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Introduction 
 
Pangborn Memorial Airport provides both general aviation and commercial aviation service to north 
central Washington, including Douglas and Chelan counties.  In an effort to establish a solid plan for the 
improvement of primary Runway 12/30, the Ports of Douglas and Chelan counties, owners and operators 
of the Airport, along with the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) Seattle Airports District Office, elected 
to undertake this Airfield Improvement Needs Assessment study.  The consultant team responsible for 
assisting the Airport owners with this assessment includes Mead & Hunt as the prime consultant, with 
USKH as a sub-consultant. 
 

Background and Study Goals 
In 2004, Coffman Associates completed an Airport Master Plan for Pangborn Memorial Airport which 
evaluated Runway 12/30 against FAA Runway Safety Area (RSA) criteria, and determined improvements 
required to meet RSA criteria.  The 2004 Master Plan recommended that Runway 12/30, then 5,500 feet 
in length, meet RSA criteria by extending Runway End 30 southeast 800 feet, and relocating Runway End 
12 southeast 600 feet.  This improvement was implemented in 2006, resulting in the current Runway 
12/30 length of 5,700 feet.  To regain the use of the 600 feet northeast of Runway End 12 which had 
been rendered unusable as part of the 2006 improvement, the 2004 Master Plan recommended the 
relocation of Grant Road, which would give a Runway 12/30 length of 6,300 feet. 
 
Recent changes in the aircraft type, frequency, and performance requirements of Pangborn’s key users, 
Horizon Air and Executive Flight, as well as the increased presence of itinerant corporate aircraft and the 
potential for additional passenger airlines, prompted this assessment of Pangborn’s airfield needs, 
including runway length. 
 
During 2005 and 2006, Pangborn worked with a Citizens Advisory Committee to define and recommend 
protective airport zoning, based on guidelines provided by the WSDOT Aviation Land Use Compatibility 
Program.  During this process the Citizens Advisory Committee recommended a future runway length of 
7,000 feet for Pangborn. 
 
This Airfield Improvement Needs Assessment is intended to accomplish the following: 
 

• Document the runway length needed for the near-term (5 years) and long-term (20 years); 
• Communicate and educate the public on the project and its ramifications; and 
• Explore and document alternatives for runway extension and road relocation, including 

demonstration of why one is best and what steps were taken during the planning process to avoid 
or minimize impacts. 
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Stakeholder Involvement and Education Process 
This study included coordination with a Planning Advisory Committee (PAC) to help assess Airport and 
community issues and be a vital part of the planning process.  The following is a list of the PAC members: 
 

• Greg Brizendine – Manager, Easter Wenatchee Water District, and private pilot 
• Daren Fuller – Aviation Mechanic and Pangborn neighbor 
• Linda Haglund – Director, Greater Wenatchee Regional Events Center 
• Deb Hassler – Vice President of Ancillary and Support Services, Central Washington Hospital 
• Sandy Mathews – Owner, Journey Travel & Tours 
• Jerry Paine – President-Elect, North Central Washington Realtor’s Association, and agent for 

Windermere Real Estate 
• Peter Ringsrud – Pangborn neighbor and retired Douglas County engineer 
• Jack Snyder – Owner, C&O Nursery, and Pangborn neighbor 
• Tim Thompson – Marketing Director, Executive Flight, Inc. 
• Calvin White – President and Owner, Premium Developments 

 
The PAC acted as a sounding board for proposed improvement alternatives and a conduit for information 
between various interest groups throughout the community.   However, the ultimate decision on a 
recommended improvement plan was made by the Airport owner.  Four PAC meetings were held to 
provide interaction between Airport staff, PAC members, and the consultant team.  These meetings were 
scheduled to coincide with milestones in the planning process and used to solicit information and 
responses from Airport staff and the PAC regarding information presented by the consultant team.   
 
In addition to the PAC, the study focused on positive communication with the public, providing forums for 
their comments and concerns to be heard and addressed in a proactive manner.  These forums were 
intended to help educate the public on airport issues and airport planning.  The study included four public 
information workshops and a project web page.  Information and documents were accessible at the 
workshops and on the web page. 
 

Report Organization 
This report was developed in differing stages of data collection, planning, and analysis.  These stages are 
reflected in the report’s structure, which is made up of the following chapters: 
 

1. Airfield Facility Requirements 
This chapter determines whether the Airport’s existing runway configuration is adequate to meet 
aviation demand based on new forecasts of critical aircraft operations (5- and 20-year) and 
established FAA criteria.  Operations forecasts are determined based on testimonials from critical 
aircraft users.  The focus of the facility requirements analysis is on runway length and design 
standards needed to accommodate the critical aircraft.   The chapter also includes demographic data 
and current airfield information, as background to help inform the planning effort. 
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2. Alternatives Analysis 
This chapter develops and documents feasible alternatives for the potential extension of Runway 
12/30.  These alternatives take into consideration the long-term development of the Airport, while also 
planning for the near-term implementation of projects.  All infrastructure, capital improvements, and/or 
equipment relocations necessary to complete each alternative are included in the alternatives 
analysis. 
 
3. Preferred Alternative 
Alternatives are evaluated based on defined operational, economic, environmental, and feasibility 
criteria, and are judged based on these criteria.  A preferred airfield improvement plan and associated 
facilities is selected as part of this analysis. 

 
 


