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Recommended Development Plan (Costs

Short-Term

Wildlife Fencing Project

Land for Approach Protection
Taxilane Construction

Bypass Taxiway RW 32

Partial Parallel Taxiway RW 32
Bypass Taxiway RW 14

Pavement Preservation

Short-Term Total Costs (0-5 Years)
Medium-Term
ALP Update
EA for Runway 14/32 Extension
Extend Runway 14/32 (Phase )
Apron Expansion (Phase 1)
Pavement Preservation
Update Airport Master Plan
Medium-Term Total Cost (6-10 Years)
Long-Term

EA for Runway Extension

Extend Runway 14/32 (Phase I1)

Pavement Preservation

Snow Removal Equipment

(e]
(e]
(63 Apron Expansion (Phase II)
S5
S5
S5

Replace SRE Building
Long-Term Total Cost (11-20 Years)
20-Year Total Cost

C= Capacity S=Safety

$250,000
$150,000
$570,000
$2,000,000
$5,000,000
$2,000,000

$175,000
$10,145,000

TOTAL
$125,000
$150,000

$10,050,000
$570,000
$175,000
$250,000
$11,320,000

TOTAL
$150,000

$10,000,000
$7,840,000
$175,000
$250,000
$325,000
$18,740,000
$40,205,000

$237,500
$142,500
$541,500
$1,900,000
$4,750,000
$1,900,000

$166,250
$9,637,750

FAA
$118,750
$142,500

$9,547,500
$541,500
$166,250
$237,500
$10,754,000

FAA
$142,500

$9,500,000
$7,448,000
$166,250
$237,500
$308,750
$17,803,000
$38,194,750
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| ,ﬁ,. Grant Funding

in FY 07 Dollars)

$6,250
$3,750
$14,250

$50,000
$125,000

$50,000

$4,375
$253,625

State
$3,125
$3,750

$251,250
$14,250
$4,375
$6,250
$283,000

State
$3,750

$250,000
$196,000
$4,375
$6,250
$8,125
$468,500
$1,005,125

Sponsor |

$6,250
$3,750
$14,250

$50,000

$125,000
$50,000 {4

$4,375
$253,625

Sponsor  §

$3,125

$3,750 §

$251,250
$14,250
$4,375
$6,250

$283,000 &

Sponsor

$3,750 %
3
$250,000
|
$196,000 £

$4,375

$6,250 {4

$8,125

$468,500 ¥
$1,005,125
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E The Airport and Airways Act of 1982 created and authorized

“ the Airport Improvement Program (AIP) to assist in the ¥
== development of a nationwide system of public-use airports
% adequate to meet the projected growth of civil aviation. The .
.=t Act provides funding for airport planning and development
i projects at airports included in the National Plan of Integrated r“

'!l:'*l Airport Systems. i
i

?; The recommended projects in the development plan do ;
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:_-'-'; not guarantee or obligate the FAA, State or City to fund or :-;-;,j -'.:‘3'

'?; construct any of the listed improvements.
_:.:: uncommon for the airport development needs to exceed the -‘*v
Q level of FAA and State grant funding available.

Airports ¢ |

It is not e

| '==§ typically submit their unconstrained list of funding needs to the &= &

| FAA. This list is compiled into the National Plan of Integrated :

4 Airport Systems (NPIAS) report that is then submitted to q;

=<} Congress on a biennial basis. The FAA and State then select £ &

1 those projects from the NPIAS list that fall within their priority {2 |

[=: and funding capacity and enter them (i.e. program them) into ".,f;{
5+ the Airports Capital Improvement Program (ACIP). The ACIP :3!_'« -

175

% includes those projects that are reasonably expected (but not
7 guaranteed) to be funded over the next six years.
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Philo Shelton, Public Works Director
Mel Baker, Airport Manager
PO Box 775088
Steamboat Springs, CO 80477-5088
(970) 879-9042

Colorado Aeronautics Division
Scott Brownlee, Senior Planner
Aeronautics Division
5126 Front Range Parkway
Watkins, CO 80137
(303) 261-4418

Federal Aviation Administration
Linda Bruce, Community Planner
Denver Airports District Office
26805 E. 68th Avenue, Suite 224
Denver, CO 80249
(303) 342-1264

Armstrong Consultants, Inc.
Justin Pietz, Airport Planner
861 Rood Avenue
Grand Junction, Colorado 81501
(970) 242-0101
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Steamboat Springs Airport-Bob Adams Field

Introduction

Steamboat Springs Airport-Bob Adams Field (SBS) is a
general aviation airport located in northwestern Colorado.
The airport is located approximately three miles west of
downtown Steamboat Springs.

The airport is owned and operated by the City of Steamboat
Springs. The airport serves a variety of general aviation
aircraft and has an Airport Reference Code of B-ll.  The
objective of the Airport Master Plan included providing
recommendations to develop the Steamboat Springs Airport
to complement and not compete with the Yampa Valley
Regional Airport

Historically, the airport served a commercial service role.
Since the termination of commercial service at SBS the
airport has served and is expected to continue to serve as a
general aviation airport.

Purpose and Objectives

The airport master plan document describes and depicts the
overall concept for the long-term development of the airport.
It presents the concepts graphically in the Airport Layout Plan
drawing set and reports the data and logic on which the
concept is based in the Airport Master Plan report. The plan
serves as a guide to decision makers, airport users and the
general public for implementing airport development actions
in line with both airport and community concerns and
objectives.

The primary objective of the Airport Master Plan is to develop
an attainable phased development plan that would satisfy the
needs in a safe, efficient, economical and environmentally
sound manner.

Existing Activity
According to airport
records there were 92
based aircraft and 17,092
annual operations in the o Based
year 2005 (an operation is o=
defined as either a takeoff
or landing).

Based Aircraft and Annual Operations
Forecast

Operations
Local Itinerant  Total

92 6,428 10,664 17,092
8,909 16,193 25,102

Future Activity 10,291 19,096 29,315
Forecasts of based
aircraft were derived by
using four methodologies 14,594 27,276 41,870
to derive a preferred
forecast. The preferred forecast was the adjusted per capita
method. Forecasts of annual operations were derived by applying
the preferred based aircraft forecast to the estimated number of
operations per based aircraft.

12,063 22,527 34,580

Recommended Development Projects

Alternatives were developed and evaluated based on their ability to
meet the aviation demand identified in the Airport Master Plan. The
recommendations are justified based on existing and future
forecasted demand as well as FAA design standards. The
recommended development projects include both safety and
capacity related items.

1) Replace/Repair Perimeter-Wildlife Fence

This project would include replacing/repairing the airport wildlife
fence to ensure that animals are kept clear of the airport
environment.

2) Land Acquisition for Approach Protection

This project would include acquiring the land either fee simple or
avigation easement within the Runway Protection Zone (RPZ). This
will prevent incompatible development from occurring within the
zone.

Description Existing Ultimate

Airport Reference Code B-11 B-1I

RW 14/32 4,452'x100’ 5,780’'x100’

Mid Field
Connector
Taxiways

Taxiways Full Length

Parallel

Tie-Downs 17 64

50,000 Ibs SWG
60,000 Ibs DWG

30,000 Ibs SWG
45,000 Ibs DWG

*Pavement Strength

Hangars 43 65

Fuel Storage 100LL / Jet-A 100LL / Jet-A

Lighting RW HIRL HIRL
TW Retroreflectors MITL

Visual Aids RW 32 REILs, PAPI
RW 14 None

REILs, PAPI
REILs, PAPI

GPS/WAAS,
VOR, LNAV/
VNAV

Instrument Approaches GPS, LNAV, VOR

W eather Equipment AWOS AWOS

*Existing pavement strength exceeds future requirements

3) Taxilane and Hangar Development

This project includes removing a portion of the existing
automobile parking lot to accommodate additional hangar
development.

4) Parallel Taxiway

This project enhances the safety and capacity the airport
by constructing a partial parallel taxiway to Runway 32 and
a bypass taxiway on the end of Runway 14. This would
provide increased efficiency at the airport during busy
conditions.

5) Extend Runway 14/32 (Phase I)

This alternative would include a 600 foot runway extension
to the northwest to provide 5,052 feet of runway. This
project increases the runway length to accommodate
aircraft during high density altitude conditions.

6) Apron Expansion

This project would increase the apron size available for
aircraft parking along with providing increased area
available for future hangar development.



