILITY
CLAUSE; BY PROVIDING FOR A REPEALER CLAUSE; AND BY PROVIDING AN
EFFECTIVE DATE.

WHEREAS Idaho Code §§ 39-4109Aand 39-4116 require the City of Hailey to adopt the
2009 International Energy Conservation Code (*“2009 IECC™), excluding certain prov131ons and
appendices;

WHEREAS, Idaho Code § 30-4116 allows the City of Hailey to amend the 2009 TECC to
reflect local conditions, provided the amendments provide an equivalent level of protection;

WHEREAS, Idaho Code § 39-4109 allows the adoption of the 2009 IECC effective
January 1, 2011;

WHEREAS, the adoption of the the Build -Better Program will conserve energy, water and
other natural resources and preserve the health of our environment through requirements related to
design, construction, operations, recycling, and thereby promotes the public health, safety, and
welfare;

WHEREAS,.buﬂdings use the most energy of any sector in the US - more thar the
transportation sector. Therefore; it makes sense to curtail impacts where they are greatest;

WHEREAS, Hailey’s climate requires significant amounts of energy to heat during the
winter months, which translates to higher energy costs and provides an opportunity to
substantially increase efficiencies and savings;

WHEREAS, the average life span of a building is 75 years and during this time the status
of energy prices and availability could change, especially considering the potential impacts of
climate change and future policies aimed at curtailing emissions associated with climate change;
and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that enactment of this ordinance is required to
continue the voluntary Better Build Program, codified in Chapter 15.08 of the Hailey Municipal
Code, until January 1, 2013, following subsequent review, passage, and approval by the Hailey
City Council.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED BY THE MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL OF THE
CITY OF HAILEY, IDAHO, AS FOLLOWS:
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Section 1. Section 15.08.012, (A), of the Hailey Municipal Code, Build Better Program, is
amended by the addition of the following underlined language:

A Applicability: This Section 15.08.012 is a supplement to the other adopted
International Codes and is not intended to be used as independent construction regulations or to
abridge or supersede safety, health or environmental requirements under other applicable codes or
ordinances. All commercial and residential New Construction, Additions, Repairs and Alterations
shall comply with the standards of Section 15.08.012, unless otherwise stated herein.

1. Referenced Codes and Standards. It is the expressed intent of this
section to require higher minimum standards relating to Building performance than the
correspondino minimum standards set by the referenced codes and standards, and in such cases,
the higher minimum standards of this section shall take precedence

2. Other Laws and Codes. The provisions of this chapter shall not be

deemed to nullify any provisions of local, state or federal laws and codes.

3. Residential New Construction Exemptions. U.S. Green Building
Councﬂ’s Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design for Homes certification level or
National Association of Home Builder’s Green Building Program bronze level project are exempt
from the Build Better Program requirements. Either exemption must verify that the project is 10%
more energy efficient than the 2009 IECC, using a HERS Index or the alternative method
described in Section C. 1. a. ii. of this Ordinance. The exemptions listed above must show intent
to meet the requirements at the Building Permit review stage through plans and an initial HERS
score based on the proposed design. Prior to receivinga certificate of occupancy, copies of all
program documentation and a final HERS score shall be submitted to the Building Department.

Section 2. Section 15.08.012, (C), of the Hailey Mumc;lpal Code, Build Better Program, is
amended by the addition of the following underlined 1ancuage

C.  Energy Efficiency: All commercial and res1dent1a1 New Construction and
Add1t1ons shall comply with the 2009 IECC, and shall increase energy efficiency 10% beyond the
7009 IECC requirements. _

1. Residential Energy Efficiency. Energy Efﬁciency shall be 10%
greater than the 2009 IECC requirements for New Construction, Additions, and Alteratlons with
Conditioned Space, 500 square feet or greater.

a.  New Construction. Energy efficiency shall be verified by a
RESNET Certified HERS Rater using a REM/RATE™ Energy Analysis and [ECC Section 405
criteria, unless specified herein. Applicants shall submit an initial HERS Index score based on the '
- proposed design with a Building Permit application. Prior to receiving a certificate of occupancy,
a final HERS Index score shall be submitted to the Building Department, verifying that both
pIOJ ect is 10% more energy efﬁ01ent compared to the 2009 IECC.

1) New residential construction certified under the
current ENERGY STAR Northwest Program is exempt from Section 15.08.012.C.1, providing the
Buﬂdmo plans and the constructed building are certified ENERGY STAR Northwest.

) New residential construction are not required to be
* verified by a HERS Rater if they install a 90% AFUE furnace or equivalent system. a 0.62 EF
water heater or equivalent system. all lights are LED or CFL. and air sealing tests verify S air
exchanges per hour at 50 Pascal. :

-189-



Section 3. Section 15.08.020 (E) of the Hailey Municipal Code is amended by the deletion of the
stricken language and addition of the underlined language, as follows:

E. Fees, Deposits and Refunds: For buildings, structures and other improvements
requiring a building or other permit under this chapter, fees, deposits and refunds shall be paid to
- the city of Hailey as specified herein.

1. Building Permit Fee. Fees shall be charged utilizing Table 1-A of the 97
UBC, published by the International Conference of Building Officials (ICBO). Building valuation
shall be factored at one hundred twenty dollars ($120.00) per square foot. For new construction or
substantial remodels, an application fee of $500 shall be made at the time the building permit
application is submitted to the city. Said fee shall be credited to the total amount of the building
permit fee, but shall be forfeited if the building permit is not obtained by the applicant within 180
days of permit approval. Except as otherwise provided for herein, the remainder of the building
permit fee and the deposit for final inspection shall be collected when the building pérmit is
issued. At the election of the applicant, payment of the remainder of the building permit fee for a
Building built according to the Build Better Program during the introductory period (which shall
expire January 1, 20123), or an Energy Star certified single family residence may be deferred to
the date of the issuance of a certificate of occupancy. For the purpose of Section 15.08.020(E), ah
Energy Star certified single family residence shall mean a single family residence certified as an
Energy Star project in accordance with the Northwest Energy Star Program, as amended. The
Building built to the Build Bettér Program shall nigan a Building that mieets the specifications -
outlined in Sectlon 15.08.012.

a. - New residential construc’uon excluding additions and alterations,

shall receive a 50% reduction in building permit fees when built in accordance with the Build
Better Program.

2. Plan Review Fee: Building Department review will be 65% of the building
permit fee. Except as otherwise provided for herein, the plan review fee shall be collected when
the building permit is issued. At the election of the applicant, payment of the plan review fee for
an Energy Star certified single family residence or a Building built to the Build Better Program
specifications may be deferred to the date of the issuance of a certificate of occupancy.

a. The plan review fee for new residential construction, excluding
additions and alterations, built in accordance with the Build Better Program, shall receive a 50%
reduction. By way of example, if a building permit fee is $1000 according to Table 1-A of the
1997 UBC, the plan review fee for new residential construction built in accordance with the Build
Better Program shall be $325 ($1000 x .65 x .5).

3. Fire Review Fee: Fire Department review for commercial or multi-family
projects shall be 35% of the building plan review fee. Except as otherwise provided for herein, the
fire review fee shall be collected when the building permit is issued. At the election of the
applicant, payment of the fire review fee of an Energy Star certified single family residence or a
Building built to the Build Better Program specifications may be deferred to the date of the
issuance of a certificate of occupancy.
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Section 4. If any section, paragraph, sentence or provision hereof or the application thereof to any
particular circumstances shall ever be held invalid or unenforceable, such holding shall not affect
- the remainder hereof, which shall continue in full force and effect and applicable to all
circumstances to which it may validly apply. "

Section 5. All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are hereby repealed.

Section 6. Sections 15.08.030 and 15.08.020(P)(1) and (2) of the Hailey Municipal Code and
Sections 15.08.012 of the Hailey Municipal Code, as amended by Sections 1 and 2 of this
Ordinance, and 15.08.020 (E) of the Hailey Municipal Code, as amended by Section 3 of this
Ordinance, shall be in full force and effect on January 1, 2013, following a prior review by the
‘Hailey Council and after subsequent passage, approval and publication according to law.

ADOPTED BY THE HAILEY CITY COUNCIL AND APPROVED BY THE MAYOR
this day of : : ., 2012, .

Fritz X. Haemmerle
- Mayor, City of Hailey

ATTEST:

Mary Cone, City Clerk (Seal)
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