LATS “Workbook” Questionnaire . . .

This Questionnaire has been retyped from the Original WSDOT “PDF” Document. It contains only the questions and the associated discussion . . . for the complete workbook and associated information go to the WSDOT – LATS website.
Email (this form) your answers to:
 marveln@wsdot.wa.gov    
Key Issue 1-1: Capacity Constraints Anticipated by 2030
Q # 1 SHOULD THE STATE INVEST IN ADVANCED AVIATION TECHNOLOGY? The State would take an active role in advancing the implementation of new technologies that increase capacity and relieve congestion at airports, including the Next Generation Airport Transportation (NEXTGEN) technology. NEXTGEN technologies include automation information systems, communications, navigation, surveillance and weather, and may contribute to increased runway capacity at congested commercial airport and more efficient use of airspace. The State would work with Congress to accelerate the implementation of NEXTGEN at the national level and explore financial incentives for adoption of NEXTGEN technology. 

Advantages

· Encourages more efficient use of existing system resources rather than construction of additional capacity.

· Offers potential to increase operational capacity without physical airport expansion.

· Increases access and mobility cross-state, nationally and internationally.

· Improves safety.

· Reduces system development costs.

Disadvantages

· Although this strategy will increase capacity at certain airports, it will not by itself solve capacity shortfalls at airport facilities requiring runway, taxiway, terminal, storage, or other similar infrastructure improvements.

· Technological improvements must be seen as a partial solution deployed in conjunction with other strategies. 

· NEXTGEN is supported by federal programs but portions of the program are not scheduled to be funded until 2015. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 2 SHOULD THE STATE USE DEMAND MANAGEMENT TECHNIQUES?
The State would support the evaluation of demand management techniques at its busiest airports to allow for more efficient use of available capacity in a manner that does not unreasonably impair airlines or other users of the system. 

Advantages

· Encourages more efficient use of existing system resources rather than construction of additional capacity.

· Cost is minimal.

Disadvantages

· Could limit airlines’ ability to freely respond to market demand.

· Could have negative impacts on general aviation activity at busy commercial service airports.

· May not provide significant benefits at all capacity constrained airports.

· Likely to be only a partial solution. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 3 SHOULD THE STATE REDISTRIBUTE DEMAND TO NEARBY AIRPORTS?
The State would balance the aviation system by advocating and taking actions to support the redistribution of excess demand from capacity-constrained airports to surrounding facilities that have available capacity. The State would ensure that adequate facilities are in place at surrounding airports well-positioned to accommodate the excess demand. A demand re-allocation analysis conducted in LATS identified airports that are positioned to potentially absorb demand from the Washington airports expected to reach 100 percent capacity by 2030. Airports within 60 miles of Sea-Tac that can potentially accommodate commercial service include Boeing Field, Paine Field, Bremerton, and Olympia. Airports within reasonable proximity to Boeing Field that can potentially absorb general aviation demand from the airport include Renton, Auburn, Paine Field, Tacoma Narrows, and Thun Field. Airports well-positioned to alleviate capacity constraints at Harvey Field include Paine Field and Arlington. 

Advantages

· Encourages more efficient and sustainable use of existing system resources.

· Would allow some passengers to use an airport closer to their residence. 

Disadvantages

· Airports in proximity to the constrained airports may not have the appropriate facilities or available capacity to handle excess demand.

· May not meet business needs of service providers who want to locate near their markets.

· Local communities may oppose increased traffic at their airports. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 4 SHOULD THE STATE EXPAND AIRPORTS WITH CAPACITY CONSTRAINTS? 
The State would work with airports, regional authorities and federal agencies to support and fund infrastructure improvements at airports with capacity constraints. The State would take a stance to support the expansion of those airports to accommodate forecasted demand. 

Advantages

· Provides capacity to help satisfy the long-term needs of a growing aviation market.

· Preferred solution in cases where expansion is feasible based• on physical, environmental and cost considerations.

· Avoids or delays the need to construct a new airport.

Disadvantages

· Airports like Sea-Tac and Boeing Field with the greatest needs have severe geographic and land use constraints.

· High cost (up to $2 billion for a single airport).

· Local communities may oppose increased traffic at their airports. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 5 SHOULD THE STATE CONSTRUCT NEW AIRPORTS?
New general aviation or commercial airports would be built to address long-term demand, such as a new commercial and/or general aviation airport in the Puget Sound Region, a new general aviation airport in Southwest Washington and possibly a new general aviation facility in Northeast Washington. 

Advantages

· Provides capacity to help satisfy the long-term needs of a growing aviation market. 

Disadvantages

· Few sites are available where demand exists. 

· Highest cost option (up to $3 billion for a single airport).

· May increase airspace conflicts.

· Potential community opposition.

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Key Issue 1-2: Airport Closures
Q # 1 SHOULD THE STATE INITIATE AN EDUCATIONAL CAMPAIGN?
 Initiate an educational program about the economic contribution of airports. 

Advantages
· Helps build awareness of the value of all airports to the State. 
· Relatively low to medium cost and could be accomplished by WSDOT within the existing budget. 
Disadvantages
· Provides no financial relief for the airport owners who may be in need of support. 
· Is not a stand-alone strategy. 
· Does not address underlying forces of local economics that affect the safety, utility, and viability of aviation infrastructure. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 2 SHOULD THE STATE ADD ASSURANCES TO THE AIRPORT GRANT PROGRAM?
 Require all recipients of State grants to formally agree to grant assurances that guarantee the airport remains open for a period of time necessary to justify the State’s investment. 

Advantages
· Would allow the state to exert influence on airport capacity, airport operations and administration and have a role in improving airport efficiency and utility.
· Creates accountability for recipients and protects public investments. 
· Insulates aviation infrastructure from short term political or economic expediency.
Disadvantages
· In some unusual circumstances it may have unintended consequences, by precipitating airport closures prematurely by airport owners/operators that cannot guarantee that the airport will remain open.
· Legislation would be required. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 3 SHOULD THE STATE INTRODUCE NEW LEGISLATION TO PREVENT AIRPORT CLOSURES?
Introduce new legislation that would:

1. Reduce the tax burden on privately owned public use airports

2. Expand the state airport grant program to allow funding for essential private airports that are open to the public

3. Allow the State to purchase development rights from airports to prevent owners from converting to alternative uses 

Advantages

· Provides both public and private airport operators with additional funding resources to invest in airport maintenance and improve capital facilities. 

· Capacity could be preserved without direct state ownership of the airports.

Disadvantages 

· Impacts on state and local tax revenue.
· Unprecedented role for State. 
· Additional funding would be required.
· Legislation would be required. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 4 SHOULD WE AUTHORIZE EXPANDED STATE OWNERSHIP? The State would purchase and operate endangered airports, or work with new sponsors to assume ownership and keep airports open. This strategy would require the State to develop criteria to assess the financial feasibility and the significance of the airport to the statewide system. 

Advantages
· Would allow the State to preserve the capacity supplied by airports threatened by potential closure. 
Disadvantages
· Shifts financial risk from the airport sponsor to the State or to another airport sponsor.
· Assumes availability of funds.
· Legislation would be required. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Key Issue 1-3: Loss of Service at Small Commercial Airports

Q # 1 SHOULD THE STATE ENCOURAGE LOCAL NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN SMALL COMMUNITIES AND AIRLINES?
Encourage small communities to work closely with airlines before a loss of service to take steps to enhance the economic viability of the services, including potential funding support. 

Advantages
· Could help retain scheduled air services 
· Demonstrates community and state support for continuation of service.
Disadvantages
· Communities typically do not have experience working with  airlines. 
· Local and/or State funding might be needed.
· Large differences in fares, or few flights may not provide levels  of service that deter passengers from driving elsewhere to board commercial craft. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 2 SHOULD LOCAL, STATE, AND/OR FEDERAL SUPPORT BE PROVIDED TO SMALL COMMUNITIES?
Develop an aggressive program, potentially leveraging federal grants, to maintain or enhance scheduled airline services. 

Advantages
· Local funding requirements can mobilize community to support services.
Disadvantages
· The track record of small community air service development grants is mixed.
· There is a risk that services will terminate after subsidy/support is expended. 
· Large differences in fares, or few flights may not provide levels of service that deter passengers from driving elsewhere to board commercial craft. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Key Issue 2: Stewardship 

Q # 1 SHOULD THE STATE PRIORITIZE SYSTEM INVESTMENTS?
The State would only fund projects that help meet performance objectives. Priorities would be set for the objectives, and the weighting of priorities could consider community support, airport classification hierarchy, level of aviation activity, or similar factors. The number of years required to meet all performance objectives would depend on funding levels. 

Advantages

· Targets investments to meet critical needs. 

· Funds projects across the state at different sized airports.

· Meets Council policy recommendation to use the Washington State Airport Classification System to guide decisions on future aviation system needs and investments.

Disadvantages

· For more than half the airports in the state, which are not federally supported, currently available funding is inadequate to make improvements beyond the most critical preservation and safety needs. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 2 SHOULD THE STATE IMPROVE INSTRUMENT APPROACH CAPABILITIES?
The State would take an active role in enhancing instrument approach capabilities at airports, to improve access to communities and facilitate economic development. Program implementation would focus on facilitating precision approach capabilities at Commercial and Regional Service airports and non-precision approach capabilities at Community Service airports. 

Advantages

· Allows airports to accommodate a more diverse mix of aircraft types and aviation purposes such as passenger airlines, all-cargo aircraft, and air taxi/charter operations.
· Increases accessibility to airports during adverse weather conditions.
· Would facilitate increases in the number of airports capable of handling jet aircraft and facilitate more point-to-point flying.
· Provides real-time weather observation necessary for pre-flight planning and while airborne. Enhances safety.
· Meets Council policy recommendation to improve access, mobility and economic development across the system.
· Implements Council safety policy recommendation to provide precision instrument approaches at Commercial Service and Regional Service airports and to provide non-precision instrument approaches at Community Service airports. 
· Integrates several improvements to provide all-weather capability • at geographically dispersed set of airports that serve most of Washington’s population. 
Disadvantages
· Some aircraft are not equipped with new technology to utilize the GPS-aided instrument approaches. 
· May not improve “minimums” at some airports due to obstructions that cannot be removed, such as mountains. 
· Program would not benefit Recreation or Remote airports, Local Service airports, or Seaplane Bases, since instrument approaches are not objectives for these classifications.
· Program would be very costly at airports that need parallel • taxiways, new lighting systems, or land acquisition to clear airspace. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 3 SHOULD THE STATE ESTABLISH INCENTIVE PROGRAMS TO REMOVE OBSTRUCTIONS AND ENHANCE SAFETY? 
The State would enhance airport safety by developing incentives to provide runway safety areas and remove obstructions from penetrating critical airspace surfaces around the airport. The program would also investigate methods to maximize preservation of runway protection zones, address obstructions such as trees and cell towers, and mitigate wildlife hazards through development incentives and maintenance programs. 

Advantages

· Enhances safety in the air and on the ground.

· Seeks long-term solutions through development incentives.

· Facilitates visual and instrument landing capabilities by removing obstructions and maintaining clear approaches.

· Benefits airports across the state.

Disadvantages

· May impact private property adjacent to the airport.

· Establishes maximum building height limitations.

· May require redesign of stormwater facilities and other facilities that attract hazardous wildlife. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 4 SHOULD THE STATE INSTALL WEATHER REPORTING EQUIPMENT?
The State would focus resources on installing weather reporting equipment at airports and in specific regions of the state that have frequent occurrences of adverse weather conditions. This program would include an assessment and installation of new technologies to help detect and transmit information to pilots crossing mountainous and coastal regions in the state. 

Advantages

· Facilitates cross-state trips across the Cascades and other mountainous and coastal regions in the State.
· Enhances safety. 
· Improves airport access during adverse weather conditions.
· Enhances emergency and disaster management.
· Benefits aviation across the state.

Disadvantages

· If it becomes a primary funding priority, it could delay addressing other critical performance objectives. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 5 SHOULD THE STATE IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF AIRPORT PAVEMENT? 
The State would focus on maintaining airport pavements at their lowest life cycle costs and maintaining a Pavement Condition Index (PCI) at the following minimum levels: Runway PCI 75 Taxiway and Apron PCI 70 The program would focus on supporting airports to maintain their pavement through an effective maintenance program. 

Advantages

· Saves money over the long-term because it avoids the increased safety risks and increased reconstruction and replacement costs caused by deteriorated pavement condition

· Enhances safety. 

· Assists smaller communities that do not qualify for federal grants. 

Disadvantages

· Difficult to enforce maintenance programs and without enforcement pavement conditions would worsen increasing costs beyond the lowest life cycle of the pavement. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 6 SHOULD THE STATE ESTABLISH A PROGRAM FOR LANDING AIDS AND AIRCRAFT TURNAROUNDS AT SMALL AIRPORTS?

The State would establish a program to provide visual landing aids and aircraft turnarounds at the ends of runways to facilitate access and enhance safety to small community, rural, and remote areas of the state. 

Advantages

· Enhances safety and mobility to many smaller airports around the state.

· Assists smaller airports that do not qualify for federal grants

Disadvantages

· Could delay addressing facility improvements needed at larger, more active airports.

· Creates new maintenance costs. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 6 SHOULD THE STATE ESTABLISH A GRANT ASSURANCES PROGRAM? 
Develop State grant assurances that formally commit to maintaining airport as a public use facility for a minimum of 20-years or life of the project if longer.

Advantages

· Would allow the State to exert influence on airport capacity, airport operations and administration and have a role in improving airport efficiency and utility. 

· Creates accountability for recipients and protects public investments.

Disadvantages 

· Creates more paperwork for airport owners seeking funding.

· Requires State to monitor and enforce compliance with assurances.

· Could have unintended consequences of precipitating airport closures prematurely by airport owners/operators that can’t guarantee that the airport will remain open. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 7 SHOULD THE STATE INCREASE ITS INVESTMENT IN PLANNING? 

The State would target its efforts on system planning, individual airport planning, collaborative planning and site selection with the FAA, regional transportation planning organizations, and communities.

Advantages

· Achievable with current funding levels.

· By taking responsibility for site selection studies, the State would buffer local politicians from controversial projects. 

Disadvantages

· Does not directly improve airport infrastructure.

· Airports need many infrastructure improvements that are consistent with existing, well prepared, and up-to-date plans. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 8 SHOULD THE STATE FOCUS ON HAVING PROJECTS “SHOVEL READY?” 
The State would target its funding program on the pre-construction (environmental and design) phases of projects consistent with the Airport Classification System instead of on construction. 

Advantages

· Achievable with current funding levels.

· Environmental feasibility of a project is determined and a fairly reliable construction cost estimate is completed. Both help attain realistic capital improvement programming. 

· Projects are ready for funding opportunities, when they arise.

Disadvantages

· Environmental documentation has a three-year shelf life and design packages also require updating if too much time passes. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 
Q # 9 SHOULD THE STATE ESTABLISH A REVOLVING LOAN PROGRAM? 
The State would establish a low interest loan program for airport owners, public and private, to fund airport improvement projects. Eligibility requirements would include keeping the airport open to public use. 

Advantages

· Private owners of public use airports would have access to more funds, since they are not eligible to receive state grants and only one airport (Harvey Field) is currently eligible for federal grants.

· The program would be well suited for revenue-generating projects, such as fuel stations and aircraft maintenance hangars, which are not eligible for federal funding.

· Funding would be self-sustaining over time.

· Addresses preservation and capacity needs of the system. 

Disadvantages

· Requires a large amount of seed money to help many projects and airports.

· Less financially feasible for safety and preservation projects that do not generate revenue as compared to grant funding. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Key Issue 3: Land Use 

Q # 1 SHOULD THE STATE COORDINATE THE PLANNING PROCESS WITH LOCAL AND REGIONAL AGENCIES? 

The State would initiate a funding program to support local and regional agencies in coordinating and developing airport master plans and land use comprehensive plan policies/supporting regulations to discourage the encroachment of incompatible development. The State would also expand its technical assistance program by proactively engaging airports and local jurisdictions at the earliest stages of their planning process and developing new tools and educational materials to assist jurisdictions with evaluating land use issues.

Advantages

· Addresses land use compatibility issues early in the planning process so that they are considered together with other land use and transportation issues

· Addresses problems before they occur. 

· Use performance tools to evaluate consistently the application of land use compatibility policies and requirements.

Disadvantages

· Land use control remains with local governments under current GMA guidance regarding the protection of airports, so adverse impacts on the aviation system may continue. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 2 SHOULD THE STATE DEVELOP FUNDING ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA? 

In partnership with local jurisdictions and airports, the State would initiate criteria to determine eligibility for airport and other state and local funding. The funding eligibility criteria would be used to monitor and assess the long-term sustainability and effectiveness of comprehensive plan policies, development regulations, permitting activities, etc.

Advantages

· Monitors the effectiveness of local plans and regulations to discourage incompatible development.

· May lead to more effective tools and education materials to assist local jurisdictions and airports.

· Would require local jurisdictions and airports to work cooperatively with each other. 

Disadvantages

· Airports not meeting funding eligibility criteria would not qualify for state funds. 

· The criteria may not support decisions by local communities and airports

· May require legislation or state rule-making.

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 3 SHOULD THE STATE ADD ASSURANCES TO THE AIRPORT GRANT PROGRAM? Require all recipients of State grants to adopt comprehensive plan policies and consistent development regulations to discourage incompatible development adjacent to airports. The grant assurances should formally commit an airport to maintaining comprehensive land use policies and supporting regulations over the life of the airport. 
Advantages

· Would compel airports to work with local jurisdictions to assist in developing consistent policies and regulations.

· Creates accountability for recipients and protects public investments.

· Insulates aviation infrastructure from short term political or economic expediency.

Disadvantages

· Airports not able to meet assurances would not qualify for state funds 

· Legislation would be required. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 4 SHOULD THE STATE STRENGTHEN LEGISLATION TO PROTECT PUBLIC INVESTMENTS IN AIRPORTS?

Enact and amend legislation that will require towns, cities and counties to:

· Protect public use airports from incompatible development by 2012.

· Prohibit airspace obstructions within critical airspace.

· Regulate the placement of state or federally funded medical facilities or K-12 schools within the airport traffic pattern. 

· Impose penalties for non-compliance.

Advantages

· Provides legal authority for airports to protect themselves and assure the ability to meet future service needs. 

· Addresses problems before they occur.

· Uses education and incentives to help local government.

· Incorporates many of the Council’s recommended and use policies relating to the role of legislation, 

Disadvantages

· Requires state funding for enforcement.

· Local control of land use is lessened.

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Q # 5 SHOULD THE STATE REQUIRE LAND USE CERTIFICATION? The State would enact legislation that would require Regional Transportation Planning Organizations to certify that the land use and transportation comprehensive plan policies and development regulations discourage incompatible land uses within the airport influence area of a public use airport. Failure to receive certification would impact aviation and other transportation funding.

Advantages

· Would help facilitate the land use and transportation element within the airport influence area of an airport.

Disadvantages

· Would add another layer of review to the comprehensive plan and development regulations.

· Many jurisdictions do not consider the airport an important transportation facility. 

What do you think?

Please Circle your preference  . . . Support
 Neutral
Against
Any Comments: 

Comment Form
The Aviation Planning Council invites comments on the draft alternative strategies and any other thoughts about the Long Term Air Transportation Study (LATS). The public comment period on the alternative strategies extends from March 4, 2009 – April 17, 2009. Please submit comments on or before April 17, 2009 to allow timely consideration of your issues and concerns by the Aviation Planning Council as it develops its final recommendations.

Please fill out this form and use additional sheets of paper if necessary. Return this form to staff at a Regional Public Meeting or mail it to the address provided on the back. Comments can also be provided by e-mail: aviation@wsdot.wa.gov or fax at (360) 651-6391
Comments

Name:




Address:



City / State:



Zip:




Email:




Return completed survey to:

aviation@wsdot.wa.gov
Hard Copy to:

Nisha Marvel

PO Box 3367

Arlington, WA 98223

