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SECTION 1 – INTRODUCTION  
 
Griffin-Spalding County Airport (FAA Identifier: 6A2) is a general aviation airport located 
1 mile (mi) south of Griffin, Georgia which is approximately 40 mi south of Atlanta, 
Georgia, as shown on Figure 1.  It has one runway, 14/32, that is 3,701 feet (ft) long and 
75 ft wide, with a displaced threshold of 200 ft on each runway end.  The airport 
accommodates approximately 101 based aircraft and 21,000 annual operations.  
Numerous aviation-related businesses are located on the field, while a mixture of 
residential, commercial, and industrial land uses surround the airport property.  Figure 2 
presents the configuration of the existing Griffin- Spalding County Airport. 
 
The Georgia Aviation System Plan, completed in 2003, recommended that 6A2 be 
developed as a Level II airport, with airside facilities to include a runway at least a 5,000 
ft long and 100 ft wide, a full parallel taxiway and a precision instrument landing system.  
In recent years, increased jet aircraft activity at the airport has demonstrated the need 
for such expansion.  The feasibility of expanding the airport and extending the runway in 
its existing location was evaluated in a previous airport master plan and was found to be 
impractical due to the encroachment of residential and commercial land uses 
surrounding the airport.  It is very likely that the cost of building a new airport within 
Spalding County would be less expensive and less intrusive than expanding the current 
facility.  Therefore, the City of Griffin and Spalding County undertook an airport site 
selection study to determine whether another suitable airport site exists within Spalding 
County for an ultimate Level III airport, with a runway of at least 5,500 ft long and 100 ft 
wide, and a full parallel taxiway.   
 
Further, Griffin and Spalding County plans for future industrial growth could be achieved, 
in part, with an aeronautical industrial park adjacent to a potential new airport to 
maximize any cost benefits of infrastructure.  Therefore, in the process to find suitable 
land area for a new airport, this study considered additional area for industrial 
development.   
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SECTION 2 – PRELIMINARY SITE SCREENING  
 
The criteria and rationale utilized in the preliminary airport site screening process is 
described in the following section.   
   
2.1 Evaluation Criteria 
 
Population Center 
 
FAA guidance suggests that a public-use general aviation airport ideally be accessible 
within 30 minutes of the population it’s projected to accommodate.  In Spalding County, 
nearly 40% of the total population resides in Griffin, therefore the city center of Griffin 
was used to calculate a drive time of 30 minutes to determine site suitability criterion as 
relates to population access.  It was determined that all of Spalding County is accessible 
within 30 minutes of Griffin.   
 
Nearby NPIAS Airports 
 
The FAA guidance for an airport to be included in the National Plan of Integrated Airport 
Systems (NPIAS) states, in part, that it should ideally be located at least 30 minutes from 
another existing NPIAS airport.   
 
State Roads 
 
The major transportation network in Spalding County is comprised primarily of state 
roads traversing east-west and north-south through the county.  Several of the state 
roads either are currently in the process of or planned to be widened from two lanes to 
four lanes.  It is important that the airport be within close proximity to a state road. 
 
Future Land Use 
 
The most advantageous airport site would ideally be designated as vacant, agricultural, 
industrial, commercial, or transportation land use, in order to be consistent with existing 
planning efforts for the City of Griffin and Spalding County.  Property surrounding a 
potential airport site should have similar land uses, in order to be the most compatible 
with airport operations. 
 
Nearby Airports’ Airspace 
 
For flight safety and to avoid potential flight path conflicts, the approach and departure 
airspace of nearby airports was avoided.  A runway buffer dimension of 4,000 ft wide on 
each side of runway centerline and extended 50,000 ft from each runway end was 
evaluated for this criterion, based upon FAR Part 77 surfaces. 
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Population Density 
 
In order to minimize disruption to residents on or near a potential airport site, 500 people 
per square mile (sq mi) were determined to be the threshold at which land acquisition 
and relocation of residents may become disruptive and costly.  
 
Streams 
 
Environmental mitigation, such as the relocation of streams, can prove to be costly, and 
should be avoided, if possible.   
 
Wetlands 
 
As with streams, wetland mitigation may also become costly in construction projects, 
and should be avoided, if possible.   
 
Floodplains 
 
Floodplain impacts often result in adverse effects to drainage infrastructure and should 
be avoided, if possible.  
 
Landfills 
 
The proximity of a proposed airport to municipal waste disposal operations and water 
management facilities is important because these land uses would potentially attract 
hazardous wildlife within the area of airport operations, particularly birds.  In FAA AC 
150/5200-33B, Hazardous Wildlife Attractants on or Near Airports, the FAA recommends 
a five mile buffer for land uses that might attract wildlife into the airport’s approach, 
departure and circling airspace.     
 
Railroads 
 
Railroads are typically constructed in a permanent location and may be infeasible or 
costly to relocate. 
 
Transmission Lines 
  
High-voltage transmission lines, like railroads, are typically constructed to be permanent 
infrastructure and may be cost-prohibitive to relocate or bury.  The structural towers and 
extending transmission wires also pose a hazard with respect to airspace.   
 
Obstructions (Towers) 
 
Obstructions were an important factor in this study for airspace consideration.  The FAR 
Part 77 surfaces surrounding an airport provide guidance on the heights of objects near 
airports.   
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Terrain 
 
For reasons of safety, airport terrain must be relatively flat.  It is expensive to grade 
steeply varying terrain to conform to FAA airport design standards; therefore, the 
percentage slope was evaluated within GIS. 
 
2.2 Suitability Rankings 
 
For the most objective analysis of the site suitability, standard value categories were 
attributed to each criterion, as follows: 
 

 suitable – 4, 
 acceptable – 2, and  
 unacceptable – 0. 

 
The assignment of values is based upon criterion-specific factors.  Table 1 presents all 
site suitability criteria and associated values. 
 
Individual criteria were evaluated with GIS analysis, and a color-coded map was 
produced, according to suitability values.  Each of these maps are shown in Figure 3.  A 
color-coded map of combined criteria was produced, in order to understand the overall 
suitability within Spalding County.  Because the values for each site were multiplied 
together to produce the combined map, many areas of the county were eliminated 
altogether if one of the criterion rated a zero for suitability.  This method allowed the 
focus to remain on the most suitable sites meeting all criteria to some degree, rather 
than weighing one criterion against another.  
 
The combined color-coded site suitability map shows areas of suitability reclassified into 
the three categories of refined suitability: suitable, more suitable, and most suitable.  All 
of these areas of refined suitability meet all of the criteria established for the preliminary 
site screening as either acceptable (2) or suitable (4).  Sites that ranked an unacceptable 
value (0) for any criteria were eliminated from further consideration in the refined site 
selection.   
 
General areas of all categories of refined suitability were examined in order to find 
candidate sites large enough on which a potential replacement airport could be 
constructed.  Figure 4 presents the combined suitability of Spalding County for a 
potential new airport with areas large enough to accommodate an airport and industrial 
park depicted. 
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Table 1 
Preliminary Evaluation Criteria 

Criteria Goal 
Suitable 

(4) 
Acceptable 

(2) 
Unacceptable  

(0) 

Population center Convenience to users 
Within 30 minutes of  

City of Griffin  
- More than 30 minutes from 

City of Griffin 

Nearby NPIAS airports Observe FAA guidance More than 30 min of NPIAS 
airport 

Within 30 min of NPIAS 
airport - 

Future land use Adhere to city and county planning and 
visioning efforts 

Vacant, agricultural, 
industrial, commercial, 

transportation 
Low density residential 

Park, cemetery, open space, 
institutional, medium or high 

density residential 

Interstate Convenient transportation access Less than 8 min to interstate Between 8-16 min to 
interstate 

More than 16 min to 
interstate 

State roads Convenient transportation access Three mi or less to state 
road - More than three mi to state 

road 

Nearby airports’ airspace Avoid airspace of nearby airports Not within runway buffer1 - Within runway buffer1 

Population density Minimize disruption to existing residents Less than 500 people per sq 
mi - More than 500 people per sq 

mi 

Streams Comply with NEPA and FAA regulations No streams on site Intermittent stream Perennial stream 

Wetlands Comply with NEPA and FAA regulations No wetlands within 1/8 mi Wetlands within 1/8 mi Wetlands on site 

Floodplains Comply with NEPA and FAA regulations No floodplains within  
100 ft 

Floodplains within  
100 ft 

Floodplains on site 

Landfills Comply with NEPA and FAA regulations No landfills within  
10,000 ft - Landfill within 10,000 ft 

Railroads Minimize construction costs No railroads on site Railroads within 1/8 mi Railroads on site 

Transmission lines Minimize construction costs No transmission lines 
 on site 

Transmission lines within 1/8 
mi 

Transmission lines  
on site 

Obstructions (towers) Comply with FAA airspace standards No obstructions within one 
mi 

Obstructions within  
one mi 

- 

Terrain Minimize construction costs Less than 1% slope  Between 1-5% slope Greater than 5% slope 
Source: THE LPA GROUP INCORPORATED.   
Note:  1 Runway buffer dimensions for nearby airports’ airspace is 8,000 ft width of runway centerline and 50,000 ft beyond each runway end.  See description of criteria in this report.  
- Denotes value category is not applicable to the criterion. 

 
 

- 8 - 



l

���75

��362

��16

��92

tu19

tu19

tu41

��16

��155

Griffin-Spalding
County Airport

O
L

D
 H

W
Y

 3

TEAMON RD

W MCINTOSH RD

E MCINTOSH RD

M
A

C
O

N
 R

D

S 
M

C
D

O
N

O
U

G
H

 R
D

N
 M

C
D

O
N

O
U

G
H

 R
D

JACKSON RD

JACKSON RD

PIKE
CO

HENRY
CO

BUTTS
CO

FAYETTE
CO

COWETA
CO

LAMAR
CO

MERIWETHER
CO

CLAYTON
CO

0 1 20.5

Miles

SUITABLE SITES

FIGURE 4

I

Legend

Suitable Area

More Suitable Area

Most Suitable Area

Site 1

Site 2

Site 5

Site 4

Site 6

Site 3

Site 7

Site 8

CITY OF
GRIFFIN

GRIFFIN-SPALDING COUNTY AIRPORT
AIRPORT SITE SELECTION STUDY



Griffin-Spalding County Airport 
Aiport Site Selection Study 
 
 
SECTION 3 – CANDIDATE SITES  
 
The candidate sites were further evaluated on an individual basis in order to determine 
the advantages and disadvantages of potential new airport construction on each site.  A 
theoretical airport and airspace template was created based on a preliminary wind 
coverage analysis for Spalding County.  An airfield template was created based on 
runway dimensions of 6,500 ft long and 100 ft wide with applicable runway safety areas, 
object free areas, runway protection zones, and a full-length parallel taxiway.  The 
existing landside facilities at the current Griffin-Spalding County Airport were duplicated 
in area and planned to be accommodated in a linear fashion along the frontage of the 
taxiway.  Ultimate landside area was reserved for future facilities along the full frontage 
of the taxiway.   
 
This analysis included the evaluation of wind data obtained from Hartsfield-Jackson 
International Airport in Atlanta in order to determine a preferred runway orientation.  
Because the direction of aircraft operations is dependent upon wind conditions, the FAA 
requirement for runway orientation is 95% crosswind coverage for a single or primary 
runway.  The results of this analysis show that a preferred runway alignment would be 
between the headings of 080º/260º and 130º/310º.  A more detailed analysis of wind 
conditions will be completed in conjunction with an airport master plan.   
 
This airport template was overlaid on all candidate sites to ensure sufficient acreage and 
area was available for the appropriate runway orientation, and to evaluate potential 
airspace and obstruction issues.  
 
3.1 Initial Site Evaluation 
 
Site 1 
 
Site 1 is located in the northeast portion of Spalding County.  The western boundary for 
Site 1 lies along Smoak Road and extends north to the Henry County Reservoir 
boundary, and west to North McDonough Road.  McIntosh Road forms the southern 
boundary of Site 1.  Figure 5 graphically presents the location of Site 1.  It comprises 
approximately 894 acres. 
 
The suitability categories of this site, as determined by the GIS evaluation process, are 
suitable and more suitable.  The observations of Site 1 are as follows: 
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Advantages: 
 Relatively few land parcels;  
 No road relocation necessary; and 
 Proximity to Henry County reservoir may encourage recreational aviation  users. 

 
Disadvantages: 
 Smaller acreage; 
 Not convenient to commercial or industrial development; 
 Potential noise exposure to surrounding residential areas; 
 Limited expansion potential;  
 Impacts to floodplains; and 
 Multiple towers in vicinity of site. 
 

Site 2 
 
Site 2 is located in eastern Spalding County, north of SR 16, with Yamacraw Road as its 
southern boundary, extending west to SR 155, north the intersection of Wisso Road and 
Walker’s Mill Road, and Parham Road as the site’s eastern boundary.  It encompasses 
approximately 731 acres and is comprised of land within suitable, more suitable, and 
most suitable categories.  Site 2 is shown graphically in Figure 6.  The advantages and 
disadvantages of this site are as follows: 
 
Advantages: 
 Undeveloped land across much of site;  
 Potential for expansion;  
 Minimal noise exposure to residential land uses east of site; and 
 Minimal residential relocation. 

 
Disadvantages: 
 Potential floodplain impacts; 
 Multiple road relocation;  
 Capped landfill no longer in use adjacent to site; and 
 Potential relocation or burial of transmission wires. 

 
Site 3 
 
Site 3 is located in eastern Spalding County.  Its western boundary is near Parham 
Road, its northern boundary along Jackson Road, extending east to Wallace Road, and 
south to SR 16.  Site 3, shown in Figure 7, is the largest site, at 895 acres.  The 
advantages and disadvantages of Site 3 are: 
 
Advantages: 
 Relatively large land parcels; 
 Undeveloped land across much of site;  
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 Potential for future expansion; 
 Large acreage; and 
 Convenient access to SR 16 and I-75. 

Disadvantages: 
 Some residential land uses surrounding site; 
 Potential floodplain impacts; 
 Closest proximity to landfill; 
 Road relocation;  
 Relocation of tower; and 
 Relocation or burial of transmission wires. 

 
Site 4 
 
Site 4 is located in eastern Spalding County, along SR 16 as the northern boundary, with 
Rehoboth Road as the western boundary, Crouch Road and Wild Plum Road as the 
southern boundary, extending east to Walker’s Mill Road, as shown on Figure 8.  It 
comprises approximately 845 acres.  The advantages and disadvantages of Site 4 are: 
 
Advantages: 
 Large land parcels; 
 Few land parcels; 
 Undeveloped land across much of site;  
 Convenient to City of Griffin; 
 Compatible industrial land uses surrounding property; and 
 Convenient access to SR 16 and I-75. 

 
Disadvantages: 
 Some residential land uses southeast of site; 
 Likely environmental impacts; 
 Constructability concerns due to reservoir and terrain; 
 Road relocation;  
 Relocation of tower; and 
 Relocation or burial of transmission wires. 

 
Site 5 
 
Site 5, as presented in Figure 9, is located in the southeastern part of Spalding County, 
with Medford Farm Road as the southern boundary, Calhoun Road as the western 
boundary, and northern and eastern boundary following specific land parcel lines.  Site 5 
cover consists of 921 acres.  The advantages and disadvantages of this site are: 
 
Advantages: 
 Undeveloped land across much of site;  
 Few environmental features on site;  
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 Relatively unpopulated area; and 
 Potential for future expansion. 

 
Disadvantages: 
 Some residential land uses surrounding site; 
 Furthest from SR 16; and 
 Road relocation. 

 
Site 6 
 
Site 6, as presented in Figure 10, is located in northeast of the City of Griffin, with High 
Falls Road as the southern boundary, North McDonough Road as the eastern boundary, 
and northern and western boundary following individual land parcel lines.  Site 6 consists 
of 778 acres.  The advantages and disadvantages of this site are: 
 
Advantages: 
 Convenient access to City of Griffin and SR 16; and 
 Potential for future expansion. 

 
Disadvantages: 
 Some residential land uses surrounding site;  
 Multiple tower relocation; 
 Some impacts to flood plains; 
 Many parcels for acquisition; and 
 Road relocation. 

 
Site 7 
 
Site 7 is shown on  Figure 11, is located in northeast Spalding County,  with North 
McDonough Road as its western boundary, Amelia Road as the eastern boundary, and 
northern and southern boundary following individual land parcel lines.  The Towaliga 
River is near the northern boundary.  Site 7 consists of 913 acres.  The advantages and 
disadvantages of this site are: 
 
Advantages: 
 Access to SR 16 via North McDonough Road;  
 Many land parcels are vacant; and 
 Potential for future expansion. 

 
Disadvantages: 
 Some residential land uses surrounding site;  
 Transmission wires to bury or relocate; 
 Some cell tower relocation; 
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Griffin-Spalding County Airport 
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 Impacts to flood plains; and 
 Impacts to streams and wetlands. 

 
Site 8 
 
Site 8 is shown on Figure 12, is located in south Spalding County, along the Lamar 
County boundary.   County Line Road forms the southern border of the site, with Potato 
Creek as the eastern boundary, and parcel lines along the north and east boundaries.  
Site 8 consists of 667 acres.  The advantages and disadvantages of this site are: 
 
Advantages: 
 Relatively flat terrain; and 
 No tower relocation.  

 
Disadvantages: 
 Some environmental impact. 
 Surface access require improvements for access to SR 16; and 
 Residential land uses surrounding site.  
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SECTION 4 – COMPARATIVE SITE RATINGS 
 
The preliminary evaluation of the eight sites was a consolidated effort to explore all 
issues that could influence site selection with refined criteria.  The following categories of 
site suitability were applied to all sites for a more in depth analyses:  
 
 infrastructure and land acquisition; 
 environmental considerations; 
 constructability; 
 operational capability; and 
 industrial compatibility. 

 
These criteria provided the framework for a preliminary analysis of each site utilizing 
easily accessible resources, such as State of Georgia databases, GIS data sets from 
City of Griffin and Spalding County, FAA regulations, and engineers’ experience based 
on similar projects.  
 
Each site was rated with a ‘1’, ‘2’, or ‘3’ for each sub-category of the previous categories.  
A rating of 1 was attributed to sites at which the criteria was not desirable and likely 
would present significant issues of cost, effort, or applicable approvals.  A rating of 2 was 
given to sites that, in comparison to others, exhibited neither undesirable nor optimally 
desirable characteristics.  A rating of 3 was given to sites that presented the most 
desirable properties of the criterion.   
 
The following sections detail the basis of how each category and related sub-categories 
were reviewed and rated. 
 
4.1 Rating Criteria 
 
Infrastructure and Land Acquisition 
 
Infrastructure requirements considered in this category include surface access, utilities 
access, and the relative ease of land acquisition for the land parcels required for airport 
construction. 
 
 Surface access – The existing roadway network in the vicinity of each site and 

the level of improvement required to provide adequate access from the site to SR 
16 were factors in the rating of surface access for each site.  Sites that rated a ‘3’ 
are adjacent to SR 16 with minimal or no additional construction of roads to 
access the site.  Those with ratings of ‘2’ are nearby a main county or state road, 
such as North McDonough Road, with sufficient access to SR 16.  Sites rated 
with a ‘1’ would require significant improvement in order to access SR 16. 
 

 Utilities access – Readily available utilities access, such as sanitary sewer, 
water, electricity, and communications, at a site will reduce costs associated with 
extending utilities lines to the site prior to construction.  A site with a rating of ‘2.5’ 
or ‘3’ has most or all utilities are present in the vicinity of the site.  Sites rated with 
‘2’ do not have on-site utilities, but infrastructure required to connect with existing 
lines would not require major or expensive construction. A rating of ‘1’ or ‘1.5’ 
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indicates that utilities are not easily accessible to the site and significant 
extensions would be required to provide sufficient utilities to the site. 
 

 Land acquisition – The number of parcels impacted by the preliminary airport 
boundary and needed for acquisition also represent potential cost and time effort 
involved for public involvement and relocations of residents.  Each site is rated 
relative to each other, with a rating of ‘3’ as the least parcels impacted on the site 
compared to the other sites; a rating of ‘2’ for sites with similar number of parcels 
compared to several other sites; and a rating of ‘1’ for sites with the most parcels 
impacted. 
 

Table 2 presents the ratings of each of the sub-categories with Infrastructure and Land 
Acquisition category.  The preliminary average is the overall rating for the category. 
 

Table 2 
Infrastructure and Land Acquisition Ratings 

Refined Criteria Site 1 Site 2 Site 3 Site 4 Site 5 Site 6 Site7 Site 8 
Surface Access  2 3 3 3 1 2 3 1 
Utilities Access 1.5 1.5 1.5 3 1.5 2.5 2 3 
Ease of Land Acquisition 1 1 2 3 1 1 2 1 
 Preliminary Average 1.50 1.83 2.17 3.00 1.17 1.83 2.33 1.67 
 
Environmental Considerations 
 
The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires agencies using federal funds for 
a project to ensure that the project does not impact or impair environmental resources by 
a conducting a comprehensive evaluation of its effects. Although detailed studies are 
necessary to meet NEPA requirements for environmental assessment of the 
construction of a potential new airport and its alternatives, the results of this preliminary 
evaluation serve as guidance for rating each site. 
 
Each site was researched using existing and readily available resources in order to 
gather information about potential environmental constraints located within the boundary 
of each preliminary site.  A rating was provided for each environmental category, with ‘1’ 
indicating that extensive environmental resources are prevalent on the site; a rating of ‘2’ 
representing existing environmental resources, but could potentially be mitigated with 
minor impact to the surrounding environment; and a rating of ‘3’ represents favorable 
environmental conditions on the site.  
 
The following sections detail the 12 environmental categories evaluated for each 
preliminary site boundary.  It is important to note that the impacts to each resource were 
estimated based on the preliminary property boundary.  Actual impacts may be higher or 
lower than this estimate when a comprehensive environmental assessment is prepared 
based on more specific design requirements. 
 
 Wetlands – Desirable conditions are less than 10 acres per site, moderate 

wetlands are between 10 and 100 acres per site, and sites with greater than 100 
acres of wetlands are undesirable. 

 
 Streams – The fewest linear feet of streams within the site (< 12,000 linear feet) 

was considered desirable with a score of 3, a score of 2 was assigned to sites 
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with a moderate amount of streams (between 12,000 and 15,000 feet), and a 
score of 1 was give to sites with greater than 15,000 linear feet of streams within 
the entire site.  Again, the proposed footprint of the airport was not utilized to 
produce the score. 

 
 Floodplains – The score was based on the acreage of floodplains located on the 

site.  A score of 1 was given to sites with greater than 75 acres of floodplains, a 
score of 2 was given to sites with less than 75 acres but more than 40 acres of 
floodplains, and a score of 3 was assigned to sites with less than 40 acres of 
floodplains within the entire site.  The proposed airport footprint was not utilized 
to produce the score.  Also, the type/category of floodplains within each site was 
not considered. 

 
 Water quality – Cabin Creek and Potato Creek are listed on EPD’s 303(d) list for 

impaired waters for not fully supporting their designated use.  In order to be 
issued a buffer variance for impacts to a 303(d) listed water body, four of the 20 
additional Best Management Practices recommended by EPD have to 
incorporated into the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan. 

 
 Historic properties – Ratings were based on whether National Register listed 

properties were located within the boundary of the site or if properties are located 
outside of the boundary but possibly within the Area of Potential Effect.  It is 
important to note that a complete physical survey of historical properties would 
be required in order to determine if any historic properties or potentially eligible 
properties might be affected within a particular site or its Area of Potential Effect.  

 
 Archaeological sites – A GDOT archaeologist was contacted to determine if 

any known archaeological sites are located within or near the boundary of each 
potential site.  Lower scores were assigned to those sites considered most likely 
to impact known archaeological sites.   

 
 Minority and low-income populations and environmental justice – 

Communities protected under Title VI of the Civil Rights Restoration Act include 
particular segments of society such as low-income communities or ethnic/racial 
minority groups that may sometimes bear a disproportionate amount of risk 
associated with environmental degradation and hazards.  The U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency defines Environmental Justice as the "fair 
treatment for people of all races, cultures, and incomes, regarding the 
development of environmental laws, regulations, and policies."  GIS and U.S. 
Census maps were reviewed to determine the percentage of minorities or low-
income populations within the site. Ratings were based on how likely the site 
would be to impact minority communities in the county, with a rating of ‘3’ being 
no impact to low income or minority communities and a rating of ‘1’ being a high 
impact to low income or minority communities.   

 
 Hazardous waste sites – GIS maps were reviewed to determine if any known 

landfills or hazardous spill sites are located within any of the proposed site 
boundaries.  Site 2 appears to contain a portion of an abandoned landfill, 
Yamacraw Road Municipal Solid Waste Landfill.  Additional studies of potential 
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UST/hazardous waste sites will be required.  A rating of 3 was assigned to those 
sites that did not encroach upon a known waste facility, and a rating of 1 was 
given to any site occurring within the boundary of a waste facility.   

 
 Existing and future farmland – Spalding County land use maps were used to 

calculate the amount of land designated for agricultural use within each site 
location.  A rating of 3 was given to the site/sites with the fewest acres of existing 
farmlands within the boundary, a rating of 2 was assigned to sites with moderate 
farmland impacts, and a rating of 1 was assigned to those sites with the largest 
number of farmland impacts.  Site 5 encompasses an operating dairy farm.  

 
 Threatened and endangered species – The Georgia Department of Natural 

Resources Non-game Division was contacted to gather site specific information 
regarding known occurrences of threatened and endangered species in proximity 
to each potential site location.  There were no known occurrences of threatened 
and endangered species on or in proximity to Sites 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 or 8.  It was noted 
that a state-protected species, the Altamaha shiner (Cyprinella xaenura), is 
known to occur approximately three miles from Sites 1 and 7 in the Towaliga 
River.  However, this species is not protected by the Endangered Species Act, 
and is not known to occur on any of the proposed sites.  Therefore, a score of 3 
was assigned to all proposed sites. 
 

The ratings of each site’s environmental sub-category are shown in Table 3.  The 
preliminary average of all environmental sub-categories for each site comprise the 
environmental rating for each site. 
 

Table 3 
Environmental  Ratings  

Refined Criteria Site 1 Site 2 Site 3 Site 4 Site 5 Site 6 Site7 Site 8 
Wetlands 2 1 3 1 2 3 2 1 
Streams 1 3 1 2 2 1 2 3 

Water Quality 3 1 1 1 3 1 3 1 
Floodplains 1 1 3 2 2 2 1 2 

Historic Properties 1 3 2 3 3 3 2 3 
Archaeological Sites 1 2 2 2 3 3 1 2 

Environmental Justice 2 2 2 3 3 3 2 3 
Hazardous Waste Sites 3 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 

Farmland 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 3 
Threatened & Endangered Species 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 

Preliminary Average 1.80 1.90 2.20 2.20 2.50 2.40 2.10 2.40 
Source: THE LPA GROUP INCORPORATED, 2008. 
 
 
Constructability 
 
To assess constructability, each preliminary site was examined using available GIS data, 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) floodplain maps, and soil survey 
maps.  Using the available data, the sites were given a rating for six different categories, 
including hydrology, terrain, soil conditions, road relocations, utilities, and construction 
costs.  Each site was given a rating from 1 to 3 for each category, with 1 being the 
lowest and 3 being the highest score.  The constructability of each site was derived from 
the average of the ratings in each sub-category, as follows: 
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 Hydrology – Stream crossings and stormwater management often create 

challenges during design and construction, which can have a significant effect on 
the project cost.  Therefore, it was important to consider each site’s hydraulic and 
hydrologic characteristics to compare the estimated design effort and 
comparable construction cost of each site.  Future stormwater management 
facilities, stream crossings, specifically FEMA regulated floodplains, and stream 
relocations were the main aspects assessed to determine constructability and 
ultimately the overall cost of each site.  A rating of ‘3’ was given to a site if the 
terrain, streams, and other features indicated that minimal effort would be 
required to maintain the existing hydrology of the site.  A rating of ‘2’ was given to 
a site where the terrain as well as the number of stream crossings were average 
as compared to the other sites, while a rating of ‘1’ was given to a site with more 
complex hydrologic features, such as multiple FEMA floodplain crossings. 

 
 Terrain – Often the most expensive construction aspect is the earthwork 

operations required to grade the site in accordance with FAA standards.  A rating 
of ‘3’ was given to a relatively flat site.  A rating of ‘2’ was given to a site with 
moderate grade changes.  A rating of ‘1’ was given to a site with significant grade 
changes.  To determine constructability, only the general terrain was considered 
when looking at this item and additional earthwork to provide clearances for 
surfaces was not considered.  

 
 Soil conditions – Certain soil types are more conducive to construction than 

other, and the potential presence of rock is expensive and time consuming to 
excavate and place as embankment during construction. U.S. Geologic Survey 
soil maps were reviewed to estimate existing soil types in the vicinity of each site.  
A rating of ‘3’ was given to a site if there appeared to be little to no potential for 
rock excavation and unsuitable soils.  A rating of ‘2’ was given to a site with a site 
that had an average estimated amount of unsuitable material and rock 
excavation as compare to the other sites.  A rating of ‘1’ was given to a site if the 
potential for rock excavation and unsuitable soils was greater than average. 

 
 Road relocations – Relocating existing roads around the airport or industrial 

areas should be avoided if possible, to prevent disruptive surface access and 
reduce design and construction costs.  A site was given a rating of ‘3’ if no road 
relocations are expected as a result of construction; a rating of ‘2’ was given to a 
site that requires minor road relocations; and a rating of ‘1’ was given to a site if a 
major road or extensive road relocations are required for construction. 

 
 Utilities – Existing utilities that extend through the proposed site would need to 

be buried, relocated, or modified as a part of the project to operate safely.  Gas 
and oil pipelines, electrical transmission wires, water and sewer lines, and 
communications lines were considered in this sub-category. A site was given a 
rating of ‘3’ if no utilities require relocation or modification; a rating of ‘2’ was 
given to a site that requires minor utilities relocations or modifications will be 
required; and a rating of ‘1’ was given to a site if many utilities require complex 
relocations for construction. 
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 Construction costs – The relative costs of construction were estimated for each 

of the constructability sub-categories. 
 
Table 4 shows the ratings of each site for the constructability sub-categories. Higher 
rated sites generally had flatter terrain, less impacts to FEMA regulated floodplains, 
good existing soil conditions, and fewer road relocations, resulting in lower anticipated 
construction costs. While some sites scored lower than others and would require more 
effort to develop, none of the sites are considered undevelopable.   
 

Table 4 
Constructability  Ratings  

Refined Criteria Site 1 Site 2 Site 3 Site 4 Site 5 Site 6 Site7 Site 8 
Hydrology 1 1 2 1 3 1 2 1 

Terrain 1 1 3 2 3 2 1 3 
Soil Conditions 2 1 3 2 2 2 1 1 

Road Relocations 1 2 3 1 2 2 2 1 
Utilities 3 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 

Construction Costs 1 2 3 1 3 2 1 2 
Preliminary Average 1.50 1.50 2.50 1.33 2.50 1.67 1.50 1.67 

 
Operational Capability  
 
The operational capability of each site considers the requirements for normal airport 
operations. Each site was given a rating from 1 to 3 for each category, with 1 being the 
lowest and 3 being the highest score.  The following sub-categories were rated to 
evaluate each site’s operational capability:  
 
 Obstructions to airspace – The airspace around an airport must be clear of 

obstructions for safety of the airport users as well as and to persons and property 
on the ground.  Sites with man-made obstructions, such as communications 
towers, may require relocation or acquisition, which is an costly project. A rating 
of ‘3’ was given to a site with no known obstructions within the vicinity of the site.  
A rating of ‘2’ was given to a site with one or two obstructions in the area.  A 
rating of ‘1’ was given to a site with many obstructions that potentially would need 
to be relocated or acquired.   

 
 Noise – Future estimated noise contours for each site for year 2028 were based 

on a conservative forecast of fleet mix and operational level similar to active 
business airports in the Atlanta metro area.  The FAA suggests noise contours of 
75, 70, and 65 DNL be measured at airports such as Griffin-Spalding County, as 
noise exposure threshold for incompatibility is 65 DNL and contours higher than 
75 DNL typically remain on airport property.  A rating of ‘3’ was given to a site 
with least persons exposed to noise contours.  A rating of ‘2’ was given to a site 
with moderate noise exposure to residents.  A rating of ‘1’ was given to a site 
with the most and/or highest noise exposure to residents.   
 

 Proximity to Landfill - The proximity of a proposed airport to municipal waste 
disposal operations is important because this land use would potentially attract 
hazardous wildlife within the area of airport operations, particularly birds.  In FAA 
AC 150/5200-33B, Hazardous Wildlife Attractants on or Near Airports, the FAA 
recommends a five mile buffer for land uses that might attract wildlife into the 
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airport’s approach, departure and circling airspace.  Based on this guidance, a 
rating of “1” was given to a site within 5 miles of a municipal landfill and a rating 
of “3” if the site was outside five miles.  
 

 Area for future development – Ideally, a new Griffin-Spalding County Airport 
site would have adjacent areas around initial facility development that could be 
reserved for future aeronautical development. Limited area for airport expansion 
may create congestion and delays at an airport with maximized facility 
development.  A rating of ‘3’ was given to a site with ample area for future 
development.  A rating of ‘2’ was given to a site with moderate area for future 
development.  A rating of ‘1’ was given to a site with minimal or no adjacent area 
for future development.   

 
 
Table 5 presents the ratings for operational capability sub-categories and the preliminary 
average for the category.  All sites, except Site 8, have man-made obstructions in the 
vicinity of the site.  Sites 3 and 5 have ample area for future development; Sites 2, 6, and 
7 have some area for future development; while Sites 1, 4, and 8 have minimal 
surrounding area for future development.  Some degree of noise issues may occur on all 
sites other than Site 5. 
 

Table 5 
Operational Capability  Ratings  

Refined Criteria Site 1 Site 2 Site 3 Site 4 Site 5 Site 6 Site7 Site 8 
Obstructions to Airspace 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 3 

Noise 1 1 2 2 3 2 2 1 
Proximity to Landfills 3 1 1 1 1 3 3 3 

Area for Future Development 1 2 3 1 3 2 2 1 
Preliminary Average 1.50 1.50 1.75 1.25 2.25 2.00 2.00 2.00 

 
Industrial Compatibility 
 
Airport and industrial land uses must be compatible with the surrounding area as well as 
the community’s comprehensive plan for future land use.   An airport and industrial park 
would not be compatible with a neighborhood in most cases, for example. A rating of ‘3’ 
was given to a site with the most industrial compatibility.  A rating of ‘2’ was given to a 
site with moderate industrial compatibility.  A rating of ‘1’ was given to a site with the 
least surrounding industrial compatibility.   
 
Table 6 presents the ratings for industrial compatibility  
 

Table 6 
Industrial Compatibility Ratings  

Refined Criteria Site 1 Site 2 Site 3 Site 4 Site 5 Site 6 Site7 Site 8 
Industrial Land Use 1 2 3 3 1 3 1 1 

 1.00 2.00 3.00 3.00 1.00 3.00 1.00 1.00 
 
4.2 Preliminary Ratings 
 
Table 7 presents the ratings for all sites within all categories.  The four sites eliminated 
from further analysis are Sites 2, 3, 4, and 5, but ratings are shown for comparative 
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purposes.  The highest rated sites for further consideration in the detailed analysis of 
each site are Site 6 and Site 7. 
 

Table 7 
Preliminary Site Evaluation Ratings  

Refined Criteria Site 1 Site 2 Site 3 Site 4 Site 5 Site 6 Site7 Site 8 
Infrastructure/Land Acquisition 1.50 1.83 2.17 3.00 1.17 1.83 2.33 1.67 
Environmental 1.80 1.90 2.20 2.20 2.50 2.40 2.10 2.40 
Constructability 1.50 1.50 2.50 1.33 2.50 1.67 1.50 1.67 
Operational Capability 1.00 1.67 2.00 1.33 2.67 1.67 1.67 1.67 
Industrial 1.00 2.00 3.00 3.00 1.00 3.00 1.00 1.00 

 Preliminary Average 1.63 1.65 2.14 1.98 1.81 2.26 1.93 1.90 
Note: Operational ratings  
Source: THE LPA GROUP INCORPORATED, 2008. 
 
4.3 Site Screening and Final Ranking 
 
Upon presentation of this analysis to GDOT, Griffin and Spalding County were informed 
that the state requirement for separation of landfill from airport is more stringent than that 
of the FAA.  GDOT policy states that a new landfill site must be at least five miles from 
an existing airport; therefore, the converse policy was assumed that a new airport site 
must remain at least five miles from an existing landfill with no exceptions.   
 
As a result of the changes to the siting criteria, the four sites within five miles of the Butts 
County landfill on the east side of the county were withdrawn from further consideration 
upon completion of the preliminary analysis.  Further, Site 4 was eliminated from further 
consideration, as the property was purchased for a stand-alone industrial project at the 
time of this writing. 
 
Based the preliminary site evaluation, top four sites are Site 1, 6, 7 and 8, with Site 6 
being the highest ranked of those sites. 
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SECTION 5 – DETAILED SITE EVALUATION  
 
The two top-rated sites, Site 6 and Site 7, from the preliminary evaluation were carried 
forward for a detailed evaluation, which includes a preliminary grading scheme for the 
airport and industrial park, utilities schematic, roadway improvements, and cost 
estimates.  The issues with both sites are similar. The airport template was refined 
based on the preliminary grading plan, potential obstructions, utilities availability, and 
potential environmental impacts.   
 
The airport buildings include approximately 42 conventional hangars measuring 50 ft x 
50 ft, approximately 66 tie-downs, one 12-unit t-hangar, and 24 conventional hangars 
measuring 100 ft x 100 ft.  These facilities are equivalent to what is currently occupied at 
the existing Griffin-Spalding County Airport.  Utilities include water and sewer.   
 
5.1 Site 6 Initial and Ultimate Layout 
 
Site 6 initial development, shown on Figure 13, includes a single 5,500 ft long, 100 ft 
wide runway with a full parallel taxiway on the south side of the runway.  The runway is 
configured along an approximate 120º/300º heading, or in a northwest/southeast 
direction.  A major feature of Site 6 in the detailed analysis is that its original proposed 
site boundaries conflicted with the more stringent landfill buffer of five miles.  The site 
was reconfigured to include property outside of the buffer, as reflected Figure 13.  The 
proposed site encompasses approximately 320 acres over 51 parcels.  Three 
communications towers on the site in the vicinity of the proposed runway require 
acquisition or relocation to meet FAA airspace safety standards prescribed in FAR Part 
77, Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace. 
 
Site 6 ultimate development includes a 500 ft runway extension to the northwest and a 
grading plan to reserve the maximum airfield area frontage for landside facilities, as 
shown on Figure 14.  The proposed ultimate airport site encompasses approximately 72 
additional acres and six additional parcels, for a total proposed site of approximately 392 
acres over 57 parcels.  Depending on the role of the airport in the future, ample space is 
available for any type of aeronautical development considered at the time. 
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5.2 Site 7 Initial and Ultimate Layout 
 
The initial Site 7 airport construction concept is shown on Figure 15. It proposes a single 
5,500 ft long, 100 ft wide runway with a full parallel taxiway on the north side of the 
runway.  The runway is configured along an approximate 080º/260º heading, or in a 
west/east direction. The entire initial site, including landside facilities, encompasses 
approximately 416 acres on 85 parcels.   Three communications towers in the vicinity of 
the proposed airfield require acquisition or relocation to meet FAA airspace safety 
standards prescribed in FAR Part 77, Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace. 
 
Site 7 ultimate proposed airport concept includes a 500-foot runway extension to the 
west, as shown in Figure 16.  The proposed ultimate airport site encompasses 
approximately 31 additional acres and three additional parcels, for a total proposed site 
of approximately 447 acres over 88 parcels.  Additional developable space is reserved 
for future aeronautical development along the frontage of the parallel taxiway. 
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5.3 Cost Estimates 
 
The cost estimates for the development of a new airport site are engineers’ opinion of 
construction and presented in Table 8 and 9 including potential federal and state 
matching funds at 95% federal and 2.5% state for eligible costs. 
 

Table 8 
Airport Cost Opinion – Initial Development- 

Site 6 – Initial Development  

 Total Cost FAA Funds  State Funds Local Funds 

Site Selection, 
Environmental, Planning $1,030,000 $978,500 -- $51,500 

Land Acquisition and 
Relocation $7,000,000 $6,650,000 $175,000 $175,000 

Obstruction Removal $6,000,000 $5,700,000 $150,000 $150,000 

Environmental Mitigation $3,800,000 $3,610,000 $95,000 $95,000 

Construction - Airport $38,000,000 $36,100,000 $950,000 $950,000 

Construction - Facilities $600,000 -- -- $600,000 

Total Initial Airport Cost $56,430,000 $53,038,500 $1,370,000 $2,021,500 

Site 7 – Initial Development  

 Total Cost FAA Funds State Funds Local Funds 

Site Selection, 
Environmental, Planning $1,030,000 $978,500 -- $51,500 

Land Acquisition and 
Relocation $19,900,000 $18,905,000 $497,500 $497,500 

Obstruction Removal $6,000,000 $5,700,000 $150,000 $150,000 

Environmental Mitigation $2,900,000 $2,755,000 $72,500 $72,500 

Construction - Airport $43,900,000 $41,705,000 $1,097,500 $1,097,500 

Construction - Facilities $600,000 -- -- $600,000 

Total Initial Airport Cost $74,330,000 $70,138,500 $1,820,000 $2,471,500 
Note: Costs presented above reflected estimates and funding participation based on 2008 criteria.   
 
Source: THE LPA GROUP INCORPORATED, 2008. 
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Table 9 
Airport Cost Opinion – Ultimate Development- 

Site 6 – Ultimate Development  

 Total Cost FAA Funds  State Funds Local Funds 

Land Acquisition and 
Relocation $1,000,000 $950,000 $25,000 $25,000 

Obstruction Removal -- -- -- -- 

Environmental Mitigation $1,100,000 $1,045,000 $27,500 $27,500 

Construction - Airport $15,800,000 $15,010,000 $395,000 $395,000 

Airport Additional Cost 
Total $17,900,000 $17,005,000 $447,500 $447,500 

Construction - Industrial 
Park $37,500,000 -- -- $37,500,000 

Total Additional Cost $55,400,000 $17,005,000 $447,500 $37,947,500 

Site 7 – Ultimate Development  

 Total Cost FAA Funds State Funds Local Funds 

Land Acquisition and 
Relocation $1,000,000 $950,000 $25,000 $25,000 

Obstruction Removal -- -- -- -- 

Environmental Mitigation $800,000 $760,000 $20,000 $20,000 

Construction - Airport $16,700,000 $15,865,000 $417,500 $417,500 

Airport Additional Cost 
Total $18,500,000 $17,575,000 $462,500 $462,500 

Construction - Industrial 
Park $49,400,000 - - $49,400,000 

Total Additional Cost $67,900,000 $17,575,000 $462,500 $49,862,500 
Note: Costs presented above reflected estimates and funding participation based on 2008 criteria.   
 
Source: THE LPA GROUP INCORPORATED, 2008. 
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SECTION 6 - CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN 
 
This purpose of this section is to provide guidance for the funding and implementation of 
a potential replacement airport by creating a suggested Capital Improvement Program 
(CIP) in order to prioritize the most important projects to be constructed in the near-term.  
Most importantly, the CIP provides preliminary cost estimates, a determination of 
potential funding sources and timeframes for completion.  The CIP should provide the 
City of Griffin, Spalding County, GDOT, and FAA with the information needed to 
integrate financial planning of funding for the replacement airport project should this 
project move forward.  Costs shown within the CIP are preliminary estimates to be used 
for planning purposes only.  Furthermore, the CIP provides a suggested schedule for 
implementation, but the actual construction of these projects will ultimately be defined by 
demand for facilities, and availability of funding.   
  
6.1 Funding Sources 
 
Federal Airport Improvement Program 
 
The FAA’s Airport Improvement Program (AIP) is the primary source of funding for 
airport capital projects at NPIAS airports.   Griffin-Spalding County Airport is included in 
the NPIAS as a general aviation airport and is eligible for AIP funding.  AIP grants 
currently cover up to 95% of an eligible project’s cost (Note: This was the funding level at 
in 2008 when this site selection study was completed. Funding level later changed to 
90% of eligible costs).  The two major categories of funding for general aviation airports 
include entitlement and discretionary grant programs.  In Georgia, AIP grants at general 
aviation airports are administered by GDOT Aviation Programs under the State Block 
Grant program.   
 
Under the Fiscal year 2008 FAA funding system, Griffin is eligible to receive nonprimary 
entitlement funding of $150,000 per fiscal year.  Further, each annual nonprimary 
entitlement grant can be held for up to three years, and enable to the airport to 
accumulate funds in nonprimary entitlement grants for one project.   
 
Discretionary grants above the annual nonprimary entitlement grant of $150,000 are 
available to Griffin for specific projects determined by GDOT and the FAA.  The 
FAA/GDOT has established the national priority system for the award process of AIP 
discretionary grants, and each project must show proper justification in accordance with 
the system.   The FAA AIP discretionary grants typically fund 95% of the total project 
cost. 
 
Georgia Airport Aid Program 
 
GDOT operates the Georgia Airport Aid Program (GAAP) for the purpose of providing 
funding for planning, capital improvements, maintenance, and approach aids to 103 
publicly-owned airports in Georgia.  Where federally funded projects are typically funded 
at 95% by the FAA, GDOT funding assistance for eligible projects is usually 2.5%.  
Further, some airport projects not eligible for or not included in FAA AIP funding may be 
funded by GDOT at 50%-100%. With respect to funding priority, all projects funded by 
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the FAA which are eligible for state funding assistance are given the highest priority for 
GAAP funds.  However, general aviation airport projects are given priority for state 
funding assistance over the commercial service airport projects because general 
aviation airports typically generate less local revenue and are thus more dependent 
upon state funding assistance.   
 
Local 
 
The remainder of the project costs after FAA and GDOT funds are granted for Griffin-
Spalding County Airport are the responsibility of the City of Griffin and Spalding County, 
the owner and operator of the airport.  In some cases, projects related to the 
replacement airport project have been undertaken by the owner using 100% local funds 
with the expectation that these projects will be reimbursed for federal and state matching 
shares once key milestones are completed. 
 
6.2 Capital Improvement Plan   
 
This CIP presented in Table 10 provides a year-to-year project listing and estimated 
costs.  Each project is divided by potential federal and state matching grants as well as 
anticipated later reimbursements of local funds.  Each of the project costs shown are 
estimated planning figures in 2008 dollars.  The costs are an estimated total figure which 
includes items such as design, engineering, planning, grading, supplies, construction 
and associated utilities. These costs should be used for planning purposes only and 
detailed cost estimates should be obtained prior to implementation of each project.  
 
This CIP assumes future sale of the existing airport property and reinvestment of that 
equity into the new airport.  An appraisal of the current airport’s leasehold value is 
$8,400,000 and included in Appendix A.   
 
Table 10 presents the replacement airport CIP.    
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Table 10 
Capital Improvement Plan – Proposed Replacement Airport 

Prior Commitments 
Project Total Cost FAA Funds State Funds Local Funds 

Airport Site Selection Study 
- Phase 1 and 2 (Future 

Reimb.) 
$240,000 $0 $0 $240,000 

Total - Prior 
Commitments $240,000 $0 $0 $240,000 

FY 2010  
 Total Cost FAA Funds State Funds Local Funds 

Airport Environmental 
Assessment - Phase 1 

(Future Reimb.) 
$360,000  $0  $0  $360,000  

Total – FY 2010 $360,000  $0  $0  $360,000  
FY 2011  

Airport Environmental 
Assessment - Phase 2, 
including Permitting & 
Mitigation Plan (Future 

Reimb.) 

$280,000  $0  $0  $280,000  

Airport Master Plan Update 
(Future Reimb.) $150,000  $0  $0  $150,000  

Federal Reimbursement for 
Site Selection Study, 

Environmental Assessment, 
and Master Plan Update 

In Above $978,500  $0  $0  

Local Reimbursement for 
Site Selection Study, 

Environmental Assessment, 
and Master Plan Update 

In Above $0  $0  ($978,500) 

Total – FY 2011 $430,000  $978,500  $0  ($548,500) 
FAA FY 2012 

Project Total Cost FAA Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Purchase of Environmental 

Mitigation Credits $3,300,000  $3,135,000  $82,500  $82,500  

Water Quality Monitoring 
Program $500,000  $475,000  $12,500  $12,500  

Land Acquisition - Phase 1 
(Initial Grading & Borrow 
Site Limits Only) (Future 

Reimb.) 

$5,000,000  $0  $0  $5,000,000  

Construct Runway (5,500' x 
100'), Parallel Taxiway and 
Terminal Apron - Clearing & 

Stormwater Control 
Facilities 

$5,100,000  $4,845,000  $127,500  $127,500  

Total – FY 2012 $13,900,000  $8,455,000  $222,500  $5,222,500  
FY 2013  

 Total Cost FAA Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Land Acquisition - Phase 2 
(Balance of Initial Airfield 
Parcels) (Future Reimb.) 

$2,000,000  $0  $0  $2,000,000  

Construct Runway (5,500' x 
100'), Parallel Taxiway and 
Terminal Apron - Grading & 

Drainage - Phase 1 

$10,300,000  $9,785,000  $257,500  $257,500  

Total – FY 2013 $12,300,000  $9,785,000  $257,500  $2,257,500  
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Table 10 (Continued) 
Capital Improvement Plan – Proposed Replacement Airport 

FY 2014  
 Total Cost FAA Funds State Funds Local Funds 

Construct Runway (5,500' x 
100'), Parallel Taxiway and 
Terminal Apron - Grading & 

Drainage - Phase 2 

$10,200,000  $9,690,000  $255,000  $255,000  

Total – FY 2014 $10,200,000  $9,690,000  $255,000  $255,000  
FY 2015 

 Total Cost FAA Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Obstruction Removal / 

Mitigation - Towers $6,000,000  $5,700,000  $150,000  $150,000  

Construct Airport Entrance 
Road & Site Utilities $2,000,000  $0  $1,500,000  $500,000  

 Total – FY 2015 $8,000,000  $5,700,000  $1,650,000  $650,000  
FY 2016 

 Total Cost FAA Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Construct Runway (5,500' x 
100'), Parallel Taxiway and 
Terminal Apron - Paving, 

Lighting, Marking & Fencing 

$8,900,000  $8,455,000  $222,500  $222,500  

Install Precision Approach 
Navigational Equipment 

(ILS) 
$1,500,000  $0  $1,125,000  $375,000  

Construct Terminal Building $600,000  $0  $0  $600,000  
Total – FY 2016 $11,000,000  $8,455,000  $1,347,500  $1,197,500  

FY 2017 
 Total Cost FAA Funds State Funds Local Funds 

Federal Reimbursement for 
Land Acquisition - Phase 1 In Above $4,750,000  $0  $0  

Local Reimbursement for 
Land Acquisition - Phase 1 In Above $0  $0  ($4,750,000) 

Total – FY 2017 $0  $4,750,000  $0  ($4,750,000) 
FY 2018 

 Total Cost FAA Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Federal Reimbursement for 
Land Acquisition - Phase 2 In Above $1,900,000  $0  $0  

Local Reimbursement for 
Land Acquisition - Phase 2 In Above $0  $0  ($1,900,000) 

Existing Airport Leasehold 
Buyout (2009 Dollars) $8,400,000  $0  $0  $8,400,000  

Sale of Existing Airport 
Property In Above $0  $0  ($8,400,000) 

Total FY 2018     
Multi-Year CIP Total 

 Total Cost FAA Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Multi-Year CIP Total $64,830,000  $49,713,500  $3,732,500  $2,984,000  

NOTES:        
Projects shown with FEDERAL funding have a cost sharing of FEDERAL (95%) / STATE (2.5% of Estimated 
Construction Cost) / LOCAL (Remainder). Projects shown with STATE funding have a cost sharing of STATE 
(75% of Estimated Construction Phase Costs) / LOCAL (Remainder)     
  
        
Project costs shown under the New Airport heading represent preliminary order of magnitude costs, and will be refined 
periodically in the future as the various Airport Planning and Environmental Studies are completed.  
  
 
Source: THE LPA GROUP INCORPORATED, 2008. 
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