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Project UpdateProject Update

Since last meeting, the following work has been com pleted:

• Submittal of the Draft Administrative EA to the Por t and FAA.

• Revised Draft Administrative EA as a result of Port  and FAA 
comments.
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• Prior to submitting a Draft EA for public comment, the FAA has 
requested  we re-evaluate the method for eliminatin g alternatives.  It 
may be necessary to include another build alternati ve within the EA 
along with Alternative 7 (tunnel).
– Reasons for dismissing other alternatives are not c ompelling.
– Other alternatives meet the Purpose and Need withou t significant impacts 

(according to FAA significance thresholds).
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Alternatives 2, 3, 4 and 8

Project Alternatives – Previously Dismissed
Alternatives 2, 3, 4 and 8

Alternative 2
– Would reduce runway length to 1800’ and does not me et the Purpose and Need

» Eliminated from evaluation, as it does not meet Pur pose and Need

Alternative 3
– Meets the Purpose and Need, however, would require relocation of a residence

» As other reasonable alternatives meet the Purpose a nd Need, without relocating 
residences, this alternative was removed from evalu ation
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Alternative 4
– Meets the Purpose and Need, is similar to Alt 6, an d requires removal of one garage

» Eliminated from evaluation, as Alt 6 also meets the  Purpose and Need, but does 
not require removal of the garage.

Alternative 8
– Meets the Purpose and Need, would dead-end Delp Roa d

» Dead-ending Delp Road is not feasible for many safe ty reasons and this 
alternative was dismissed
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Alternative 1
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Alternative 1: No Action Alternative

This alternative does not change the existing defic iencies 
in runway-taxiway separation, width, length or Obje ct Free 
Area (OFA) penetration.

Alternative 1: No Action Alternative

This alternative does not change the existing defic iencies 
in runway-taxiway separation, width, length or Obje ct Free 
Area (OFA) penetration.

Includes pavement maintenance cost for 20 year peri od.Includes pavement maintenance cost for 20 year peri od.
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Key Features
– No property acquisition.
– No environmental impacts.
– Airport would not meet FAA design standards.
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Alternative 5: Runway relocation and extension to 3 ,070’, Delp 
Road relocated on Port-owned property

This alternative would relocate runway to meet 150’  
separation standard, extend runway by 450’, and wid en to 
60’.
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Would require 0.5 acres of right-of-way acquisition .

Delp Road relocated as shown on next slide.
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Key Features
– No penetration of the RPZ and Runway 7 approach sur face.
– Runway would meet FAA design standards for RSA, RPZ , OFA, and 

taxiway separation.
– Runway length would meet FAA recommendations.
– No wetland/environmental mitigation or new stream c rossing.
– Realignment nearly all on Port property.
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taxiway separation.
– Runway length would meet FAA recommendations.
– No wetland/environmental mitigation or new stream c rossing.
– Realignment nearly all on Port property.– Realignment nearly all on Port property.
– Minimal right-of-way acquisition.
– Three curves may be perceived as a traffic safety h azard.
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Cost Summary
Construction Costs
Runway 7-25 Relocation & Extension: $ 2,811,801

Runway 7 RPZ Property Acquisition $      74,071
Runway 25 RPZ Easement Acquisition $    157,300
Runway 7-25 Other Easement Acquisitions $    126,000
NE Delp Road Relocation $    579,530
Right of Way and Property Acquisition $      28,325

Subtotal $ 3,777,027
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Administration, Port of Camas Washougal $     25,000

Total Estimated Cost: $ 6,177,670

Subtotal $ 3,777,027
Contingency (25%): $    944,257
Construction Cost Subtotal: $ 4,721,284

Engineering and Inspection (30%) $1,431,386 
Administration, Port of Camas Washougal $     25,000

Total Estimated Cost: $ 6,177,670



Project Alternatives
Alternative 6

Project Alternatives
Alternative 6

Alternative 6: Runway relocation and extension to 3 ,070’, Delp 
Road relocated to the North

This alternative would relocate runway to meet 150’  
separation standard, extend runway by 450’, and wid en to 
60’.

Alternative 6: Runway relocation and extension to 3 ,070’, Delp 
Road relocated to the North

This alternative would relocate runway to meet 150’  
separation standard, extend runway by 450’, and wid en to 
60’.

Would require 0.6 acres of right-of-way acquisition .

Approximately 0.02 acres of wetland and stream impa ct. 

Delp Road relocated as shown on next slide.

Would require 0.6 acres of right-of-way acquisition .

Approximately 0.02 acres of wetland and stream impa ct. 

Delp Road relocated as shown on next slide.
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Key Features
– No penetration of the RPZ and Runway 7 approach sur face.
– Runway would meet FAA design standards for RSA, RPZ , OFA, and 

taxiway separation.
– Runway length would meet FAA recommendations.
– No wetland mitigation.
– Avoids driveway impacts.
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Cost Summary
Construction Costs
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NE Delp Road Relocation $    841,627
Right of Way and Property Acquisition $    116,885

Subtotal $ 4,127,684
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Subtotal $ 4,127,684Subtotal $ 4,127,684
Contingency (25%): $ 1,031,921
Construction Cost Subtotal: $ 5,159,605

Engineering and Inspection (30%) $1,562,882 
Administration, Port of Camas Washougal $     25,000

Total Estimated Cost: $ 6,747,487
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Alternative 7: Runway relocation and extension to 3 ,070’, Delp 
Road in tunnel

This alternative would relocate runway to meet 150’  
separation standard, extend runway by 450’, and wid en to 
60’.

Alternative 7: Runway relocation and extension to 3 ,070’, Delp 
Road in tunnel

This alternative would relocate runway to meet 150’  
separation standard, extend runway by 450’, and wid en to 
60’.

Delp Road altered as shown on next two slides.Delp Road altered as shown on next two slides.



Alternative 7
Vehicular Underpass
Alternative 7
Vehicular Underpass
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Key Features
– No penetration of the RPZ and Runway 7 approach sur face.
– Runway would meet FAA design standards for RSA, RPZ , OFA, and 

taxiway separation.
– Runway length would exceed FAA recommendations.
– No environmental impacts or new stream crossing.
– No property acquisition.
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– Runway would meet FAA design standards for RSA, RPZ , OFA, and 

taxiway separation.
– Runway length would exceed FAA recommendations.
– No environmental impacts or new stream crossing.
– No property acquisition.– No property acquisition.
– Construction would require a detour, temporary road  closure, or 

temporary roadway to direct traffic flow.
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temporary roadway to direct traffic flow.
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Cost Summary
Construction Costs
Runway 7-25 Relocation & Extension: $ 2,761,802

Runway 7 RPZ Property Acquisition $      74,071
Runway 25 RPZ Easement Acquisition $    157,300
Runway 7-25 Other Easement Acquisitions $    126,000

NE Delp Road Relocation $ 2,620,959
Right of Way and Property Acquisition $               0

Subtotal $ 5,740,132

Cost Summary
Construction Costs
Runway 7-25 Relocation & Extension: $ 2,761,802

Runway 7 RPZ Property Acquisition $      74,071
Runway 25 RPZ Easement Acquisition $    157,300
Runway 7-25 Other Easement Acquisitions $    126,000

NE Delp Road Relocation $ 2,620,959
Right of Way and Property Acquisition $               0

Subtotal $ 5,740,132Subtotal $ 5,740,132
Contingency (25%): $ 1,435,033
Construction Cost Subtotal: $ 7,175,165

Engineering and Inspection (30%) $2,152,550 
Permitting $     15,000
Administration, Port of Camas Washougal $     25,000

Total Estimated Cost: $ 9,367,715

Subtotal $ 5,740,132
Contingency (25%): $ 1,435,033
Construction Cost Subtotal: $ 7,175,165

Engineering and Inspection (30%) $2,152,550 
Permitting $     15,000
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Project AlternativesProject Alternatives
Delp Road Relocation Comparison Table 

No Build Alternative 5 Alternative 6 Alternative 7 

Runway Length 2,620’ 3,070’ 3,070’ 3,070’ 

Property Acquisition None 0.5 ac (no structures)  0.6 ac (no structures) None 

New Stream Crossing/Wetland Impact No No Yes 0.02 ac No 

Social Impact No Change Closer to 2 residences Closer to 3 residences No Change 

Increase of Impervious Surface 0 ac 0.8 ac 0.5 ac 0.3 ac Increase of Impervious Surface 0 ac 0.8 ac 0.5 ac 0.3 ac 

Horizontal Curves 0 3 2 0

Limitation on Future Road Actions Moderate Moderate Minimal Moderate 

Construction Cost -- $6,177,670 $6,747,487 $9,367,715 

Maintenance Cost (20 year) $887,500 $107,670 $111,140 $81,950 

Overall Cost $887,500 $6,285,340 $6,858,627 $9,449,665 

Financial Responsibility  *WSDOT-
Aviation only if available 

Port (100%)  Port (2.5%)  Port (2.5%)  Port (2.5%)  

$887,500 $157,134 $171,466 $236,242 

WSDOT (0%) WSDOT (2.5%)  WSDOT (2.5%)  WSDOT (2.5%)

$0 $157,134 $171,466 $236,242 
FAA (0%) FAA (95%)  FAA (95%) FAA (95%)  

$0 $5,971,073 $6,515,696 $8,977,181 



Project Alternatives DiscussionProject Alternatives Discussion

Discussion to center around reasoning for keeping o r dismissing 
the build alternatives.
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– Draft EA Public Review in May - June

– Next meeting to be scheduled when Draft EA goes out  to public 
review
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