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Overview 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) requires airports to periodically update their Airport Master Plan to 

determine the facility’s needs and ensure the airport's safety, efficiency, and sustainability while considering 

economic, environmental, and social considerations. The Airport Master Plan assesses the airport's current 

and future needs, while also considering external factors like land use, transportation, and economic 

development that may impact future plans and operations. 

The project is currently in Phase 2: Explore Solutions. During this phase, the technical team and ODAV 

developed a range of preliminary alternatives that were reviewed and approved as feasible by FAA. These 

preliminary alternatives were shared with the Planning Advisory Committee (PAC) and community at a public 

event and through an online survey. Feedback from the PAC and community members will help the technical 

team and ODAV to refine the alternatives for a final decision on what is included in the Master Plan.  

Below is a summary of the outreach completed during this phase, as well as the comments collected. The full 

set of comments are included in the Appendices.  
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Open House 

The second Open House for the Aurora 

Airport Master Plan project was held in-

person on June 13, 2024 at North Marion 

High School in Aurora, Oregon. The event 

ran from 4:00 pm – 7:00 pm, and 

approximately 120 people participated, 

including several PAC members (although 

not every attendee signed in).  

Advertising 

The event was advertised electronically to PAC members through email to distribute to the organizations, 

community groups, and government agencies that they represent, as well as through ODAV’s email list serve. 

Postcards were mailed to 276 airport users, neighbors, and stakeholders located in Aurora, Wilsonville, Canby, 

Portland and other surrounding communities, and three newspaper articles were published in June 2024 in the 

Wilsonville Spokesman which advertised/discussed the event. Additionally, the City of Wilsonville mailed their 

own postcards advertising the meeting. See Appendix 1 for full information.  

Event Format  

The event provided an opportunity to collect 

verbal and written comments from the 

community, as well as share the preliminary 

alternatives and answer questions. Attendees 

dropped in throughout the three-hour event.  

The event was organized as follows: 

• Upon arrival, staff at the welcome table 

informed attendees of the event 

logistics, asked them to sign-in, and 

provided a handout with the 

preliminary alternatives and a printed 

comment form with space to record comments/questions. See Appendix 2 for comment form and 

handout. 

o Staff also explained other ways to submit comments, including the online survey, email (Tony 

Beach, ODAV left a stack of business cards at the table), verbal comments to any staff that 

were present, on flipcharts stationed around the room, or through the project website.  

• A presentation about the project played in a loop near the welcome table for attendees to view while 

they waited. See Appendix 3 for displays. 

• After a small group of attendees had gathered, they were guided through a series of informational 

displays to allow participants to hear the information and ask specific, detailed questions about the 

project and preliminary alternatives.  
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o There were three stations which covered: Background and Context; Landside Alternatives; and 

Airside Alternatives. See Appendix 3 for displays. 

▪ Each station had two to four associated display boards that visually showed information 

and graphics about the project.  

▪ Staff from ODAV and Century West were stationed at the display boards to explain the 

project, answer questions, and address concerns. See Appendix 4 for staff list. 

• Attendees were encouraged to complete a printed comment form or submit their comments through the 

online survey using the two electronic tablets at the comment table or with the QR code posted around 

the room; the same questions were asked in these formats. Snacks were also provided in this area. 

See Appendices 5-8 for comments collected. 

Approximately 75 attendees arrived within thirty minutes of the event opening. Because of this, some 

participants stated that they felt rushed through the stations. Based on this feedback, staff shifted the format to 

accommodate more groups of attendees. 

The project team ran out of printed surveys at the end of the open house (100 were printed/distributed at the 

event and 33 were submitted back to the project team at the event and 10 were returned by mail), but staff 

assisted several attendees in taking the survey using the electronic tablets that were provided. A few attendees 

didn’t feel comfortable taking the electronic survey, so staff set up a dot exercise to collect comments; flip 

charts were also positioned around the room for staff to write down comments from attendees throughout the 

event. See Appendices 5-8 for comments collected. 

Verbal Comments 

Overall, most respondents were not in favor of key elements of the preliminary alternatives. A minority of 

participants were airport users, airport tenants, or local businesses who were supportive of the project. 

• Property Acquisition: The majority of respondents were strongly against acquiring property for 

additional hangars and parking, with only a small number strongly supportive, somewhat supportive or 

undecided. 

• Runway Shifting: Most respondents felt that neither shifting the runway east nor west would work well. 

Some preferred shifting the runway east, shifting Hubbard Highway west, or were unsure or needed 

more information. 
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• Runway Extension: A significant majority were strongly against extending the runway up to 497 feet, 

while a smaller group were strongly supportive. 

• Runway Extension Direction: Most respondents felt that neither extending the runway north nor south 

would work well. While some preferred extending it south or north. 

Several attendees were angry about the project and many expressed frustrations that the FAA had ruled out 

several alternatives1. Others were frustrated that the event ran out of printed surveys and some did not feel 

that they were given enough time to fill out the survey during the event.  

Survey and Other Feedback 

The public survey was open from June 12 through June 25, 2024 through the following venues: 

• Total survey responses: 75 (Appendix 5) 

o Paper surveys during the open house: 33 (Appendix 8) 

o Mailed surveys: 10 (Appendix 8) 

o Electronic survey responses: 32 

• Dots on a large easel pad during the open house: 10 (Appendix 6) 

• Emails: 16 (Appendix 7) 

This survey was conducted with self-selected members of the community and does not qualify as a 

scientifically valid survey that is representative of the community. Additionally, there were no restrictions on the 

submission of commenting in multiple ways (printed surveys, online surveys, or emailed comments).  

Survey Responses 

Not all questions were answered, so there is not a consistent 

number of responses for each question.  

The majority of respondents (64) do not use the airport, while eleven 

people stated that they did. 

The majority of respondents (47) were strongly unsupportive of 

property acquisition for additional hangars and parking. Ten 

responses were strongly supportive of property acquisition for this 

purpose, nine were somewhat supportive, four felt unsure or had no 

opinion, and three were somewhat supportive. 

Most respondents (35) did not feel that either option would work well for realigning the Hubbard Highway to the 

west or the runway to the east. Sixteen felt that shifting the runway to the east was their preference, and fifteen 

felt that shifting Hubbard Highway to the west was a better solution. Eight respondents were unsure or felt they 

needed more information.  

 
1 A total of eight alternatives were posted to the project website on June 11, 2024. After additional consideration, the FAA 

determined that three alternatives were not feasible because they did not adequately address compliance with standards 
for current operations at the airport. These non-feasible alternatives were not presented at the June 13, 2024 event but 
remained posted to the website with an explanation of the change.  

 

No
85%

Yes
15%

Do you use the Aurora State Airport?
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Most respondents (50) felt strongly unsupportive of extending 

the runway up to 497 feet. Fifteen respondents were strongly 

supportive of extending the runway to meet safety 

requirements. Four people felt both somewhat supportive and 

somewhat unsupportive, and one person was unsure or had no 

opinion.  

Most respondents (42) felt that neither option for a runway 

extension (to the north or south) would work well. Twenty felt 

that extending the runway south was the best option while six 

felt north was best, and one was unsure or needed more 

information. 

The high-level themes from the open-ended comments 

(Appendix 5 and Appendix 8) include: 

Operational  

• Extend the Aurora Control Tower operational hours longer through the night or 24 hours a day for better 

monitoring. 

• Implement IFR-only approaches and departures. 

Infrastructure and Expansion Concerns 

• No additional hangar space is needed. 

• Mixed opinions, but most were not in favor of extending the existing runway by approximately 500 feet 

or adding a new primary East/West runway. 

o Questions and concerns about the necessity and impact of expanding the runway. 

o Concerns about larger aircraft usage and increased traffic. 

• Consideration of utilizing underused airports like McMinnville and Salem before expanding Aurora. 

Noise Abatement and Environmental Impact 

• Strong emphasis on enforcing current noise abatement rules on all departures and approaches. 

o Create robust noise abatement district. Use Orange County/John Wayne Airport as an example 

if needed. 

• Concerns about increased noise levels affecting residential areas, especially Charbonneau and 

Wilsonville. 

• Environmental considerations and concerns, including impacts on local wildlife and pollution. 

Community and Economic Impact 

• Suggestion of equalizing airport fees across multiple airports in the region. 

• Addressing how expansion impacts the surrounding communities, public health, and local wildlife. 

• Mixed community responses with some supporting expansion for economic growth and others 

opposing due to noise and traffic concerns. 

• Importance of public engagement and clear communication regarding the project. 

 

20%

22%

11%

47%

Do you prefer realigning the Hubbard 
Highway to the west or shifting the 

runway to the east?

Shifting Hubbard Highway to the west

Shifting the runway to the east

Unsure/Need more information

Do not think that either option would work well
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Safety and Regulation Compliance 

• Concerns about the necessity of the runway extension. 

• Addressing compliance with FAA regulations and monitoring pilot adherence to noise abatement and 

flight path guidelines. 

• Concerns about the airport's impact on local traffic and infrastructure and how that would negatively 

affect the surrounding community. 

• Ensuring the safety of current operations with potential runway extensions for better aircraft 

performance. 

Public Involvement and Transparency 

• Calls for extending the public comment period. 

• Need for clear information on project timelines, costs, and the overall impact on local communities. 

• Transparency in decision-making processes and consideration of community feedback in planning and 

implementation. 

Dots at Open House 

• Overall, nine people felt very unsupportive of ODAV buying property when at capacity for additional 

hangars and aircraft parking, and one person was strongly supportive.  

• Nine people also felt that neither runway option would work well for Aurora Airport, with one person 

preferring shifting Hubbard Highway to the west.  

• Nine were strongly unsupportive of extending the runway up to 497 feet to meet safety regulations, with 

one person strongly supportive of the extension.  

• Nine also felt that neither runway extension option would work, with one person showing that they were 

unsure. 

Emails 

The majority of emails were unsupportive of changes to the airport or the preliminary alternatives.  
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APPENDICES 

APPENDIX 1: ADVERTISING  

The project team and ODAV announced the open house and survey in the following ways.  

Date Method Content 

05/10/24 Postcard mailed 

to 276 airport 

neighbors, 

users, and 

members of 

adjacent 

communities 

Notice is hereby given that the Oregon Department of Aviation (ODAV) will hold 

an in-person Public Open House.  

When: June 13, 2024; drop in from 4 – 7 p.m.  

Where: In person event; North Marion High School, Commons (20167 Grim Rd 

NE, Aurora, OR 97002)  

This meeting will provide an opportunity for the community, neighbors, and 

interested parties to learn about the Airport Master Plan preliminary alternatives. 

For copies of the airport planning work documents, please visit: 

https://publicproject.net/AuroraAirport   

Accessible Meeting Information  

Special accommodations are available upon advanced request. Please contact 

Alex Thomas at least 48 hours prior to the event to discuss specific needs.  

For airport questions or project information, please contact Alex Thomas, ODAV 

Aviation Planner, through the following means:  

Email: Alex.R.THOMAS@odav.oregon.gov  

05/09/24 Planning 

Advisory 

Committee 

(PAC) email 

As representatives on the PAC, we encourage you to share this information with 

your members or wider community. We would like to have as many people as 

possible there to discuss the preliminary alternatives for the Aurora State 

Airport. We hope to see you there.  

Thursday, June 13, 2024  

Drop by between 4:00-7:00 pm  

North Marion High School, Commons  

(20167 Grim Rd NE, Aurora, OR 97002)  

Light refreshments provided; children welcome  

Tendremos interpretación en español en la reunión. We will have Spanish 

interpretation at the meeting.  

This meeting will provide an opportunity for the neighbors, PAC members, and 

other interested community members to learn about the Airport Master Plan 

project. This meeting will present the preliminary alternatives for the Aurora 

State Airport Master Plan. All written and verbal comments collected during the 

open house will be included in the event Summary. 

06/07/24 PAC email Hello PAC members – We hope that you will share this with your community or 

group that you represent. We’ve also included a poster and postcard that you 

can share. Please reach out if you have any questions. We’d also greatly 

appreciate you sharing on any social media platforms that you have. Thank you!  

---------------  

The Aurora State Airport Master Plan will host an open house to show 

preliminary design alternatives and hear feedback on what the future Aurora 

State Airport could look like in the future. This Open House will be held in 

https://publicproject.net/AuroraAirport


Preliminary Alternatives Public Outreach Summary 9 

person on Thursday, June 13, 2024, between 4:00-7:00 pm in the Commons of 

North Marion High School, (20167 Grim Rd NE, Aurora, OR 97002)  

Please share this information with your friends and neighbors! We would like to 

talk with as many people as possible and hear community feedback on the 

preliminary alternatives.   

If you can’t make the event, don’t worry! We’ll post all the information on the 

website and have an online survey for you to provide your thoughts on the draft 

alternatives (open from June 11-21): https://publicproject.net/AuroraAirport 

05/13/24 ODAV list serve 

email sent to 

1,910 recipients 

(with an 8% 

bounce rate, for 

a total of 

1,762 delivered) 

NOTICE OF AN OPEN HOUSE 

FOR THE AURORA STATE AIRPORT 

 

Airport Master Plan Project 

 

We want to announce and invite you to our next public open house, which will 

be held in-person. We hope to see you there.  

 

Thursday, June 13, 2024 

Drop by between 4:00-7:00 pm 

North Marion High School, Commons 

(20167 Grim Rd NE, Aurora, OR 97002) 

 

Light refreshments will be provided; children are welcome. 

 

Tendremos interpretación en español en la reunión. We will have Spanish 

interpretation at the meeting. 

 

This open house provides an opportunity for the neighbors, PAC members, and 

other interested community members to learn about the project, including the 

preliminary alternatives for the Aurora State Airport Master Plan. All written and 

verbal comments collected during the open house will be included in the event 

Summary. 

 

Thank you again for your continued interest in, and participation with, the 

Aurora State Airport Master Plan project. 

 Project Website  05/07/24; event details posted on “meetings” page 

05/28/24; updated with postcard on “meetings” page 

06/7/24; updated with handout on “meetings” page 

06/10/24; updated with survey link on “home” page and on “meetings” page 

 

The following news articles were published before and after the event which referenced the public event.  

Date Media 

Outlet 

Author Headline/Sub-Header 

03/20/24 Wilsonville 

Spokesman 

Krista 

Kroiss 

Public meetings for the Aurora Airport master plan are back 

 

The first Planning Advisory Committee meeting in over a year was held 

recently and highlighted the airport’s aviation forecast. 
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06/07/24 Wilsonville 

Spokesman 

Krista 

Kroiss 

Oregon Department of Aviation to hold two Aurora Airport meetings 

 

Next week, the Oregon Department of Aviation will hold an advisory 

committee meeting and open house for the Aurora State Airport Master 

Plan.  

06/13/24 Wilsonville 

Spokesman 

Krista 

Kroiss 

What could adjustments to the Aurora State Airport look like?  

 

Various preliminary alternatives for the airport were presented to an 

advisory committee for its next 20 year master plan. 

06/14/24 Wilsonville 

Spokesman 

Krista 

Kroiss 

What are the concerns over the proposed Aurora Airport adjustments? 

 

At an open house, community members learned and expressed concerns 

about preliminary options for the Aurora State Airport 
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APPENDIX 2: OPEN HOUSE MATERIALS 
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Preliminary Alternatives Public Outreach Summary 14 

APPENDIX 3: PRESENTATION AND DISPLAY BOARDS  
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Preliminary Alternatives Public Outreach Summary 16 
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APPENDIX 4: OPEN HOUSE STAFF IN ATTENDANCE   

Agency Representatives   

Anthony Beach, ODAV  

Brandon Pike, ODAV  

Alex Thomas, ODAV  

Tim House, FAA 

  

Staff and Consultants  

Matt Rogers, Century West  

David Miller, Century West  

Samantha Peterson, Century West  

James Kirby, Century West  

Mark Steele, Century West  

Brandy Steffen, JLA Public Involvement  

Stacy Zurcher, JLA Public Involvement  

Tuyen Ta, JLA Public Involvement  

Ashley Balsom, JLA Public Involvement  
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APPENDIX 5: PUBLIC SURVEY RESPONSES 

The following data includes all surveys submitted electronically, through paper surveys at the open house, or 

returned by mail through June 23, 2024.  

1. Do you use the Aurora State Airport? 

There were 75 responses to this question. The majority of 

respondents (64) do not use the airport, while eleven (11) people 

stated that they did. 

2. Please explain how you use the Aurora State Airport.  

The eleven (11) responses explaining how people used the 

airport included:  

• Fly some business jets that are based at UAO 

• Manage Aircraft 

• Pilot, aircraft hangar renter 

• Keep A/C at Willamette Aviation 

• We own two hangars at Aurora 

• We own several hangars at KUAO that we rent out 

• Family flies in from Seattle on small plane 

• As a base for an Embraer Phenom 300 business Aircraft I manage and crew 

• Corporate jet lease/rental 

• Flying in and out. Property owner 

• SEACAP tenant 

3. How supportive are you of the Oregon Department of Aviation (ODAV) buying property to handle 

hangars or aircraft parking if the existing airport property is at capacity? 

There were seventy-three (73) total responses to this question. The majority of respondents (47) were strongly 

unsupportive of property acquisition for additional hangars and parking. Ten (10) responses were strongly 

supportive of property acquisition for this purpose, nine (9) were somewhat supportive, four (4) felt unsure or 

had no opinion, and three (3) were somewhat supportive. 

 

Strongly support property 
acquisition for future 

hangars and aircraft parking 
needs
14%Somewhat 

supportive
12%

Unsure/No opinion
6%

Somewhat unsupportive
4%

Strongly unsupportive 
of property acquisition 
for additional hangars 

and parking.
64%

How supportive are you of the Oregon Department of Aviation (ODAV) buying 
property to handle hangars or aircraft parking if the existing airport property is at 
capacity?

No
85%

Yes
15%

Do you use the Aurora State 
Airport?
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4. There will be tradeoffs for any decision that ODAV makes in order to meet current Federal Aviation 

Administration (FAA) standards. One of the tradeoffs with the alternatives includes either realigning 

the Hubbard Highway to the west or shifting the runway to the east, which impacts the use of hangars, 

loss of apron space, and relocates the Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT). If you had to choose between 

these two options, which do you feel would work best for the Aurora State Airport? 

Of the seventy-four (74) responses to this question, most (35) did not feel that either option would work well. 

Sixteen (16) felt that shifting the runway to the east was their preference, and fifteen (15) felt that shifting 

Hubbard Highway to the west was a better solution. Eight (8) respondents were unsure or felt they needed 

more information.  

 

5. One of the other things that ODAV needs to consider with the Airport Master Plan is meeting the 

current safety regulations (set by the FAA). Currently the Aurora Airport runway doesn’t meet the 

justified runway length. How supportive are you of extending the runway up to 497 feet to meet the 

justified runway length? 

There were seventy- four (74) responses to this question. Most respondents (50) felt strongly unsupportive of 

extending the runway up to 497 feet. Fifteen (15) respondents were strongly supportive of extending the 

runway to meet safety requirements. Four (4) people felt both somewhat supportive and somewhat 

unsupportive, and one (1) person was unsure or had no opinion.  

  

Shifting Hubbard Highway 
to the west

Shifting the runway to 
the east

23%

Unsure/Need more 
information

12%

Do not think that 
either option would 

work well
51%

Do you prefer realigning the Hubbard Highway to the west or shifting the 
runway to the east, which impacts the use of hangars, loss of apron space, 

and relocates the Air Traffic Control Tower (ATCT)? 

Strong supportive of 
extending the runway to 
meet safety requirements

20%

Somewhat supportive
6%

Unsure/No opinion
1%

Somewhat 
unsupportive

5%

Strongly unsupportive 
of extending the 

runway to meet safety 
requirements

68%

How supportive are you of extending the runway up to 497 feet to meet the 
justified runway length?
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6. As mentioned above, there are tradeoffs with the different alternatives. If you support a runway 

extension, would you prefer it be extended it to the north or south? 

Of the sixty-nine (69) responses to this question, forty-two (42) people felt that neither option would work well. 

Twenty (20) felt that extending the runway south was the best option. Six (6) people felt north was best, and 

one (1) person was unsure or needed more information. 

 

7. Please provide any additional feedback to help ODAV as they review the preliminary alternatives. 

There were 62 total responses to this open-ended question. Full responses are in the table below. Photos of 

handwritten comments from paper surveys are also available in Appendix 8, but are also included in this table 

for readability. 

 
2 Survey Comment Number 

 

North
9%

South
29%

Unsure/Need more 
information

1%

Do not think 
that either 

option would 
work well

61%

If you support a runway extension, would you prefer it be extended it to the 
north or south?

SC #2 Comment  

SC.1 1) Staff ATC and Aurora Tower 24/7 

2) IFR only approaches and departures 

3) No additional hangar space 

4) Noise abatement protocols mandatory on all departures and approaches (see Orange County/John 

Wayne Airport) 

5) Equalize all airport fees for Portland, Hillsboro, and Salem Eugene Corvallis, and Aurora 

*6) Add an East/West runway as PRIMARY 

SC.2 A) Believe option to extend BOTH ends of the existing runway for extra 500' should be considered. 

B) Believe ODAV needs to consider how underused, under-capacity McMinnville and Salem Airports 

can be better utilized before expanding Aurora. 

C) A more robust noise abatement policy must be considered for surrounding residential neighborhoods. 

SC.3 Current laws and regulations are not being abided by the FAA tower both on takeoff and arrival of 

aircraft; currently there is no monitoring of compliance with the tower's instructions.  

The tower closes too early and pilot are on UFR. They are not monitored and fly too low over 

Charbonneau, the neighboring homes, and Wilsonville. 
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Extended hours on existing Tower should be made. 

A NOISE ABATEMENT district should be enacted. OC Airport has a policy that works! 

SC.4 Noise from planes doesn't seem to follow guidelines. Greater activity will make that noise levels more 

difficult for homeowners and residents. 

SC.5 The current noise abatement rules should be followed. Extend hours for traffic controllers. 

SC.6 We hear planes at all hours of the day and night. No more hangars, no larger runway either!!  

No (runway extension), keep Aurora a small airport. 

Marked South, Unsure/need more information, and do north think either option would work well for 

runway extension. 

Smaller, commercial airplanes are constantly flying over our houses in Charbonneau at all hours of the 

day and night. Life flight and helicopters don't bother me much. Please don't enlarge the runway cuz that 

means more traffic over our house. PDX can easily handle more air traffic using the Columbia River. 

SC.7 Don't use the airport but hear all the planes, at all hours of the night.  

More hangars mean more planes and more noise. 

Absolutely not under any circumstance (referencing runway extension).  

Marked south, unsure/need more information, and do not think either option would work for runway 

extension. 

Aurora Airport does not (need) to be enlarged in any capacity. The current # of small (probably 

commercial) planes are constantly flying over the Charbonneau neighborhood, which I was told was 

illegal. PDX is a much bigger airport and can handle all the air travel going up and out over the 

Columbia River. Please let us enjoy retirement in peace!!! 

SC.8 The noise abatement rules are not now being followed. Insure that constant compliance is supported 

especially after midnight. 

These planes are only supporting a few and are adversely affecting thousands. 

SC.9 Extending the runway for larger planes? ODAV should create a noise abatement plane particularly for 

planes flying (take-offs and landing) into residential areas at night and early morning. 

SC.10 I am not in favor of any expansion. We already have planes flying over Charbonneau daily that don't 

follow the noise abatement guidelines. If current traffic can't be managed - no more traffic!! Controllers 

should ensure this. Controllers should be added to midnight. Charbonneau has about 2,100 residents - if 

you must extend do NOT go east or north. 

SC.11 The runway is too short for the super midsize jets during winter when wet.  I wouldn't be shocked if 

somebody finally screwed up and landed long, and plowed right across the road on the north side of the 

field. 

SC.12 No need to expand the airport 

SC.13 Aurora airport is a necessary aviation link in the overall Oregon growth and service plan for the 

Willamette Valley. As international businesses are drawn to the expanding metro area it is necessary to 

provide these businesses with the transportation system that best suits them. It's painfully obvious that 

ODOT has dropped the ball on surface transportation, let's not do the same to air transportation.  
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I would like to see ODA extend the comment period by 14 days to allow me to better prepare my 

argument in favor of airport expansion. 

SC.14 I support Aurora Airport expansion and would like to see it accomplished soon. 

SC.15 The first question on the comment page makes no sense do I use the aurora state airport. Can the 

public get in? I drive by the airport everyday never seen a welcome sign for the public. I have seen that 

the sign by the traffic lights is broken someone should probably fix that. 

Provide information on how the expansion can impact public health. 

Information of how the expansion impacts wildlife health and environment hopefully provided by certified 

wildlife biologist. 

How would the expansion benefit surrounding communities. 

How much profit will the airport and other partnerships be making from this expansion? 

Will this profit be shared with surrounding communities that will be impacted by the expansion. 

How will the traffic look during the expansion. 

The airport is surrounded by small/big communities we already hear the aircrafts at all times. If the small 

aircrafts make a lot of noise how will the big ones differ? 

Why can't the bigger aircrafts go to another airport that is equipped with the safety standards. 

SC.16 There has been a steady decline in small Portland area runways over the years, since I was young and 

used to fly small planes. Now is the time to build an extended runway, while there is still inexpensive 

farmland nearby and Portland METRO hasn't taken over.  It is good for the local economy combined 

with some high teck companies already located in Wilsonville. 

SC.17 I am against any type of expansion of the Aurora Airport.  Not only will it cause noise pollution but it will 

also cause more traffic which the roads in and around Aurora and surrounding cities can't handle. 

SC.18 I am a 10 year Charbonneau resident. Som people have wanted more commercial opportunities in the 

area e.g. golf course sells property to Amazon, thus needing larger aircraft. City of Wilsonville tells 

residents the airport wants a longer runway to accommodate size/weight class no currently used. Who is 

correct? 

SC.19 Regarding #5, how is "justified runway length" defined? 

No option shows a north end run-up apron. I will vote against any "option" that does not include a north 

end run-up area. 

SC.20 No expansion! 

SC.21 The airport should return to light A/C use. 

This "meeting" has lots of info available to take in however we were told 2x to move along. I had 

questions and was told to come back when it was less crowded - the line up of people was backing up. 

One "worker" commented to another that too many people showed up. I feel like I could have learned 

something but didn't. Was this just an exercise to say you had a meeting but w/o caring that the public 

was pushed through and left feeling our comments don't matter? 

I asked if survey has been done on traffic increase on Airport Road and was told "I have no idea." No 

options I saw included a N runup area but wasn't able to ask about it as line had to keep moving. As an 

Aurora citizen I am concerned about water/sewer needs of additional buildings and how it will impact our 
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system.  

I overheard one "worker" tell a lady lengthening the runway will make it safer but will not increase the 

number of A/C takeoffs/landings at all - so not true! 

SC.22 Do not want at all. No big planes coming in. 

SC.23 Airport should its closest size and operation. No Aurora Airport expansion. 

SC.24 I support moving the runway either into the existing space to realign the highway - although I'm not sure 

what re-aligning the highway will do to existing development. I strongly oppose extending the length of 

the runway. it will increase use and noise, and air pollution. 

SC.25 Because of noise pollution and the added traffic, I'm completely against this. 

SC.26 Timeline no clear. Costs to accomplish what? 

SC.27 I am against any expansion that facilitates or allows more or larger aircraft to land or take off. My home 

is in the flight path, and we are VERY concerned with any increase in flight traffic, noise, pollution, etc. 

SC.28 Want the Aurora Airport closed. Want C-II designation removed. No extension. Remove C-11 

designation and go to only small general aviation...OR terminate license and eliminate airport!! 

SC.29 Keep it with small planes! Don't want big ones flying over my house. Just illuminate airport and that 

takes care of problem. People in the area needed to have more say in this! 

SC.30 Currently jets coming in all hours low is very disruptive. Air traffic has increased 10 fold since moving 

here 5 years ago. 

SC.31 How many accidents have been caused by the runway being too short? How is vehicular traffic affected. 

Noise levels around airport continue to increase. 

SC.32 Why was the airport "stay the way it is" taken off the menu? Why don't you punish the ones who violate 

the rules? What difference does (being involved) make when money decides everything? 

SC.33 Count the actual number of planes daily using the runway. DO not use projections. Make the Aurora 

Airport tower a 24 hour tower. Reduce C-II planes flying into Aurora. Have pilots adhere to the FAA rules 

and regulations to NOT fly over housing developments, to not buzz houses and trees that are 3+ miles 

from the airport, with polluted exhaust. Fly over I-5 and not Airport Way. 

SC.34 Do not support a runway extension. We are frustrated with the lack of participation of the "volunteer 

noise abatement." We can only imagine what it would be like when larger planes start landing at Aurora. 

SC.35 NO EXPANSION PERIOD! Any of your proposals DO NOT! include noise abatement. The volunteer 

program is not working/we need designated noise sensitive zones! Period. 

We want to plead for Alternative #7 be recommended. No others are acceptable. 

SC.36 Add to question 5 - Airport should be limited to comply with current safety regulations. 

SC.37 Question 5 is backward; Aircraft use should be limited to safety standards applicable to the existing 

runway and facility. 

SC.38 Let us have a regional airline at Aurora. 
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SC.39 The noise abatement policy is poorly attended to. Who holds pilots accountable if the could safely divert 

to the east or west rather than fly over Charbonneau, and they don't? Would like to be a good neighbor 

and support your airport business, but there has been no evidence from airport management that they 

will also be a good neighbor! 

SC.40 Resident in Charbonneau. Noise abatement procedures are ignored by the majority of the pilots. I have 

two grown children who are pilots - I reviewed the issues with them to get their input. They both laughed 

and said that if the runway is expended that then the pilots with larger planes will just come in and lane - 

landing light on fuel if needed. Documenting larger aircraft will simply result in a need to increase the 

classification again. We want to be good neighbors but don't see evidence of that effort on the part of 

the airport management group. It's all about increasing fuel sales and hangar spaces to rent. This does 

nothing positive for the area except to increase profit to a small number of people. It also increases 

traffic congestion in the already vulnerable area that has increasing car accidents.  

If the only safe alternative is to expand the runway then I would support the expansion to the south. 

SC.41 It's fine the way it is (the runway)! I am concerned with pollution and the extension of the airport to 

support larger planes, like jets. I would rather keep it as a small for private propeller planes as it always 

has been. I don't want it to be a regional airport for passenger planes, like Hillsboro or something like 

that. I live very near the airport and I am concerned with a possible airplane crash or the pollution That 

airplanes put out when taking off or landing. AV gas has lead in it, and most all small places use it. 

SC.42 Use the Salem Airport - leave Aurora as is. We support the safety improvements but not the extension 

of the runway that would support larger aircraft using the airport. It is unclear what tax burden this would 

have on residential property. Current traffic and noise level is high and we are concerned the noise level 

will increase. Why is there a "no runway extension" alternative presented? We believe there is an 

unstated objective of increasing traffic and larger aircraft - we strongly disagree with an objective of 

increasing the airport to support larger aircraft! 

SC.43 We live in Charbonneau. Already experiencing many low flyovers. Do not support runway extension - 

increased # of flights of larger aircraft. Traffic congestion on small roads around airport. Airport Rd. and 

Miley Rd. not safe currently worried about appropriating agriculture land to expand the airport. 

Concerned about environmental impact. 

SC.44 I do not support making changes to the airport. 

SC.45 I live in the southwest corner of Charbonneau and the large planes are very loud - we have to pause our 

conversations until the noise is over. I'm not against airports but I don't see the benefit of the large 

planes. Does the airport have any benefit to locals? All I hear is the noise, potential crash, or dumping of 

fuel. Nothing positive, 

SC.46 Airplanes and jet noise is to loud right now. Do not need bigger jet louder noises from in and out bound 

planes and jets. Noise level is to loud right now. Pilots have no respect for residents. Fly to low over 

homes. If this change is enforce on the residents. Then we who live around it should be compensated. 

SC.47 We live at Charbonneau. Extending to the South is the only alternative we would like. 

SC.48 I live close to the airport. Larger aircraft and/or more frequents would be very disruptive to my quiet 

living space. 
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SC.49 I do not agree that a longer runway is needed. I have not seen enough evidence to even come close to 

justifying the extremely high investment of public funds at this airport. 

SC.50 I have airplanes jets and helicopters flying over my house at all hours of the day and night. How will 

increasing air traffic benefit me and my neighbors who do not own private aircraft and who do not fly out 

of this airport? 

SC.51 I believe the runway length increase is critical (and should be to 6000 ft as planned since 1976) but that 

the direction decision should be based on whichever works the best considering cost, feasibility, and 

land footprint. 

ODAV acquiring the acre abutting the Southwest corner of their landside parcel would make a significant 

improvement in ODAV ramp space, as well as largely benefiting Aircraft and vehicle access and 

movement. 

SC.52 In discussion with Mr. Bishop and with FAA personnel at the meeting June 13th I was told that a 

detached threshold at either or both ends of the existing runway was not going to be an alternative.  The 

effective lengthening of the runway for take off and departure abort would make the airport safer for 

aircraft of current size and weight and have a positive effect on noise over private property as aircraft 

would achieve a higher altitude quicker upon departure.  I was told by FAA personnel that the detached 

thresholds would not meet FAA standards and no further clarification was available. If The Object Free 

Zone must be addressed then the moving of the highway would bring  the airport into compliance.  No 

additional extension, moving, widening, or hardening of the runway would be required.  I believe this 

alternative would enhance airport safety, move further towards compliance with FAA requirements, not 

require moving the recently installed tower, and not compromise the area directly adjacent to the new, 

large hangars on private property.  At the same time reducing the noise from departure aircraft over the 

community.  This alternative deserves discussion and serious consideration, unless the ultimate goal is 

further lengthening, widening, and hardening of the runway expressly to accommodate yet larger, wider, 

and heavier commercial aircraft into our small community.  The residents are firmly opposed to that type 

of illegal expansion considering the EFU designation of the adjacent land and current level of noise and 

pollution we experience daily. 

SC.53 Enduring aircraft safety is of primary concern. Living in Wilsonville the amount of audible air traffic above 

is limited and does not affect day to day life. 

SC.54 Concerned about water drainage from the extension if it happens.  There is a little creek that goes from 

the field to the South of  Keil.  It goes under the highway and goes under Boones Ferry Rd.  It could 

flood and ruin property at the West of Boones Ferry Rd.   Murray Rd. goes over the culvert to 2 Homes.   

Flooding could wash out the culvert.  Cause damage to peoples homes. 

SC.55 Where are the other plans, specifically #7, and why were they suddenly dropped without notice? 

SC.56 Wilsonville residents will be most affected by expanding the airport, how do Wilsonville citizens benefit 

from this enlargement? It is quite obvious that they don't. Deep pockets and greed should not be 

allowed to ruin our community. I will never stop fighting against this recklessness. 

SC.57 There is not a good reason to expand the airport. IF the runway is not long enough how can they be 

flying airplanes out?  
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Below: Comments from City of Wilsonville. 

  It seems that you are more concerned with a money making fuel station than you are for any of the 

surrounding communities. 

SC.58 I prefer no airport expansion. 

SC.59 Nothing presented here seems like a win for the community as a whole. 

SC.60 We are opposed to expanding the airport. We live in Wilsonville, and are concerned about additional 

noise and pollution. Based on the city of Wilsonville’s analysis, the expansions are not needed. Please 

don’t degrade our quality of life. 

SC.61 This safety extension needs to be completed soon. 

SC.62 Comment about the fleet mix:  Did anyone take into consideration the number of aircraft that cannot use 

the airport due to the weight restrictions of the runway (Gulfstreams/Globals)?  The runway weight was 

reduced to extend it's life, effectively eliminating any larger aircraft from using the airport which would 

skew the fleet mix.  ODAV must have data on waiver requests over the years - approved, not approved 

or not responded to.  Considering the aircraft that cannot use the airport, along with waiver request data, 

the fleet mix would show a higher number of larger aircraft using the airport which would possibly 

support a 6,000 foot runway rather than 5,500. 
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Optional Demographic Information 

This information was optional and used to see who was heard from in the community, and who the project 

team still needs to reach out to. It was not tied to names or survey responses.  

8. What is your race/ethnicity? (check all that apply) 

There were fifty-three (53) responses to this question. The overwhelming majority identified as white (91%). 

Two people chose “other”, with one person questioning why this question mattered. One person each identified 

as American Indian or Alaska Native, Asian/Asian American, and Hispanic/Latino/Spanish. 

9. What is your age? 

There were 30 responses to this question. This question was left off the paper surveys, so responses are only 

from those who chose to answer electronically. Of those who answered, 47% were aged 65 or older (14 

responses), 30% were aged 45 – 64 (9 responses), and 23% were aged 25 – 44 (7 responses).  

9. What is your ZIP code? 

• 97070 (Wilsonville) – 49  

• 97002 (Aurora)  – 12  

• 97071 (Woodburn) – 2 

• 97140 (Sherwood) – 2 

• 97132 (Newberg) – 1 

• 97062 (Tualatin) – 1 

• 97032 (Hubbard) – 1  
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APPENDIX 6: DOTS AT OPEN HOUSE  

Ten community members who attended the in-person Open House also answered survey questions on easel 

paper by placing dots on their preferences when no more comment forms were available.  
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APPENDIX 7: EMAILED COMMENTS 

Comments that were received by email or through the website by July 1, 2024 are below. 

Date Question/Comment  

06/10/24 We are writing to express our strong objection to lengthening runways and increasing size of 

aircraft at Aurora Airport.  Planes from this airport already take off and land over densely 

populated areas and this proposal will seriously adversely affect communities in and near the 

flight path both in terms of noise and quality of life, and also in terms of safety.  In addition, the 

Boone Bridge section of I-5 is already a traffic nightmare and adding traffic to and from the 

airport is not tenable.  We have a more than adequate airport in Portland and the studies do not 

support the need for this expansion any time in the near future 

Please take citizens and neighbors concerns into consideration and stop any expansion of 

Aurora Airport. 

06/11/24 Attached is an outline of the property parcel that I showed to Tony & Kenji and that is available 

to ODAV. 

As we discussed this Aurora ramp space would facilitate a huge improvement in Aircraft and 

vehicle movement at UAO.  

This property transfer would go along with ODAV’s 1995 plans to own & control ramp space as 

well as the FAA’s 1985 directive for ODAV to increase their UAO ownership percentage  

Please add this to the master plan record and contact me with any questions. 

06/12/24  I am opposed to the expansion of the Aurora Airport. As a resident in Wilsonville, OR, I already 

see far too many large and small planes above my house. The noise is awful and scares the 

wildlife. The small is also terrible and has notably affected our health. 

06/12/24 For too long Charlotte Lehan, Tim Knapp, Greg Leo and the current Wilsonville City Council 

have stood in the way of much needed progress of bringing the airport up to date. In fact, I 

would argue the City makes a big show of fighting the airport expansion to secure NIMBY (not-

in-my-backyard) votes to distract from the major issues it is dealing with. These include major 

traffic, congestion and parking issues that have been eroding public support for current council 

urban renewal projects like gutting Town Center with thousands of people. It is long passed 

time that the airport be upgraded and expanded. 

06/13/24 We are local residents in Butteville and we totally support the planned growth of the Aurora 

State airport, adding 500ft to one end of the runway to increase safety margins for larger 

aircraft and develop the land mid-field with hangars. UAO is a fantastic airport that has so many 

businesses, employing many locals. 

06/13/24 Good Day! 

I am writing of support for the Aurora airport runway extension. 
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This airport is so critically important to our area, providing over 1200 jobs, providing fire fighting 

equipment and expertise ( Columbia Helicopter/HTC) and life saving services (Lifeflight/ organ 

transport services). 

Adding 500’ to the runway will make the airport safer as any pilot can attest. Having lost a best 

friend in an airplane accident at Coos Bay/South Bend off the end of the runway, I know this is 

a life or death solution. 

Please support this extension which has been part of the master plan since the 70’s for safety 

reasons.  

This is also ground zero for subduction earthquake disaster relief. ODART is doing a simulation 

soon in support of this.  

Look at the big picture. Airplanes fly over every corner of the United States- (except military 

restricted zones).  

They use navigational way points to travel. People near those way points are just as equally 

affected by airplanes as those near an airport and do they send you their complaints? 

I recently sold a $2,000,000 home across the street from the Newberg VOR on Chehalem 

Mountain. They were not concerned in the least about aircraft traffic.  

06/13/24 I won’t be able to attend the North Marion High meeting tonight to discuss the Airport Master 

Plan.  I would like to itemize the problems or issues with the plan from my perspective as a 

home owner. 

-I live in Charbonneau  and have for the last 15 years.  Over the last 4-5 years the number of 

aircrafts and the overflight noise has increased greatly which makes it very difficult to hear 

when sitting on my porch when the planes fly so close over Charbonneau.  It sometimes feels 

like the plane is going to crash.  The noise level is much more obvious at Charbonneau than 

downtown Wilsonville because the flight plans go straight over Charbonneau. 

-to extend the airport runway will allow larger aircrafts to use it and increase even more the 

noise level.  The infra structure to support increase usage is not mentioned in any of the master 

plans I have read.  Why is that?  Traffic on I-5 is already horrendous and the rural roads around 

the airport cannot handle more cars/trucks. 

-if only the flight plans to depart and arrive would be vectored away from Charbonneau. I can 

see the aircraft markings from my porch so they are sometimes not very high in the sky….. For 

example why can’t the planes fly over I-5 or over the many acres of forest and farm land to 

access the runway.  Take the planes away from the populated areas of Wilsonville.  Think of 

options which will accomplish what both the locals and the airport want…a compromise so one 

side isn’t the loser. 

-I fear the interests of our neighborhoods have taken a back seat for financial gain of the airport 

businesses and the ODA.  The methods that the ODA has taken to push this master plan in the 

past is evidence of my concern. 
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-Bigger doesn’t mean better nor changing what has worked for this small airport.  Put the 

interest of local residents  as the reason to NOT implement the master plan.  Consider the 

future of the communities who have to live around the airport. 

06/14/24 Aurora Airport Expansion 

Noise Mitigation 

Request that if the airport is allowed to lengthen the runway for larger aircraft, that those flights 

be limited to the I-5 freeway corridor.  That steeper take-off angles be mandated.  And that 

Wilsonville OR be designated a Noise Abatement Zone.  Today, Helicopter Transport fly 

directly over our home in Wilsonville.  Sometimes at low altitude but always in the late and early 

morning hours. Our windows shake and dogs bark in the neighborhood.  

To be fair, you have already addressed this issue by requiring pilots of business jets to gain 

altitude quickly but still present noise pollution upon take-off and landing over town.. along with 

helicopter "red-eye" service. 

The I-5 corridor won't eliminate noise but will help. 

06/15/24 Please record that we strongly oppose this expansion. There are multiple alternative airports in 

the greater Portland/Salem area to use for larger, heavier aircraft. 

06/16/24 My wife and I are residents of Charbonneau (Wilsonville).  We wish to register our strong 

opposition to any proposed airport expansion.  Expansion of the airport, especially the 

lengthening of the runway, will encourage increased air traffic and enable and encourage larger 

jets that will further increase overflight noise.  The increased air traffic will also lead to 

increased local road traffic in the vicinity of the airport and on I-5. 

The city of Wilsonville has registered opposition to the airport expansion and listed many 

reasons that the expansion is ill advised and unnecessary.  We join with the City in opposition 

to airport expansion. 

Another factor in our opposition to airport expansion is that other property owners in the vicinity 

of the airport will seek exceptions to the land use restrictions outside the urban development 

zone.  Langdon Farms has already sought an exception to the land use regulations to build a 

truck depot.  If the airport were to be expanded, that would provide more justification for 

Langdon Farms and other property owners to convert from recreational use and farmland to 

industrial uses in support of the expanded airport. 

We have lived in Charbonneau for twelve years and have enjoyed the relative quiet of the area 

and lived with the current level of noise from jet overflights.  Increase in the level of aircraft 

noise and road traffic through expansion of the airport would degrade the area 

irreparably.  Please do not expand the airport and especially do not lengthen the runway to 

enable larger jets to land and take off from the Aurora State Airport. 

I was disappointed that I was unable to speak to a senior member of the Oregon Department of 

Aviation at the June 13 meeting. 



Preliminary Alternatives Public Outreach Summary 35 

06/17/24 I request that the one-acre ramp parcel that I own abutting the SW corner of ODAV's landside 

parcel be considered as potential additional ODAV ramp for short term Aircraft parking and as a 

taxi lane to allow aircraft and vehicle access to the ODAV parcel from taxiway A. This small 

parcel could open up access for the tower, Pacific Coast Avionics, the CAA, and the entire 

ODAV ramp. 

06/17/24 As a PAC member, I strongly discourage any plan to move the runway due to the existing ramp 

constraints with a "one sided" (due to hwy 551) Airport and due to the giant cost, complexity, 

destruction of existing businesses, and unknowable time schedule. 

Thank you. 

06/23/24 As a local resident, I am highly concern on this project. My daily work and personal life depend 

on traveling through the Arndt Rd into Canby and to access the Freeway through Portland-

Hubbard Hwy, just like many others that live in my community at Century Meadows. This 

project would impact greatly our commute, specially when taking kids into school. Making the 

airport accessible to larger aircraft would raise hazard concerns driving near by any of those 

aircraft. Which also includes the higher levels of pollution. Specially for the existing area, since 

there are many water bodies in the area, the increase of jet fuel could affect the environment as 

well as the health of people and animals that live in the surrounding areas. Increased of noise 

of large aircraft can also impact people's health affecting sleep patterns and kids' ability to 

study. 

06/27/24 Upon a review of Figure 11, page 13, from the Preliminary Alternatives Summary, an important 

feature of the Hot Spot mitigation plan was omitted.  The intent of the modification is to 

eliminate Hot Spot 1 and mitigate the traffic congestion on the Alpha Taxiway when runway 17 

is in use. 

To eliminate the Hot Spot aircraft taxing would need to make two ninety turns to enter the 

runway as depicted.  Does the ALP need modification to allow access from the TTF property 

just north of the airport property at A1? 

The second element is to reduce the traffic congestion that bottlenecks taxiway A.  This is 

accomplished by establishing an exit only lane from the movement area.  See the attached 

diagram and FAA 7460-1.  The aircraft traffic flow on the TTF, non-movement area will be 

controlled by signage, pavement markings and reflectors. 

Please let me know if you have any questions. 

06/28/24 The residents of Sunset Estates are against expansion of the Aurora Airport, are concerns are 

water, air and noise pollution!!!!Also the Highways in the area cannot handle more traffic, 

especially with the conditions the roads and the lack of turning lanes on 551!!!! 

07/01/24 I wholeheartedly support continued aviation operations at the Aurora State Airport. 

I am a private pilot who earned my pilot certificate thanks to the existence of the airport and 

Fixed Based Operators (FBO's) like Willamette Aviation and Aurora Aviation at a location that 

was convenient for me with instruction and aircraft rentals that were affordable to me. 

I am an active member of the Columbia Aviation Association, an aviation community of pilots 

https://caapilots.clubexpress.com/
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based at KUAO that are united by a passion for aviation. Our mission includes fostering 

aviation safety, education, mentoring and outreach, and we provide opportunities to expand our 

members' aviation expertise. 

I am proud to now own and operate an aircraft that runs on unleaded gasoline ("MOGAS"). 

I support maintaining the existing runway, taxiways and control tower such that any future plans 

do not interrupt airport operations. 

As a safety professional, I support the promotion of safety improvements for ground and air 

operations. 

I also recommend connecting the south end operations with the midfield operations via a 

vehicle access behind the old church property as well as connecting the ramp in front of the 

Columbia Aviation Association's clubhouse directly to the taxiway toward runway 35. 

I do NOT support the annexation of KUAO into the City of Aurora. I believe it would increase 

our taxes and provide no tangible benefit to airport users like me. 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. 
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APPENDIX 8: SCANNED OPEN HOUSE COMMENT FORMS 

The following scans show the 38 completed open-ended comments collected during the open house or mailed 

back to the project team (not all comment forms included answers to this open-ended question). All information 

from these printed forms was included in Appendix 5; these scans are listed below for reference.  
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