COUNCIL NEW BUSINESS:
Response from Mary Vargas.

John Liebert:  Mr. Mayor, I do have something.  Last week, we received a response from our City Manager from Mary Vargas of FAA, which really an eye dropping dot, which indicates that there are little to no chance of receiving of the funding that either in large doses or small doses that we have been thinking that would be provided for us and for our airport.  And so, I would like to propose to the staff and for a presentation at our next council meeting – one   a resolution rescinding our current moratorium on airport related business and secondly to prepare an ordinance for the closing of our airport at or in before the end of 08 or sooner.  I know that this has been a contentious item in our community for a long while and this last information on the FAA, I thought was just a really clear and concise message to us that said that that funding was not available.  And, it’s going to take us awhile to get to that point where the airport would be non-functioning and so on and I think that we need to start to develop a plan, how to market that piece of property.  I’m not saying that, you know, the next day the airport isn’t usable and so on, that wouldn’t be practical at all, but that we at least engage in some kind of a study and timetable as to when all of those things can proceed.  Our City Attorney needs to be engaged in that process as well.  We have to look at how much it’s going to cost us and it’s going to cost us something – we know that from what’s been presented to us in the past.  But I do believe that the message was so clear that even for those in the community who for one reason or another would see that for the betterment of our community and the fact that we may be able at least go forward with some economic development in that area that I’m asking the council to direct staff to prepare that one resolution and ordinance for the closing.  
Mike Myers:  Does anybody else have anything to say.

Jason Overstreet:  This e-mail from Mary Vargas, this is public record.  This is, okay, my concern is with the first paragraph in the Klein property.  John, I think it’s important, would you mind reading this or I would.  It’s important for the public to hear and see.
John Liebert:  Okay.

Jason Overstreet:  Please, if you want a copy – ask.  But she’s very clear.

John Liebert:  This is in response to a telephone conversation that our City Manager had with Mary Vargas and Jeff Winter and it had – the first part of it dealt with an issue having to do with one of the owners of the property directly to the, what is that, south and to Gary it says:  It is our understanding that Mr. Klein and his attorney claim Klein property has been damaged because the city is planning to extend the runway.  We understand the Klein property includes large areas of wetlands.  In addition, we are told that Klein is asking more than the appraised FM…

Bonnie Onyon:  fair market value

John Liebert:  Fair market value.  Assuming the city of Blaine’s reason to condemn Klein’s land is to extend the runway, and assuming the City expects AIP which is the …

Bonnie Onyon:  Airport Improvement Plan

John Liebert:  Airport Improvement Plan reimbursement, we suggest the City of Blaine not purchase Klein’s land at this time.  Do you want me to continue?

Jason Overstreet:  Oh absolutely.  You haven’t even touched it.

John Liebert:  In general, the City of Blaine, should not expect AIP reimbursements to purchase land for runway extension in the near or immediate planning period.  We recommend the City consider a runway extension as a project we might work together on in the distant future, 15-20 plus years out, which is subject to availability of federal AIP funds and provided the runway extension project ???? uses federal and environmental approval includes feasible mitigation requirements if any.  A minimum, prior to using AIP funds to buy land to extent the runway, the project must first receive an approved federal environmental assessment and as stated in our ALP approval letter, this approval of the ALP considers only the safety, utility and efficiency of the airport and it is conditioned on acknowledgement that any development on airport property requiring federal environmental approval must receive such written approval from the FAA prior to commencement on the subject development.  In addition, the runway length could be modified as a result of findings in the EA study an example of unintended consequences of the study.  The results of the AA may take anywhere from 6 months to 12 months.  It could take longer and/or require a more detailed study if the project is controversial.  As stated in our ALP letter, approval of this plan does not indicate that the United States will participate in the cost of any development proposed.  Please recall during previous telephone conversations we said it is hypothetically very possible that the City could receive far less than the maximum federal share in support of eligible project elements, if and when the AIP funds were available for the runway extension project.  For example, Blaine may need to move Boblett Street using 100% of city funds prior to the FAA targeting other AIP eligible project elements.  The project would need to be phased accordingly because AIP funds would most likely be phased over many years.  We support the City’s focus on projects…
Bonnie Onyon:  suggest, suggest

Jason Overstreet:  suggest

John Liebert:  Oh, I’m sorry, we suggest the City focus on projects that can be supported by your non-primary entitlement budget, and this is a key paragraph because that was one of the things being proposed.  Unfortunately, it may not be realistic to expect millions of dollars from other general aviation airports as we complete planning projects at other GA airports it is apparent demand for AIP funds far exceed the funds available and we will require these airports to save their NPD to complete the projects at their own airports.  So with regards to land use, we suggest you contact Washington State Department of Transportation, Aviation Division to assist you in this matter.  Please don’t hesitate to contact our office if we can be of any assistance.  Mary Vargas, State Aviation Director.  That’s basically why I’m suggesting that we move forward to phase the airport and start to look for economic development for that property.  
Ken Ely:  So are you making that a motion.

John Liebert:  I don’t know if that needs to be a motion or is it just a thing to staff that that resolution and/or ordinance then …
Jason Overstreet:  I think you’re just asking to put it on the agenda, right…

John Liebert:  On the agenda as ..

Jason Overstreet:  As an action item…

John Liebert:  As an action item for next time.

Ken Ely:  How does that work, Jon.

Jon Sitkin:  It’s, you want to place it as a motion to place it on the agenda – that’s appropriate.  Typically the agenda is made by council.

John Liebert:  I so move that we prepare a resolution to rescind our moratorium and prepare an ordinance for the closing of our airport at or within a period of the end of 08 or sooner.  

Jason Overstreet:  I’ll second that.  

Mike Myers:  It’s been moved and seconded – is their any questions or discussions.

Jason Overstreet:  I just want to make clear here that on the pro forma dated 11-27-06, which is the latest we’ve been given, it’s vital for the public to understand that this plan, the king pin holding this plan together is transferred non-primary funds which makes this, one of these last sentences vital.  And that is unfortunately, it may not be realistic to expect millions of dollars from other GA airports.  As we complete planning projects at other GA airports, it’s apparent demand for AIP funds far exceed funds available and we will require, it’s not negotiable, we will require these airports to save their MPE to complete projects at their airport.  Those transfer funds aren’t going to happen.  
Charlie Hawkins:  The only question I have is in appearance of fairness of this, without t Bruce here…
Mike Myers:  That’s right.

Charlie Hawkins:  You know, a full council, it seems a little unfair.  Last time we didn’t vote on the issues because Jason wasn’t here, concerning the airport – Jason wasn’t here.  

John Liebert:  You have a legitimate point; however, Bruce did receive that message from Mary Vargas before he left.

Jon Sitkin:  I understand the motion is just to put the issue on the agenda for the next meeting and to consider the resolution and consider an ordinance – not to take a vote tonight to approve a resolution or approve the ordinance but to place their consideration on the next agenda.  That way you cover the notice issue and in …

John Liebert:  Right.
Jon Sitkin:  And just to be clear, if I understood it’s the motion that you’re suggesting being considered at next meeting is to rescind the moratorium and the master plan, is that…

Mike Myers:  He didn’t say that.

Jon Sitkin:  I’m just trying – I’m trying to think of – just so we’re clear, is that if you’re rescinding the moratorium then what.  Do you want the ordinance to close?
John Liebert:  Well, I thought, yeah, yeah. 

Jon Sitkin:  So the master plan issue - so the master plan be approved.

John Liebert:  Then the master plan would be rejected, if that motion in effect.  
Jon Sitkin:  Okay, I can work on that for your consideration.

John Liebert:  Okay. 

Jon Sitkin:  But I understood the motion was just placing it on the agenda.  Charlie’s point is well taken.  You would not – a motion to rescind to be considered tonight would not be appropriate because it wasn’t on the agenda but you could place it on a subsequent agenda.

John Liebert:  That was the intent.  I got bent out of shape one other meeting when we started to deal with something that wasn’t on the agenda – I’m not going to do the same thing.  I think that the two weeks or whenever that is when we have the next meeting …
Bonnie Onyon:  When will Bruce return.

Ken Ely:  5 weeks.

John Liebert:  He won’t be here.

Mike Myers:  He won’t be here for quite a while.

John Liebert:  But he will have a chance to comment on it anyway.  

Ken Ely:  He’s gone 5 weeks.
John Liebert:  I believe it’s February 12th.

Ken Ely:  When he’s back.

John Liebert:  No, our next meeting, so.

Sheri Sanchez:  He will miss the next meeting.

Ken Ely:  But only that, I think.

