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Meeting Agenda

1. Project Overview
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3. Alternative Scenarios
Commercial Passenger Optimization
California High Speed Rail
Tijuana Enhancements
Air Cargo and GA Optimization

4. U.S. Government Accountability Report,
National Airspace System

5. Supplemental Information
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Projects Overview

3-Phase Work Plan Culminating in 2011

Phase | Phase 2

Data Gathering and Evaluation of

Phase 3

Regional Aviation
Strategic Plan

Model DEVE'Opment Concepts and
Strategies
March — Dec 2009 Fall 2009 — Spring 2010

Spring 2010 — Winter 2011

Stakeholder and public outreach
Task-specific documentation and deliverables

The RASP is on schedule for completion in 2011
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2010 Schedule and Work Plan

New Board Standing Committee May Result in Schedule Changes

2010

Model Callbratlon
Scenarlo Dletalls'
| | Scenarlo Evaluatlon (Model)
Implementatlon Faciors
' Complle Flndlngs
. Draft RASP

Final Report

. Board Standing Committee Meeting . Public Workshop Project Phase 2
‘ RASP Subcommittee Meeting Project Phase 3
Jacops 3 Regional Aviation Strategic Plan « RASP Subcommittee

CONSULTANCY — Revised Draft March 18, 2010




Project Study Area

12 Public Use Airports Located in a Densely Populated and Developed Region

Riverside

Clemente

Notes: Tijuana Int. Airport not located in San Diego County.
Military facilities are excluded from the RASP.
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Baseline Scenario — Regional Perspective

Capacity Constraints Will Result in Multiple “Reactions” Over the Long-term

A Airfield facility constraints “cap”
activity at SDIA sometime near 2030 at
around 28M annual passengers

B Federally-mandated slot controls at
SDIA result in higher fares, some larger
aircraft, and higher load factors

C Accommodation of some San Diego
demand at LA region airports

D Accommodation of some regional

demand at Tijuana International Airport;

increased bus service and volumes

E Increased but restricted commercial
service at McClellan-Palomar;
continued <30 seat turboprops due to
constrained runway length
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Baseline Scenario — Specific Projects

Current SDIA Policies and Planned Near-term Improvements Will Be Considered

Accommodation of existing user groups —
commercial, cargo, corporate GA

Continued nighttime departure curfew

Includes T-2 West 10 gate addition in 2013
(ongoing)

Includes Destination Lindbergh “Opening
Day” recommendations for North Side

— Intermodal Transit Center (ITC) sized to
accommodate 400-600K annual transit
passengers

— Linkage to trolleys (Blue and Orange lines),
Coaster/Amtrak, and MTS

— Consolidated rental car facility and ground
transportation plaza

— Dedicated on-airport roadway connecting ITC
and south side terminals via dedicated buses

= Assumes no new access roadway
iImprovements or freeway ramps

JACOBS T e P e

CONSULTANCY

Assumes 2015 transit ridership goal 6% of
Airport passengers (SANDAG assumption)

No new access roadway improvements or
freeway ramps provided

Cost estimate approximately $535M
(per Destination Lindbergh report)

Additional factors being evaluated

— Funding sources to be identified with
SDCRAA staff input

— Implementation schedule around 2015; to be
refined with SDCRAA staff input

— SANDAG input

— Operating environment of LA region airports
and Tijuana; specifically, political and physical
capacity constraints and planned and
approved projects

Revised Draft March 18, 2010
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Summary of Alternative Scenarios

Thirteen Alternative Scenarios for Evaluation of Potential System Changes

1. Commercial Passenger Optimization 3. California High Speed Rail
A. Full Build-out of the Intermodal Transit Stations in downtown LA, Ontario Airport with:
Center at SDIA

A. Station at SDIA
B. Station in downtown San Diego
C. Stations at SDIA and downtown San Diego

B. Reserve SDIA airfield capacity for
commercial passenger service

C. Enhance commercial passenger service at

McClellan-Palomar Airport 4. Air Cargo and GA Optimization
D. Introduce commercial passenger service at A. Enhance McClellan-Palomar Airport for
Brown Field high-end / corporate GA
2. Enhanced Utilization of Tijuana B. Enhance Brown Field for high-end /
A. Tijuana International Airport focus on corporate GA
commercial service C. Introduce cargo service at Brown Field

B. Tijuana International Airport border
processing facility

C. Cross border airport terminal

JACOBS ................................................................................................................................ 9ReglonaIAwatlonStrateglcPlan-RASPSubcommlttee
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1. Commercial Passenger Optimization Scenarios

A. Full Build-out of Intermodal Transit Center (ITC) at SDIA

= |TC expanded to accommodate 1.2 -1.8M = Cost estimate approximately $184M (per
passengers Destination Lindbergh report)

» ITC includes passenger processing = Additional factors being evaluated
facilities including ticketing, baggage — Additional improvements to address access
claim, and security screening and congestion

— Funding sources to be identified with
SDCRAA staff input

— Implementation schedule around 2030; to be

= Additional improvements to improve
access and alleviate congestion

* Automated People Mover (APM) refined with SDCRAA staff input
connecting north ITC and south — SANDAG input
concourses

= Assumes transit ridership goal 10% of
Airport passengers (SANDAG assumption)

JACOBS 10 Regional Aviation Strategic Plan « RASP Subcommittee
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1. Commercial Passenger Optimization Scenarios

B. Preserve SDIA Airfield Capacity for Commercial Passenger Service

= Encourage non-commercial and GA to use
alternative facilities (where available) — not
all activities can be relocated

= Approximately 22,500 annual turboprop
operations (primarily to LAX)

* Implementation via rate-setting, lease
holds, and other Authority policies

= Requires SDIA-similar and/or higher level
of service at surrounding airports

— Gillespie: Additional corporate facilities (El
Cajon development) required

— Montgomery: New hangars, FBO, etc.
required

— Brown: Elements of currently planned private
development, including new FBO(S) required

— Various airfield improvements, approach, and
utility upgrades necessary

JACOBS ~———  bonal Avtion Svatsge Pan i
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New FBO development around $25M

Funding provided primarily from private
development sources, although certain
airfield improvements could be eligible for
federal AIP grants

User support and proximity to downtown
are key criteria to success

Scenario could be subject to legal scrutiny
based on perceived FAA access
requirements

SDCRAA Board suggestion to consider additional
alternative to de-incentivize commuter aircraft operations
at SDIA,; this scenario will be considered in conjunction

with Scenarios I1C and 1D

15 0 I

RASP Subcommittee
March 18, 2010
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1. Commercial Passenger Optimization Scenarios

C. Enhance Commercial Passenger Service at McClellan-Palomar Airport

= Provide facilities for multi-carrier
commercial regional jet service to
destinations within 1,500 miles of San
Diego

= Requires the following for implementation:

— 1,000-foot runway extension to a total length
of 6,000 feet

— Max expansion of terminal facilities to
accommodate about 1.35M annual
passengers

— Full build-out of multi-level parking garage

= Facilitation enhanced via lease incentives
and pricing strategies, etc.

-

3 ' > i 4y U L
McClellan-Palomar terminal rendering McClellan-Palomar terminal and parking positions
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Fleet would be restricted to regional jets;
mainline jets (e.g., B-737s) could not be
accommodated

Implementation around 2020, but would
require extensive environmental review
and approvals

Incumbent SDIA Airlines unlikely to
support split operation between SDIA and
CRQ

Potential funding a combination of federal
AIP grants, PFCs, airline fees, general
revenue bonds

Cost estimates in preparation




1. Commercial Passenger Optimization Scenarios

D. Introduce Commercial Passenger Service at Brown Field

= Provide facilities for multi-carrier
commercial jet service to destinations
within 1,500 miles of San Diego

= Requires the following

— Runway reconstruction or overlay (for
strength)

New terminal building

Access/entrance roadway improvements

— New parking facilities

— Facilities for FAR Part 139 certification
(security fencing, fire fighting facilities, etc.)

» Facilitation enhanced via lease incentives
and pricing strategies, etc.

= Fleet would be unrestricted, but most
likely regional jet service

JAcoBs .........................................................................................................................
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= Funding sources most likely a
combination of AIP and private funds; use
of AIP would require airline approvals

= Additional factors being evaluated
— Implementation timing around 2020,
including time for significant environmental
review

— Cost estimates

= Potential constraints to implementation

— Airline support for a split operations between
SDIA and Brown Field unlikely

— Limited runway instrument approach
capability significantly affects viability (i.e. no
ILS)

— Viability also diminished given close
proximity to two existing commercial service
airports (SDIA and Tijuana International)

— Potential airspace conflict with Tijuana
International

RASP Subcommittee
March 18, 2010
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2. California High Speed Rail Scenarios

Three Alternatives Depending on Location of San Diego Station

Proposed California High
F'iﬂ?éﬁ‘éﬁé’ﬁ!n"em Speed Rail Alignment
(as of 2009)

T
Conceptual High-Speed
Commuter Rail

O Sacramento

Redwood City
or Palo Alto

San Jose Diridon

Q Visalia/Tulare/Hanford

Bakersfield O

Ontario Airport

QMurrieta

(OEscondido
Q University City

JACOBS ............................................................................................................................... 14ReglonaIAwatlonStrateglcPlan-RASPSubcommlttee
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Stations in Downtown LA and Ontario Airport
with station at:
A. San Diego International Airport

— Potentially enlarges catchment area for both
Ontario and SDIA

— May cause SDIA to reach capacity sooner

B. Downtown San Diego
— May encourage outbound traffic to Ontario
— May encourage SDIA capacity constraint

C. SDIA and Downtown San Diego

— Potentially enlarges catchment area for both
Ontario and SDIA

— May cause SDIA to reach capacity sooner

Revised Draft March 18, 2010




2. California High Speed Rail Scenarios

Timing, Costs, and Demand Impacts Vary Depending on Station Location

Station Downtown San Diego

JACOBS

HSR station in downtown San Diego
would require “connectivity” to SDIA with
direct access to north side ITC (Baseline
project)

Location and requirements for bus or
trolley connection/station being evaluated

Funding sources may include federal HSR
funds

Implementation timing around 2025-2030
to coincide with timing of California HSR
concept

Cost estimates for bus and trolley
connections being prepared

CONSULTANCY

Station at SDIA

= HSR station would have to connect to
north side of SDIA, near the ITC (Baseline
project)

= Funding sources may include federal HSR
funds and possibly PFC funds

= Implementation around 2025-2030 to
coincide with timing of California HSR
concept

= Cost estimates being prepared

The project team will also examine the possible
double-tracking of the Coaster line and the recent
award of money to increase speeds on the San
Diego to Los Angeles portion of the route.

Regional Aviation Strategic Plan « RASP Subcommittee
Revised Draft March 18, 2010




Federal Funding Update — High-Speed Rail Grants (January 2010)

American Recovery and Reinvestment of 2009 (ARRA)

= $7.9B awarded nationally; $2.34B (or 30%) /
for California :

A - $2.25B for Phase | of statewide

HSR plan (construction, planning, and . Sacramento
environmental) "\
- it i - San Francisco ¢
B $93M to improve existing Pacific Surfliner éay Area

Corridor; project will enable increase of
speeds to 110 mph between San Diego
(including SAN) and Los Angeles

C Los Angeles—Ontario—San Diego corridor : N
part of Phase Il and did not receive funding San Luis Obispo
in this cycle

= FY 2010 to be awarded by September
2010; $2.5B funding level for HSR grants

= FY 2011 proposed budget awaits
congressional consideration; $1.0B for
HSR grants

= Supporters expected to press Congress
for additional funding

JACOBS ............................................................................................................................... 16ReglonaIAwatlonStrateglcPlan-RASPSubcommlttee
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3. Tijuana Enhancement Scenarios

A. TIJ / Grupo Aeroportuario del Pacifico Focus on Commercial Service

= Maximize Tijuana International Airport for
commercial passenger activity

= No capacity increases, but focused
facility construction to include:

— Terminal upgrades to meet international
(IATA) level of service standards

— Additional automobile parking
— Bus terminal

* Improved border access and crossings
(Project Smart Border 2010); does not
include cross-border facility for U.S.
passengers (see Scenario 3.B)

* |ncreased shuttle and bus service from
LA, San Diego, and border crossings

= Potential increases in air service to
Mexican and international markets

= Funding sources may include a
combination of airline fees, federal CBP, :

and private developers s SRS
. . por sélo $50
= Cost estimates being prepared :

JACOBS e 17 Regional Aviation Strategic Plan + RASP Subcommittee
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3. Tijuana Enhancement Scenarios

B. New Aviation Passenger Cross-Border Facility

= Cross-border facility offering U.S.
passengers access to Tijuana
International Airport

* |Includes vehicle parking; customs/border
control; and landside “connection” or
bridge to TI1J

= Exclusive use for ticketed passengers
traveling in or out of Tijuana International
Airport; ticketing, security screening and
baggage handling on Mexican side in the
existing terminal

= Similar to a pedestrian port of entry
= Funding likely from private sources

= Additional factors being evaluated

— Implementation timing could be as early as
2011; environmental approvals and
Presidential Permit pending

— Cost estimates in preparation

JACOBS ............................................................................................................................... 18ReglonaIAwatlonStrateglcPlan-RASPSubcommlttee
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3. Tijuana Enhancement Scenarios

C. New Cross-Border Airport Terminal

U.S. domestic passenger terminal on the
U.S. side of the border with arriving and
departing passengers using TIJ

= Terminal use by passengers flying to and
from U.S. airports and as a pedestrian
port of entry for passengers traveling
internationally

* Includes parking and redundant
Mexican/U.S. facilities (ticketing, security
screening, baggage handling, and
customs border control, etc.)

= Airport level of service standards would

be provided
= Potential funding sources may include
private development federal grants Geneva International Airport lying on the border between Switzerland
L ! ! and France. Passengers may use the cross-border terminal from
airline fees either nation.

= Cost estimates being prepared

JACOBS 1o Regional Aviation Strategic Plan + RASP Subcommittee
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4. Air Cargo and General Aviation Optimization Scenarios

A & B. Enhance McClellan-Palomar and/or Brown Field for High-end / Corporate GA

A. McClellan-Palomar Airport B. Brown Field

» Build-out for corporate GA; no additional " Construct new and build-out existing
passenger facilities provided facilities exclusively for corporate GA

= Assumes airport operator (County of San = EXxisting runway length is adequate, but may
Diego) would no longer accommodate require runway reconstruction for strength
commercial passenger activity; existing » Facilitated via leasing and pricing strategies;
terminal would be converted to high-end may also require “coordinated” FBO policy
FBO facility with SDCRAA and San Diego County

* Require 1,000-foot runway extension to » Funding sources likely private developers
accommodate full-range of high-end GA and user fees
aircraft

= Additional factors being evaluated

" Facilitated via leasing and pricing strategies; — Implementation timing potentially between 2015-

may also require “coordinated” FBO policy 2020; some planning already underway; would
with SDCRAA and City of San Diego require environmental approvals for some

» Funding sources likely private developers projects
and user fees — Cost estimates in preparation

= Additional factors being evaluated

— Implementation timing potentially around 2015;
would require environmental approvals for
runway extension

— Cost estimates in preparation

JACOBS ............................................................................................................................... 20ReglonaIAwatlonStrateglcPlan-RASPSubcommlttee
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4. Air Cargo and General Aviation Optimization Scenarios

C. Enhance Gillespie Field for Mix-use General Aviation

= Maximum build-out of facilities to support
corporate and recreational GA activity

= Assumes implementation of “El Cajon
Plaza” a planned 70-acre development
including indoor storage hangars and tie-
down space

= Facilitated via leasing and pricing
strategies; may require “coordinated”
FBO policy with SDCRAA and San Diego
County

= Primary funding sources include private
developers and user fees; some local
funding possible; some airfield projects
may be eligible for federal AIP grants

= Additional factors being evaluated

— Implementation timing between 2015-2020;
some planning underway; environmental
approval needed for various projects

— Cost estimates in preparation

JACOBS

CONSULTANCY

= Potential implementation “momentum”

— Orange and Green Trolley lines stop at
Gillespie Field providing public
transportation between the Airport and
downtown San Diego

— Parallel runways allow segregation of
training operations from itinerant operations

— Completion of CA 52 extension and
interchange with CA 67 would improve
accessibility

CAUTION: BE ALERT TO RUNWAY

CROSEING CLEARANCES

READBACK OF AL RUMWAY MOLDING
WETRULTIONS 15 FECURED,

Frwy 27 i 401381
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4. Air Cargo and General Aviation Scenarios

D. Introduce Cargo Service at Brown Field

= Construction of facilities at Brown Field to
accommodate cargo service

= Requires the following

— Runway reconstruction and strengthening to
support cargo aircraft

— Facilities for FAR Part 139 certification
(security fencing, fire fighting facilities, etc.)

— Enhanced access roadways and vehicle
staging / parking areas
— Warehouse, storage, and sort facilities

= Facilitated via incentives and pricing
strategies

= Funding sources would include
combination of federal AIP grants, user
fees, and private investment

= Additional factors being evaluated

— Implementation timing between 2015-2020;
requires environmental approvals for various
projects

— Costs estimates in preparation

JAcoBs ............................................................................................................................
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= Potential constraints to implementation

— Cargo carriers unwilling to operate from
facilities south of SDIA due to increases in
delivery times

— Majority of cargo at SDIA is accommodated
on integrated / express carriers (90%) and
originates or is destined for downtown San
Diego; SDIA is the ideal geographic location

— Limited runway instrument approach
capability significantly affects viability

— Lack of nearby cargo infrastructure (e.qg.,
freight forwarders)

— Significant local public and political opposition
anticipated

— AIP funding predicated on airline agreements

RASP Subcommittee
March 18, 2010
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U.S. Government Accountability Office (GAO) Report

National Airspace System — December 2009

United States Government Accountability OfMfice

G AO Report to Congressional Requesters

December 2009 NATIONAL
AIRSPACE SYSTEM

Regional Airport
Planning Could Help
Address Congestion If
Plans Were Integrated
with FAA and Airport
Decision Making

b=

£ GAO

* Intogrity * Roliability

GAO-10-120

JACOBS ............................................................................................................................... 23ReglonaIAwatlonStrateglcPlan-RASPSubcommlttee
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GAO advocates Regional Aviation System Plans

GAO uses FACT-2 process (2007), which states
— SDIA will be severely congested by 2025
(with improvements identified by SDIA in 2007)
GAO believes the regional plans should examine
— Capacity sharing among the airports
— Role of surface transportation as a regional
connector of airports
— Role of HSR in accommodating short-haul traffic
— “Demand management” strategies that include

changes in pricing and other optimization
measures

SDCRAA has indicated that RASP will be used,
along with other planning processes, to guide
future development and policies

FAA is currently beginning the FACT-3 process

FACT-3 will devote greater attention to HSR issue
given the recent increases in federal investment
(Consultant team is tracking the development of
the process)

Revised Draft March 18, 2010
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Baseline Facilities and Operations Data

San Diego International McClellan-Palomar Montgomery Field Brown Field Municipal Gillespie Field Ramona Tijuana-Rodriguez
T
Histerical Forecast 2030 Historkal | Forecast 2030 Historkd | Forecant 2030 Forecast 2030 | Forecast 2030 Forecast 2030 Historical Forecant 2030
2007 (Baseling) | (High] 007 | (Baseline) |  (High} 007 | (Baseline] [Highh 207 (Basefine) {High} 007 | (Baseline [High} 2007 (Basline} {High} 047 (Baseline] {High)
Annual Enplanements | 9.2 million | 141 Million |[15.5Millien | 46,909 50,000 426,200 NiA N/A NiR NiA f MR Nk NI iR 23Million | 4.4Milion | 6.9 Million
Annual Operations 229,486 109,800 363,400 212,023 26B.700 279,900 222,492 271,800 145,661 175900 281,500 295,652 461,000 489,600 193,000 242,100 56,200 pro. 70,000
P ¢
Baseline Scenario assurnes construction | Baseline Scenario assurmes SkyWest will High Scenario assumes planned 70
of new gates, airfield improvements, continue to sarve LAX and replace acre Cajon Air Center development
auto parking, and roadway EMET 20 aircraft with CRIZ00 (or similar) High Sc Janmed 340 is implemented with 55 acres of
Regional improverments beginning in 2009, aircraftin 2013, Planned 38,000 square "J_d e“l““" "f":”““ P ‘“": W new aircraft storage hangars: full Hich & N
.. Regional Forecast | o iiniiad deployment of narawbody | feet of new hangar space developed in ag'llr&:“:e?’::‘:\?r;’?nmll;\, ":" e occupancy realized. Majority of dl.q “I s "f“}‘"l'; : p_""";\' .
Facility Improvement and | jets: replacement of small regional jets | 2009, High Scenario assumes Runway Nene ldentified e g red JD _‘m' f' Jude additional based aircraft would (."I“': Pp"‘.‘f{wf},é{‘g ‘"'I"J':“ ".’6 Mot Included in
Operational Assumptions | tolarger regional jets increased use of | extension to accommedate CRI200, ":"s ! "“'"I o e, % | originate from outside San Diego o ";": d A"DK “i);"q the regicnal
widhe body jots asintemational sctivity | EMB1 70, EMB190 and 7 2-seat Q400 or a '“°““‘”"‘ ‘%’D"‘gr' ';I d County (as opposed to other :"’"‘" _r"‘l?“'”“ |>"d“ d forecast
grows: projec ted increase of load similar aircraft without restrictions (no gl lll‘te - '“P;‘ hase County airperts). Forecasts hangars; full eccupancy reaized.
actors. High Scenario enplanement indication of length required). Markets atrerafliull occupansy resized. represent unconstr aned conditions,
forecastreflects lower fuel prices more | potentially served in additon to LAX and activity levels may exceed
than Baseline Scenario. indude: LAS, PHX, DEM, and SFO. current capacity.
FAA NPIAS Ihsign ation Large Hub Primary Commercial Naav-Hub Primary Commercial Reliever Reliever Reliever Reliever MN/A
i ia Aviati i i Primary Commercial Hub Primary Commercial Non-Hub Metropolitan GA Regional GA Regional GA Regional GA A
alifornia Aviation System Plan Designation ¥ ¥ { g g a
Total Airport Acreage | 661 | 487 | 456 | 830 | 775 | 378 112
FAA Airport Reference Code | [+50 | Bl | Bl | [+Y | Bl | Bl ICAD 4E
5/23. 3,400
y S2TR- 5,341 y
r 10L/2BR- 4,577  10R/28L - 3400 8L/26R - 7.972 ’ 5 y 9/27- 9,711
Runway Data 9279401 6/24- 4,897 Runway strength limited to aircraft 8R/26L- 3180 AL EY /275,000 (Paved) 10/26- 8,200 CLOSED
weighing less than 20K Ibs, ! -
Runway % ILS CATI
Instrument Approach w,,m'.':‘,;';w; Mor-precision Funway 24: ILSCATI ‘ Rurway 28R ILS CATI MNon-precision MNon-precision Mon-pracision Runway % ILS
Oceanside Municipal Fallbrook Community Borrego Valley Ocotillo Agua Caliente Jacumba
Historical Farecast 203 Historical | Forecast 2030 Historkd | Forecant 2030 Historical Farecast 2030 ast 2030
2007 {Baseline} | (High 2007 | [Baseline} | {High} 007 | (Baseline] {High) 007 {Baseline) {High) (Baseline) {High}
Annual Enplanements NIA NJA NiA Mk Mk NIA N/A N/A NiA M/A NIA N/A
Annual Operations 14128 18,200 3,500 33,285 43,200 26,251 22400 - B00 325 -
Regional Forecast
Facility Improvement and management of airport; 100 new None ldentified Neme ldentified Hone Identified None Identified Mone Identified
0 ional A h hangars developed for additional
perational Assumptions | pu.ed siceraft,
FAA NPIAS Designation General Aviation Geniral Aviation General Aviation Natin NPIAS Notin NPIAS Mot in MPIAS Notes: NFIAS = hé_mmml Plan of
Integrated Airpart Syst
Califomia Aviation System Plan Designation | Regional GA | General Aviation | General Aviation [ General Aviation | General Aviation | General Aviation NIA ot ﬁpplic:al:?l? ms
Total Airport Acreage 236 290 246 351 160 131 Scurces: Forecast data— San Diego
P g | I | | | I Cownty Regional Aviation Strategic Plan -
f Aviation Demand Forecasts, Landrum &
FAA Airport Reference Code | B | B-1 | Bl | B | Bl | B Brown, Inc.. December 2008,
- ; . . Airport facility data—National Plan of
6242712 18/36 - 2,160 9737 - 2475 Dirt) 11/29- 2,500 7/25- 2,510 (Geavel) Integrated Airport Systems, FAR, 2008,
Runway Data Runway strength limited to aircraft Runway strength limited to sircraft B(26- 5011 13731 4,210 (Dirt) Runway strength limited to aircraft FRunway strength limited to aircraft Tijuana-Rodriguez data—C ross Border
weighing less than 12K Ibs. weighing less than 12K lbs. ) ) N weighing less than 12K lbs. weighing less than 12K Ibs, Terminal - Market Demand Study,
Infrastructure Management Group. Inc.,
Instrument Approach Norepredsion Non-precision Non-precision None (visual only) Mone {visual anly) None (visual only) : 2006,
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Strategic Assessment Summary Matrix

Current Market/Rele

San Diego
International

LSAN]

McClellan-
Palomar

LCRQ

Montgomery
Field

Municipal

Gillespie
Field

dp e € $oo | o

Oceanside
Municipal

Fallbrook
Community

Borrego
Valley

Ocotillo

[ Loo

Agua
Caliente

LL54 ]

Jacumba

(178 ]

Ownership/Control

GA - Small/Recreational and Training

San Diego Regional
Airpart Autharity

San Diega County

v

City of San Diago

City of San Disgo

San Diege County

v

San Diege County

./

City of Oceanside

San Disge Caunty

N4

San Diego Caunty

v

San Disge County

v/

San Disge County

v

San Disgo County

N4

Brown Field

Tijuana-
Rodriguez
TU

LS. Mexico
partnership

GA - Large/Corporate Jetand Air Taxi

Air Carrier- Commuter

v

HANIAN

v

Air Carrier- Mainline
Air Cargo

SISSISY

SSISS

Facility Assessment/Accommedation of Current Users

Primary Regional Access

Airfield- Runway Length 5,000° Pavad 2,712 Paved 2,160° Pavad ‘;i}‘; Si':: 2,500 Paved 2510 Gravel
Instrument Approach Mon precision Nen precision Non precision 123 Men precision Nene Mone Mane
Passenger Terminal Building Mene Mene Hane Mane Mene Mane Mo Mone Mane
FBO/Corporate Terminal Planned MNone None MNone Hone
Cargo Facilities Limnited None None Mone None Nore Nane Nane
Possible Change Possible Change
In Role? In Role?

Development Potential
Proximity to Users/Market Base (a)
Runway Upgrade

20 mi from 115

10mifreml-15

14 mi from CA 78

<1 i frarm CA 78

37 mifrom 1-8

Physical constraints

On-Airport Land Available for Development

Proximity to Highway/Mass Transit

40 acres

Environmental Concerns/On-Airport

Community Concerns

Some contaminated

32 mi frem
downtown San Diego
Rurnway extension to

&0 posible

Physical and
ermirenmental constrants

17 acres

Close to |-805 and |-15;
us servi

Enwiranmental Varnal paals,

Close to 1-805 and |-5,
CA 905 ext. planned

Varnal paols,
o ]

Noize and waffic
congestion

habitat p

P ial nai: r)
atential noise an Aaraft riokse

develepment

Aircraft noise

Physical constraints

36 mifrom 40 mi from 90 mi from 5 mi from 75 mi from 74 ma from
San Diego San Diego San Diego San Diego | d San Diego | & San Disg
Enwironmental Physical constraints Off-Airpart land Off-Airport land Off-Airpart land Off-Airpart land

constraints

Flanned
improvements

Extengve vemal pools

Moise and community|  Potential future

Summary Summary
Consideration in the RASP
Censidaration far Consideraton far Cansi ion far C ion fi Consideratian far Considaration for Cansideration for Consideration for Consi ion far < for
. additional X additonal additional y‘ i it -~ dditional additional additional .
uses/oppartunities usesiopportunitios usesfopportunities | useslopportunities Ji P a5 fi fopp pporunitios
S_hould the al rp_o_rt be not expected; may be considered in ma in be be should not be should notbe should not be should not be may be considered in
considered for additional  Destnation Lindber the RASP because of the RASP because of | considered in the ideredinthe | consideredin the idered in the idered jn desed in the the RASP because of
established that 54 proximity to proximity to existing | RASP because of lack | RASP based on RASP based on RASP based on RASF based on RASP based on proximity to
will reach capacity population base and faclities, projected | of i locati locati lo<ati locas Tacation, lation base and
befare 2030 availability of Land for pepulation grawth, EBPMLIN access, and access, and poor sccess and poor access, and poor sccess, and Buirtng
passenger and cargo and planned roadway| oppositon, and potental potential potential potential patental infrastructur
activity; physical and improvements; limited avail able land costs costs costs i nmental
enviranmental potential for develapment; agresment required
barsiers to runway enviranmantal significant for cross barder
extension/upgrade constraints may constraints to operation
may prohibit restrict development | manway extension §
accomadation of 3
MW SR T OUps n

Access difficult;
nsit

no mass

availakle

available

Access difficult; Access difficult;
o mass transit MO Mass ransit

available
MN/A

Access diffioult;
o mass transit

available

Access difficult
no mass transit

Unknown

Sacial and inter-
gevemnmental issues

fa) Proxirmity to dawntown San Diego used as criterion inthis matrix,
Nete: NPIAS = National Flan of Integrated Airpert Systerms

LEGEND

- Compatilsle l:l Marginal

l:l Incampatible
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Strategic Assessment Findings

Airports That Should be Considered For Additional Uses/Opportunities

Orange [ Riverside

Fallbrook Airpark @

4 camp Pendlefon

Marine Corps Base _ |
e soronspnss. (D) B, |
Oceanside Municipal Airpor :_: l
. . Ocotillo Airport |
Iz San Diego ' '
11 [ * Escondido - |
Existing FAA certifications, 4 “McClellan-P alomar . s Proximity to population y
proximity to population \ Airport ' ST hase, access to light rail,
ibr?fsrgrsttﬁmr:gl and TP R and availability of
: ! developable land to Agua Caliente
potential for runway accommodate new user @ Airport

extension groups

El Cajon

Proximity to population base,

LEGEND existing runway length, and

Additional uses/opportunities: L * i / ' ' availability of developable

@ stcui be consiered & land for terminal or cargo e

'J May be considered . ;s facilities e Jacumba Airport {; i

() Should not be considered i Vi . T — ________...--—""'""

D Military—excluded from Imperial Beach Naval & B'own Field h!!!.'!'.‘i.lpal A"pnl‘t- &

4- the RASP Outlying Field [ / N b : MEXICO §
: @ Tijuana International Airport
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Strategic Assessment Findings

Airports That May Be Considered For Additional Uses/Opportunities

Montgomery Field
San Diego International ﬁ_pj Proximity to population base

Orange [ T‘H‘xﬁ_ Riverside \
D e N S _ T\

Fallbrook Airpark (1) |

it Proximity to existing facilities, |

projected population growth, |  sorrego springs. B0 mort |

Oceanside Ilulicilalairpnn i _and planmd madway . 7 I

: improvements; potential Ocoillo Airport |

SRS environmental constraints . @ |

Proxu-nity to populatlon San Mar'cos  Egcondido ma)‘ restrict dﬂe'opment |

base and availability of NoClolan-Palomiar \( (o = @ ]
land for passenger and i/ O Julian |
cargo activity; physical NEncintas i iy |
and environmental Ramona Airport N !
barriers to runway o Bowsy Destination Lindbergh @ fguacaiene. |
extension/upgrade may San Diego established that SAN will Airport !
prohibit accomodation reach capacity before 2030 |
of new user groups E‘erhgﬂ::'uen ]
/

Irpnrt and existing infrastructure;
LEGEND ; ¢
Additional uses/opportunities: @\\ inte rg ove T me n.ta ld f
. - ©agreement required ror
Should be considered
—~ North Island @ :
f\J May be considered Naval Air sg.ﬂf,"\r o Brown Field qross bo rder el
= . == 2 Municipal == ) it
() Should not be considered ___________..----"""
Military—excluded from Imperial Beach Naval ) g
4 the ARG Outlying Field "% . ¢, Tijuana Intemaﬁmal Alrpurt MEXICO
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Strategic Assessment Findings

Airports That Should Not be Considered For Additional Uses/Opportunities

Orange _[ 7““%-.‘ Riverside
e >~
L — P o e o e i i o e - i s e o i e e 5 i i B .
clamsn%g T
Fallbrook :
Airpark @ |
P ~) " Borrego |
Camp Pendleton Vallev Ail’lll]l’t '
* Marine Corps Base |
Oceanside sorso sprns. () |
Municipal \ @) — l
Airport Ocotillo Airport |
Oceanside
Carlsbadl i '
/ G Sap Marcos ' Eecondido @ I
; McClellan-Palomar ? Yoo j
Lack of infrastructure, Alpunt sar{ LS |
community oppositon, = Ramona !
and limited available Ramona Airport . | Agua |
land for development; « Poway Remote location, poor @) Caliente |
significant constraints Sap Djego access, and potential Y Airport
to runway extension development costs |
iramar Marine !
Corps Air Station |
G Santge '
ks Montgomery Field I
San Diego '
LEGEND |Ilallal_io?al' |]
Additional uses/opportunities: Airport '
Should be considered North Island T e
’ May be considered Haxh Ak Sialos il >
)My Chula Vista ~Jacumba Airport @__ .
') Should not be considered S o L g -_____-______-..----"‘
Milit luded f : Brown Field Municipal Airpan_________... o — §
7 O S 7N MEXIcO ;
S =/ Tijuana International Airport 3

Note: Tijuana International Airport not located in San Diego County.
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Historic Region-wide Aviation Demand

VENTURA

Los Angeles International
Airport (LAX)
Domestic 12

- GROWTH
/ 1990-2008 1.6%
/ 2002-2008 1.3%
Other Non-stop

International 34
ENPLANEMENTS

destinations

(in millions)

35
30
25
20
15

05

08

29,197,004

Long Beach Airport (LGB)
GROWTH

Other
1990-2008 4.1%
2002-2008 12.7%
Non-stop
destinations
Domestic 16
International 0

ENPLANEMENTS

= 20

_E 15

= 10

E 5 1,409,786

0

1] 95 00 05 08

Burbank Airport (BUR)

GROWTH
1990-2008 2.4%
2002-2008 2.3%

Non-stop
destinations
Domestic 12
International 0
ENPLANEMENTS

= 20

4

2

H 2,601,755

<

-{-\.ir;port

)

iJohn Wayne

Airport

John Wayne Orange
County Airport (SNA)
GROWTH
1990-2008
2002-2008
Non-stop
destinations

Domestic 18
International 0

ENPLANEMENTS

4.2%
2.2%

(in millions)

0
5
0 4,481,960
5
0

San Diego International Airport (SAN)

GROWTH
1990-2008 3.1%
2002-2008 3.8%
Non-stop
destinations
Domestic a
International 3

SAN

Ve

(other | WN

ENPLANEMENTS

9,187,625

(in millions)

Ontario
International

Orange County

N

N,
/'/

(ﬁer

£

1

Ontario Intemational
Airport (ONT)
GROWTH
1990-2008
2002-2008
Non-stop
destinations
Domestic 20
International 0

ENPLANEMENTS

0.3%
-0.5%

I
cada8

3,018

(in millions)

90 95

San Bernardino

RIVERSIDE

SAN BERNARDINO

LOS ANGELES COMBINED
STATISTICAL AREA
(includes Los Angeles, Ventura,

‘San Bermadino, Riverside, and Orangs counties)

POPULATION

{millions)

Population

95 00

AVERAGE INCOME

05 07

P
P
8 &5 3

Average Income
(thousands)
o ow

i

S
t

SAN DIEGO

]

SAN DIEGO METROPOLITAN
STATISTICAL AREA
(8an Diego Courty)

POPULATION

- GROWTH 19902007 1.0% —
GROWTH 20022007 0.4%

E] £ 00 05 07
$50 AVERAGE INCOME

g @
o

D

‘0 d

g2 2o

£= ol GROWTH19902007 56%

< GROWTH 20022007 55%

90 85 [ I

lions)

@
a
c
1
1=
3
c
=
a
£
w
@
o
c
]
@
@
]
o
©
E]
2
c
<

ANNUAL PASSENGER

ENPLANEMENTS
53
50 0 o2 5 50
B - l l l SNA
. L LGB
B . —ON1
35 36 BUR
LAX
sDl
1990 1995 2000 2005 2008
GROWTH
(1998-2007)
- o
Population 1.1%
1.0%
4.2%
Real GDP 3.5%
2.7%
Income 3.3%
4.2%
3.0%
Enplanements 1.4%
1.7%
I San Diego Los Angeles U.S. Average
Metropolitan Combined
Statistical Area Statistical Area
'e -~
Airlines:
- AA  American Air WN Southwest
AM Aeromexico UA  United Air
AS  Alaska Air US US Airways
B6 JetBlue Y4  Volaris
MX Mexicana

Notes: Airports with fewer than 1 mi

illion annual enplanements are not listed.

GROWTH = Compound Annual Growth Rate.
US airports airline market share is based on seat capacity in 2008.

Tijuana International Airport
seat capacity 2009 to date.

airline market share is based on

—-..—--—--l-“_
" = All airports nonstop destinations are from Quarter 1 2009.
o Income figures are real (1999) dollars.

TIJUANA

- = = Sources: Jacobs Consultancy, based on T100, census,
Tijuana Intemational Airport (TlJ) Bureau of Economic Analysis, Cross Border Terminal Study,
Other _ GROWTH ENPLANEMENTS August 2009.
a 2001-2008 32% @ 20
Non-stop s AVIATION TRAFFIC AND DEMOGRAPHICS
MX destinations £ Tg 2,005,767 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA/BAJA CALIFORNIA REGION
ugxico Z:II £ Ugu & & = 10 San Diego County Regional Airport Authority
International 1 B
MEXICO JACOBS
<
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