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MY G Or\l TODAY...
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-~ PLANNING-PROCESS

= PROVIDE ONE STATE'S PERSPECTIVE ON THE FAA
ASSET STUDY UNDERTAKING

= REVIEW ASSET STUDY ACCOI\/IPLISHI\/IENTS =‘

= ASSET IMPLICATIONS FOR FUTUREETATE SYSTEM
HWANININE
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——n DEFINED IN THE'NAEFIONAL PLAN OF INTEGRATED
- AIRPORT SYSTEMS — NPIAS

— g

= NPIAS IDENTIFIES AIRPORTS ESSENTIAL TO
NATIONAL AIR TRANSPORTATION NEEDS

= |IDENTIFIES THOSE AIRPORTS ELIGIBLE TO RECEIVE =
ERAL AIRPORT IMPROVEME OGRAW*
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- = 494 COMMERCIAL SERVICE AIRPORTS

—
= 269 GENERAL AVIATION RELIEVER AIRPORTS

(relieves congestion at commercial service airports)

.

= 2,569 GENERAL AVIATION AIRPORTS
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SYST EIVI ESS'ENTIKL]ZY BUILII' AROUND INDIVIDUAESTATE
____AIRPORT SYSTEMS

TRANS OR LA HOJ\J ”qugl\

= FAA ENCOURAGES/FUNDS STATE AIRPORT SYSTEM PLANS
= STATE PLANS ARE USED BY FAA TO UPDATE THE NPIAS -

= STATE PLANNING PROCESS IS EFFORT TO FORECAST AIRPORT
IMPROVEMENT NEEDS & DETERMINE THE “MIX” OF AIRPORTS
NEEDED TO SERVE THE STATE'S FUTURE AIR TRANSPORTATION

IONS ABOUT AIRPORT

EMENT FUNDING

-i

= FAA GOAL — CONVENIENT ACCESS TO A SAFE, EFFICIENT AIR
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM



— NEXTGEN

AIRPORT & AIRSPACE CONGESTION AT COMMERCIAL SERVICE AIRPORTS
(DEMAND FACTOR) — PASSENGER FLIGHT DELAYS

9/11 AND ITS IMPACT ON AIRPORT SECURITY

AIRLINE BANKRUPTCIES AND MERGERS

Y'FLUCTUATING (MOSTLY INCREASING) FUEL COSITS i
asphalt, etc.)

REAUTHORIZATION “WARS” — FUNDING THE FUTURE SYSTEM .

LACK OF PUBLIC SUPPORT FOR INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENT



= Current Alrport §y§em;@anmng Drlven by FAA A AC 1F 0/5070 7 ——
_=__=.'|:I:|e Airport.System Planning Process

= Estimates future needs by comparing existing airport facilities
with projections of future traffic

= Based on aviation activity forecasts by aircraft mix

* |nduces a form of “groupthink™ among airport system planners -



TRB/ACRP Synthesis 1

AlfgoreSysierr Plerirlirle) Precicas
(2009)
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-~ = Some Conclusions...

| ndividual airports pursue individual agendas without considering
the overall airport system in which they operate

= Airport system plan sponsors often lack both the authority & funding
to implement key plan components -

= Airport system plans often difficult to keep current due to a dynamic
& constantly changing industry

* |nvestment in system airports often not tied to system -

, mmendations and measures to demenstrate W

- e—
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E WHAT’? Alrport-Sys{em Strateglc Evaluatlon Task a
- meta-analysis of the nation’s general aviation airport
system

e

= WHY?

= Airports have evolved to meet changing needs but existing federal
airport categories have not

ne categony (general aV|at|on) does noet.adequately describe the ""i
ariety ofireles erveNnitheir community orinthe

-- Public attention that questioned the need to INVest in our nation’s

GA airports

= Ability to provide a better description & explain the many roles /
functions that GA airports serve
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- = EFAA compiled andreviewed numerous state system plans with
~ panticular.emphasis on those that had developed descriptive
classifications for their airports

= Gathered / analyzed wide variety of data (activity, infrastructure,
geographic, etc.)

= Collaborated with NASAO & other industry associations /
Atativesy

iterations of the data to arrive at legical &
escriptive airport categories .

= Continuous coordination with stakeholders



T OUTCONME

— eported earliertoday by Ben Deleon

i —————

= First effort by FAA to define and distinguish different
categories of general aviation airports

T

= Publication and dissemination of a document that will be
eriodically updated




e ASSET study’ does not take into account the economlimatof —
~airports
= Generated intense discussion during stakeholder meetings

= Conclusion: Economic impact data can “cut” two ways; more
research necessary

= ASSET study did not allow for individual airperisite:comment;
Inadequate comment period

= GA airports were represented by stakeholder groups

‘Lﬁjre opportunities to comment folle eportirelea

used by FAA to make future funding decisions

» [et's hope so — original intent of study was (and is) to help justify GA airport
Infrastructure investment

» Most states are already using their category-based state system plans to make
resource allocation decisions
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- = Overcoming stakeholder skepticism

r—

= FAA commitment to refining classification descriptions as
more knowledge/input Is gained
= Some classifications may be overly broad

- Acceptance by state & regional plannlng agencies

— ———

ﬂ _ ' S Into GA airport
ystem planning in such a way that some airports are not .
penalized




ASSET STUDY DO=ES NOT. .,
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= - -
— Establlsh a “one size fits all” approach (0] state Ievel alrport

« system planning

= Constrain a state’s ablility to revise & implement airport
system plans that are unigue to the physical;, econemic &
social trends or characteristics In their area

= Establish a prescriptive method of airpo_r-t- system planning:



ASSET STUDY DOES...

_——i—-—_usq___— : . =
~ = Establish a part|CIpateryﬁpﬁecesshbetween the FAA & |ts stakeholders
...=——that-can.&_should.be used as a model for examining other airport policy
ISsues with national, state & regional implications

= Create a more descriptive explanation of the distinct roles that different
GA airports serve in our nation’s air transportation system

= Recognize the important role that GA airports play in interstate

Investment in the GA component of our nation’s
air transportatlon system sl



ASSEIRSTIVDNAIVPINGCATIONS

- TrlE NEAR TERV -
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~ = Provides states & regions with a framework for the continued
- _development of their respective GA airport systems

= |dentified & utilized data sets (e.g., O&D IFR activity) that can be
shared with or emulated by state & regional planning agencies

= Developed a study framework that can be usefulifer states when
updating their airport system plans

es a document that can be utilized by;state/regionals
IES 1o justiiythercontinuedinvestmeniaprour GA airp

= Alrport name changes

R

janning e

ort system:
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Flﬁ’é"fﬁe otentl“ri"ﬁfansfgrm alrport system p[annlng, —
‘_Jo,a_l_rt_cularly at the state and regional level

= Has the potential to make the NPIAS a more meaningful
planning document for the nation’s air transportation system,;
can move the NPIAS beyond an inventory -

= Initiated a process for the periodic, continuous review of the GA
airport system |
st

aliport system planning

ARRINGIAISCIpINES = Wit SOMme exceptions, airport
m planning has been divorced from other forms of planning
our state/regional/local communities & infrastructure



LOSING THOUGHTS

s Alrport Iocatlomsﬂargeiy determlned )Y, where commermal _
- activity takes place

= Airport system planning can be viewed as being driven, in
large part, by the location and type of commerecial activity.
that occurs Iin a given, defined area

tem In the aggregate

= The economic impact conundrum — Should airports with less
economic impact receive less funding?



HOW DO WE RESOLVE THIS DILEMMA
AND ADVANCE ’\RHORF STSTEV

.“' | Better mtegrate—&*coerdmate alrport system plannlng with
- other state/regional/local planning disciplines

= Develop planning models that strongly correlate aviation
activity within defined geographic regions with their
associated socioeconomic characteristics

%srure aviation activity within defi IONS T—

=
il

= By applying the ASSET airport categories, identify the
“airport mix” needed to support defined regions & their
socioeconomic activity
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E FAA & states form a task force to work Wlth otherplannlng
~ disciplines to study/recommend ways to more fully
Integrate airport system planning with other planning efforts

= Encourage ACRP to conduct further studies withithe goal
to develop a new model for airport system planning

= Continue the dialog between the FAA, TRB and the states
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