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RECOMMENDATIONS 

• This airport Master Plan should be 
adopted and implementation commenced 
immediately. 

• Application should be made to the FAA 
for funds to support the Implementation 
Plan. 

• The Aurora State Airport should be 
retained at its existing site. 

• In order for the State to implement the 
Master Plan the State needs to control 
all airport land. Therefore acquisition of the 
land for the termina I area shou Id be 
accomplished without delay. 

• The existing airport dimensional criteria 
should be preserved even though they 
partially surpass usual FAA airport 
standards. 

• The parallel taxiway and exit taxiway 
system must be constructed immediately. 
This is necessary to protect public 
safety and to provide adequate runway 
capacity. 

• Obstruction removal should be accomplished 
as described in the Master Plan. 

• Paved aircraft parking aprons should be 
provided in the near future. 

• Improved airfield lighting should be 
installed in the near future. 

• The airport maintenance program should 
be accelerated, particularly as regards 
runway pavement rehabilitation and 
airfield surface drainage improvements. 

• The State should continue to work closely 
with Marion and Clackamas Counties to 
develop compatible land use planning for 
the airport environs. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

The State should work closely with 
Marion and Clackamas Counties to develop 
zoning changes on and near the airport 
as recommended by the Master Plan. 

The State Aeronautics Divison should 
make recommendations to the State Highway 
Division for improving access routes 
and facilities. 

The es tab I ishment of bus and/or I imousine 
service to the airport should be encouraged. 

At this time no appropriate alternatives 
for airport ownership seem to exist. 
The State should retain ownership of the 
airport because its closure would have a 
critical adverse impact on the Oregon 
Aviation System. 

The State should take a more active part 
in the management of the entire airport 
and particularly give more attention to 
user service and problems. 

The State should develop an expanded 
airport management program and increase 
its airport staff as necessary to administer 
the airport operation and development 
program. 

The State's financial policy should be 
to make the airport more self-
supporting. This should be accomplished 
by obtaining more direct control of the 
sources of airport revenues. Revenues 
should be increased in accordance with 
area competition and inflation rates. 
Lease rates should be reviewed frequently 
and revised to maintain consonance with 
general economic conditions. 

Airport traffic surveys should be made 
periodically and incorporated into the 
Master Plan and the Oregon Aviation 
System Plan. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

A program to collect weather data should 
be initiated and used for faci I ity 
planning . 

The State should schedule periodic 
reviews of the Master Plan. It should 
be revised whenever necessary to keep it 
current. 

In updating the Master Plan the State 
should work closely with the airport 
users, local governments, and citizens. 
A flexible attitude and approach to the 
planning process should be maintained . 

Also it is important to keep the pub I ic and 
pub I ic agencies informed as to what impacts 
off-airport plans may impose on this public 
facility. 
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SUMMARY 

FINDINGS 

• No formal long-range Plan has ever been 
accomplished for the Aurora State Airport. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

The lack of a Master Plan makes long­
range financial planning difficult or 
nearly impossible because there can be 
no budget targets for improvements. 

The Aurora State Airport serves a large 
service area, including several counties. 
The airport's sphere of influence is 
regional in magnitude, and the airport can be 
considered to be part of a regional system of 
airports for the greater Portland area. 

Surface access to the airport is poor 
from Marion County, but it is mostly ade­
quate from other counties north of the 
airport. 

The airport needs maintenance of existing 
private and pub I ic faci I ities. Pavement 
and drainage are key items. 

The airport is built to standards exceeding 
minimum FAA requirements and often 
surpassing maximum FAA criteria. 

The lack of a parallel taxiway is a 
serious prob I em both for safety and for 
airfield capacity. 

Improvements to airport facilities are 
not keeping pace with increases in air 
traffic levels. 

There is no on-site airport management 
to enforce airport operational safety 
regulations on a uniform basis. 

Aircraft parking areas are in very poor 
condition and their use is limited by 
weather and soi I conditions. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

The airport has no central focal point, and 
no main entrance. This is confusing to 
transient pi lots and visitors who are 
seeking a main terminal area. 

The airport is owned in two parts. The 
runway area is owned by the Oregon 
Aeronautics Div is ion and is basically a paved 
flight strip. All revenue producing areas of 
the airport are owned by private interests, 
who are under no specific obi igation to 
guarantee minimum levels of service to the 
public. 

Multiple ownership of separate parts of 
the airport make master planning and 
policy development impossible to implement 
through any comprehensive program or 
Master Plan. 

The Aurora State Airport has inadequate 
recognition by public comprehensive 
plans and by zoning ordinances. Land use 
planners must be provided with information 
regarding aviation trends. 

Although the airport use is now compatible 
with adjacent land use, the surrounding area 
has potential for growth. Therefore the 
airport needs to be guaranteed protection from 
encroachment throughout the long-range 
future. 

The current zoning of the airport, 
Public Amusement (PA), is inappropriate. 
Zoning adjacent to the airport, Residential­
Agricultural (RA), is at least partially 
potentially incompatible with the airport. 
Proposed rezoning to Exclusive Farm Use 
(EFU) would be very compatible. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

The Master Plan forecasts significant 
increases in general aviation traffic. 
Master Plan forecasts for 1995 show 248 
based aircraft, 209,000 annual operations, 
115 operations during the busy hour. 

By 1995 eight percent of the aircraft 
are predicted to be multi-engine propeller 
aircraft and three percent wi 11 be turbojet 
aircraft. The airport will be serving a 
population of over one million people. 
Forecasts show a need for an air traffic 
control tower, a crash/ fire/rescue station, 
a terminal building, and full time super­
vision by an airport manager. No airline 
traffic is predicted for the future. 

The airport's current role is General 
Utility, but this is forecast to change 
to Basic Transport as more corporate 
types and turbojet aircraft use the 
airport by the mid-1980 1s. The specific year 
when actual activity will indicate the role to 
be Basic Transport w i 11 partia I ly depend upon 
the airport development program of the Port 
of Portland and upon urban growth from Port­
land southward toward Aurora. 

The existing airport site properly protected 
by land use planning, is adequate to acco­
mmodate the 20-year forecast needs of the 
Aurora State Airport. 

A proposed new airport in the southeast 
Portland area would affect Aurora State 
Airport slightly by absorbing a small portion 
of the aviation demand and slowing the 
growth of the airport, but the effects 
would not be significant. 

Two serious capacity problems limit the 
airport at this time. There is a runway 
capacity problem because of the lac', of 
a parallel taxiway and there is a parking 
problem, particularly during wet weather, 
because of the lack of paved public 
apron space. 

3 
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• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

The airport does not presently provide 
sufficient public service facilities. 

Employment on the airport is increasing . 
Between 100 and 125 persons are directly 
employed on the airport. Their direct 
plus indirect salary impact is estimated 
to approach $1,000,000 annua I ly, and the 
economic impact of the airport is on the 
increase. 

Eventually the airport will require a 
longer runway to accommodate more complex 
aircraft forecast in the future, but the 
need for a second runway is not apparent 
throughout the 20-year study period. 

IFR approach procedures for the airport 
are unsatisfactory. Minima are poor and 
the requirement for DME equipment in the 
aircraft is limiting. 

The airport has no on-site navaids . 
Additional electronic and visual navaids 
are required. 

The Master Plan has developed a schedule 
of projects by priority necessary to 
develop the airport. They are contained 
in the Plan. 

For extensive terminal area development 
soil and drainage conditions may dictate 
the use or installation of central waste 
treatment facilities. 

• The impacts caused by the operation of 
the airport upon the surrounding environ­
ment are light and can remain light if 
compatible land use planning is accomplished. 
This is described in the Master Plan. 

• The Master Plan presents a three-stage 
20-year capital development program. 
Total estimated costs including private 
and Fed era I investments are about $3. 3 
million in 1976 dollars. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

The capital development program can be 
carried out with a State of Oregon share 
of $767,000 for the 20-year period based 
on the current Federal participation 
basis. 

Currently the revenue produced by the 
airport is inadequate to support develop­
ment to meet forecast aviation demand levels. 
Under this Airport Master Plan the State's 
revenue could be developed to support the 
program recommended by the Master Plan . 

Complexities of airport operational 
management under a two part ownership, 
(i.e., State and private), wi II increase 
as air traffic levels and levels of 
competition of private interests increase . 

As traffic levels increase and activities 
become more complex the present staffing 
level of the Airport Branch of the State 
Aeronautics Division is not adequate to 
properly manage the operation and 
development of the airport. 

Although the Oregon Aviation System Plan 
has recommended transfer of the airport 
to a unit of local government, no such 
agency appears to be available. State 
ownership of all airport property and 
management by the State appears to be 
the only viable alternative for success-
ful operation and development of the Aurora 
State Airport. 
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