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Introductions

AITD Aeronautics

AKimley-Horn Team

AlnterVISTAS Team

AJ-U-B Engineers Team

AProject Advisory Committee (PAC) Members
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Agenda

APAC Meeting #2 Highlights
AAviation Trends

AAviation Forecasts
ASystem Adequacy Analysis
ABreak

AEconomic Impact Analysis
AQ&A/Discussion

ANext Steps




Project
Progress

PHASE 1

SYSTEM PLAN TASKS
N/ TASK 1 - Scoping-Study Design

Q TASK 2 - Public Consuitation and
Project Advisory Committee (PAC)

N/ TASK 3 - System Goals and
Performance Measurements

VTASK 4 - State, Regional, and Local Airport Issues

V TASK 5 - Inventory of System Condition
and Performance

VTASK 6 - Conduct Role Analysis
C) TASK 7 - Develop Aviation Forecasts
Q TASK 8 - Analyze System Adeqguacy

ECONOMIC IMPACT TASKS

V TASK 1 - Conduct Data Collection and Surveys
for Direct/First Round Impacts

\/ TASK 2 - Conduct Data Collection and Surveys
for Indirect/First Round Impacts

Q TASK 3 - Estimate First Round impacts
{Direct and Indirect)

PHASE 2

SYSTEM PLAN TASKS

C)TASK 2 - Public Consultation and
Project Advisory Committee (PAC)

{_) TASK 9 - System Requrements
TASK 10 - Environmental Considerations
TASK 11 - Evaluate Alternatives
TASK 12 - Recommended System of Airports

TASK 13 - Inter-Modal Integration and
Airport Access

TASK 14 - Policy Analysis and Investigation
Recommendations

{_) TASK 16 - Recommended NPIAS Changes

TASK 17 - Deliverables - Documentation & and
Coordination

ECONOMIC IMPACT TASKS

QTASK 4 - Estimate Second Round Impacts
(Induced Impacts)
C) TASK 5 - Estimate Total Annual Economic Impacts
TASK 6 - Value-Added Business Benefits
TASK 7 - Tax Impacts
TASK 8 - Qualitative Benefits
TASK 9 - Timeline Economic Impact Changes

TASK 10 - Documentation and Coordination

RS
PHASE 3

SYSTEM PLAN TASKS

TASK 15 - Implementation Plan, Priorities, and
Justification

TASK 17 - Deliverables - Documentation & and
Coordination

ECONOMIC IMPACT TASKS

TASK 10 - Documentation and Coordination

Legend

v/ - Task complete
{y) - Task in progress
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Inventory of System Condition

Gathered data to:
Establish baseline
Evaluate system adequacy
Develop statewide aviation forecasts
|dentify aviation system needs

Quantify economic impacts through the Airport Economic Impact Analysis
(AEIA)

Serves as a primary foundation for all subsequent analyses

/5 airports identified by ITD for system inclusion
Initially same 75 as 2010 IASP
Elk City Airport (Elk City) replaced with Thomas Creek Airport (Stanley)
25 airports had on-site visits
50 were contacted by phone



IASP Airports

Airports selected based on an array of
variables including:

Eligibility for federal funding

Ownership

Levels of airport activity

Of the 75 airports analyzed In the IASP:

37 1 National Plan of Integrated Airport
Systems (NPIAS)

381 Non-NPIAS
71 Commercial Service

68 1 General Aviation (30 NPIAS, 38 Non-
NPIAS)

Source: Kimley-Horn 2019
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State Boundany
County Boundary
Airport Classification

Commercial (NPIAS) (7)

XK General Aviation (NPIAS) (30)
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Top IASP Issues from Inventory

IDENTIFIED ISSUE # of Airports % of Study Airports
Airside Pavement Maintenance 30 40%

Land Use and Development Concerns 24 32%
Agiqg or Needed Airport Facilities & 19 2504,
Equipment

Shortage of Hangar Space 15 20%
Airside Pavement Expansion 14 19%

Availability of Funds 10 13%




Top IASP Issues

from PAC

*Issues identified through the
airport inventory process

Moderate
Impact

Airport access

Changing general aviation
landscape

Cost of private pilot license/flight
training

Encroachment

Land use compatibility

Local funding
Through-the-fence activity
Unmanned aircraft systems

Agricultural spraying aircraft as the critical
(design) aircraft

Airport focus: agricultural or general aviation
Intrastate commercial air service

Education: public, flight training, pilot shortage
impacts

Funding: user fees, taxes, back-country airports,
local

Land use (encroachment, multi-jurisdictional)
Limited airport goals by ownership

Technology (unmanned aircraft systems, electric
aircraft, fuel)

Air service development

Airport competition and cooperation
Avalilability of aviation fuel
Back-country airports

Business growth and development
Commercial service availability
Community communication and

partnerships
Forest fires

General aviation and commercial
service operational costs
Inter-agency partnerships

Land ownership

National funding

Political climate

Technology mandates

Changes in economy (type/sector)

Economic development

General aviation access andrecreational area
fees

Instrument approach development

Land manager regulation (US Forest Service,
Bureau of Land Management)

Population growth (demographic shifts)

Autonomous vehicles

Cost of hangar construction
Commercial service pilot shortage
Electric aircraft

Geographic isolation

NextGen

Noise

Shrinking rural Idaho

Tax structure

Tribal

Airport quality

Back-country airports (access, increased usage
[US Forest Service], decrease usage [other
users], maintenance and preservation, decrease
in wildlife leads to decreased huntersand income
Expansion

Growth (industry and traders)

Liability insurance costs

Local official turnover

Maintenance
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Summary of Role Analysis

AClassify functions and APotential funding-related uses
activities at airports A Support different programs by

ASupport the coordinated Classification
planning of facilities A Define project priorities and grant

) eligibility
Aldentify facility needs based AServe a factor in priority rating systems
on activities SUppOrted A Measure system
performance versus
Investment . st(\
.Vste,,,s 4i"ho,.
Purpose: To understand how airports a""‘lcé',,‘f;gus
contribute to the community and state y -




A ORY DH ON AND
AIRPOR D O

Commercial Service

IASP &

NPIAS/ASSET Classifications

Public owned airports with at least 2,500 annual
enplanements and scheduled air carrier senice

b Large Hub

Receives 1% or more of the annual U.S. commercial
enplanements

b Medi um Hub

Receives 0.25to 1.0% of the annual U.S. commercial
enplanements

PR = AIRPOR
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b Smal | Hub

Receives 0.05 to 0.25% of the annual U.S. commercial
enplanements

b Nonhub

Receives less than 0.05% but more than 10,000 of the
annual U.S. commercial enplanements

b Nonpri mary
Senvice, Nonhub

Alsboefemed to &s inamhub nonprimary, these airports have
scheduled passenger service and between 2,500 and 10,000
annual enplanements.

Reliever

An airport designated by the Secretary to relieve congestion
at a commercial senice airport and to provide more general
aviation access to the overall community.

General Aviation

A public airport that does not have scheduled senice or has
scheduled senvice with less than 2,500 passenger boardings
each year.

Total Existing NPIAS Airports

Airports the FAA has determined are important to the
national air transportation system and as result eligible for

AIP funding

A D A
National - 5,000 or more instrument operations, 11 or more based jets and 20 or more
international flights or 500 or more interstate departures.
- 10,000 or more enplanements and at least 1 enplanement by a large
certificated air carrier.
- 500 million pounds or more of landed cargo weight.
- In a Metropolitan Statistical Area, 10 or more domestic flights over 500 miles,
1,000 or more instrument operations, and 1 or more based jet or 100 or more
) based aircratft.
Regional - Reliever with 90 or more based aircratft.
- Nonprimary commercial senice airport (requiring scheduled senice) within a
Metropolitan Statistical Area.
- Public owned and 10 or more instrument operations and 15 or more based
aircraft.
Local - Public owned and 2,500 or more annual enplanements.
- Public owned with 10 or more based aircraft or 4 or more based helicopters if
a heliport.
- Public owned located 30 or more miles from the nearest NPIAS airport.
- Owned or sening a Native American community.
- Identified and used by the U.S. Forest Senice, U.S. Marshals, U.S. Customs
Basic and Border Protection (designated, international, or landing rights), U.S. Postal

Senvce (air stops), or has Essential Air Senvice.
- A new or replacement (public owned) airport that has opened within the last
10 years.
- Unigue circumstances related to special aeronautical use.

Unclassified




Airport Role Flow Chart Methodology

Is the airport currently included in YES NPIAS/ASSET
the NPIAS? Classifications

| No

Does the airport have fuel available YES

and at least 10 based aircraftorat | ——, Utility
least 10 IAAP grants issued since

19787
| o
Is the airport a seaplane base or does the airport have a fully paved runway or at YES
least one based aircraft or issued at least 1 IAAP grant since 19787 _— General
| No

Backcountry
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Non -NPIAS Classification - Utility

ASSOCIATE 100LL Total Based IAAP
CITY Airport FAAID Available Aircraft Grants IASP Role
Soda SpringsAllen HTigert U78 Yes 6 10 Utility
American FallAmerican Falls U0l Yes 36 20 Ultility
Emmett Emmett Municipal S78 Yes 21 18 Utility
Malad City |Malad City MLD Yes 9 10 Utility
Mud Lake |Mud Lake/West Jefferson CouilU?2 Yes 11 7| Utility
Payette Payette Municipal S75 Yes 22 13 Utility
Righy Righy U56 Yes 51 15 Utility
St. Anthony |[Stanford Field Uul2 Yes 30 14 Utility




- General

Non -NPIAS Classification

Bancroft Bancroft Municipal U51 No 0 4 Gravel General
Coeur D'Alene |Brooks SPB S76 Yes 2 g Water General
Fairfield Camas County U86 No 4 1 Dirt General
Carey Carey U65 No 7 4 Turf General
Cottonwood |Cottonwood Municipal S84 No 4 10 Asphalt | General
Craigmont Craigmont Municipal S89 No 2 9 Asphalt | General
Downey Downey/Hyde Memorial [U58 No 2 10 Asphalt | General
Dubois Dubois Municipal U41 No 1 1 Gravel/Dirt| General
Garden Valley |Garden Valley U838 No 5 0 Turf General
Glenns Ferry |Glenns Ferry Municipal U89 No 5 g Asphalt | General
Hazelton Hazelton Municipal Uo4 No 8 4 Asphalt | General
Howe Howe U997 No 3 J Gravel/Dirt| General
Kooskia Kooskia Municipal S82 No 4 0 Turf General
Leadore Leadore Uuoo No 1 d Asphalt/Turl General
Midvale Lee Williams Memorial ouU9 No 2 4 Asphalt | General
Mackay Mackay Ue62 No 2 7 Asphalt | General
Murphy Murphy 1U3 No 0 4 Asphalt | General
Nez Perce Nez Perce Municipal 0S5 No 3 5 Asphalt | General
Oakley Oakley Municipal 1U6 No 0 1 Gravel General
Parma Parma 50S No 3 9 Asphalt | General
Rockford Rockford Municipal 2U4 No 3 5 Asphalt | General
Lewiston Snake River SPB 78U No 0 a Water General
Stanley Stanley 2U7 No 4 3 Asphalt/Dirt) General
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Non -NPIAS Classification - Backcountry

ASSOCIATE 100 LL Total Basec IAAP Runway

CITY Airport FAAID Avail Aircraft Grants Surface IASP Role
Big Creek |Big Creek U60 No 0 O Turf |Backcountry
Coolin Cavanaugh Bay 66S No 0 O Turf |Backcountry
Donnelly  |Donald DCoskiMemorial| U84 No 0 O Turf |Backcountry
Galena Smiley Creek U87 No 0 0 Turf |Backcountry
Porthill Eckhart International 1S1 No 0 O Turf |Backcountry
Stanley Thomas Creek 2U8 No 0 O Turf/Dirt | Backcountry
Yellow Pine |Johnson Creek 3U2 No 0 O Turf |Backcountry
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i] State Boundary
County Boundary

NPIAS Airports
-(-1 Commercial (7)

% Regional (3)
4~ Local (16)
A Basic (11)

Non-NPIAS Airports
4 Utility (8)
7% General (23)
+ Backcountry (7)

N
0 125 25 50
O — = ———
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s

IASP Airport Roles

NPIAS & Non

-NPIAS
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Aviation Trends

JIDAHO AIRPORT
SYSTEM PLAN UPDATE

& AIRPORT ECONOMIC IMPACT ANALYSIS UPDATE




Airline Industry Consolidation and
Restructuring

Prior to 2007-2009 recession, the airline
Industry experienced large cyclical swings
In market stability

Following the recession, major
consolidation and restructuring occurred

to minimize volatility
Expense minimization
Elimination of less profitable routes
Replacement of older inefficient aircraft
Several large airline mergers

Airlines have since enjoyed 10
consecutive years of profitability

Sources: FAA Aerospace Forecast, 2019-2039, Regional Airline Association
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Airline Capacity Discipline

A Substantial capacity U.S. Commercial Air Carrier Available Seat Miles (ASM) and
discipline accompanied Revenue Passenger Miles (RPM)
airline industry
consolidation and
restructuring

annual rates of 2.1% and
2.2%

A Right-sizing of aircraftto | ;
gain efficiencies in ASMs <
and RPMs 5
A ASMs and RPMs expected | <~
to increase at average II II I I

ASMs RPMs ASMs RPMs ASMs RPMs

Domestic International System

®2010-18 =2018-19 =2019-29 m=2019-39




1ase 2
Increased Airline Load Factors

A Efficiencies gained through ASMs and RPMs result in estimated
load factor increase from 83.9% in 2019 to 84.9% in 2039

U.S. Commercial Air Carriers Load Factors

<
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OOI

Domestic International

m2010 ®m2011 w2012 m2013 ®m2014 m2015 m2016 ®m2017 m2018E m2019 m2024 ®=2029 m2034 = 2039

88.0
87.0
86.0
85.0
84.0
83.0
82.0
81.0

Load Factor Percentage

80.0
79.0

78.0

77.0
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Ancillary Airline Revenues

A Airlines using new approaches to boost profitability through new ancillary revenues
A Airlines now charging for itemized services and amenities such as:

A Baggage fees

A Seating prioritization/upgrades
A Food and beverage options

2.0%
1.8%
1.6%
1.4%
1.2%
©
o0 1.0%
>_
0.8%
0.6%
0.4%
0.2%
0.0%

System Average Annual Passenger Yield Growth

1.7%

1.6%

1.1%

0.5%

= 2010-18 = 2018-19 2019-29 = 2019-39

Cents Per Passenger Mile

Revenue Per Passenger Miles

RN TN RN N 4 D g P o P
‘19‘19‘19‘19‘19‘19‘19‘19(19\ e P PP

B Domestic Current $ (Cents)
B System Current $ (Cents)

B International Current $ (Cents)
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Additional Commercial Service Trends

Oil Prices expected to increase from $64/barrel in 2018 to $98 in 2039

Regulatory Changes
1500-Hour Rule continues to have impact

U.S. Pilot Population
ATP category expected to increase by 0.7% annually through 2039, equating to
25,755 certificates

Commercial aircraft fleet expected to increase by 1,409 aircraft in the

next 20 years
Narrow body jets continue to be replaced by more efficientwide-body options
Regional carrier fleet shrinks by 276 aircraft (12%)
50-seat jets and piston/turboprop aircraftwill be replaced by 70-90 seat jets
Large cargo aircraft fleet expected to nearly double from 858 aircraft to 1,587
Air Traffic Control Changes
Remote tower options

Source: FAA Aerospace Forecast, 2019-2039, Regional Airline Association, Boeing
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Growth/Recovery of GA Aircraft Shipments and Billings
Growth/Recovery of eeoven = o
mmm Piston = Turboprop mmmBusiness Jet «=mmTotal Billings

GA Post 2007 -2009 a0
Recession

3,500

25

w
o
o
o
N
(@]

A Annual number of GA aircraft
delivered to market through 2018
still not recovered

A Piston, turboprop, and business jet
deliveries only nominal fluctuations
since 2013 1,000

2,500

= 2,000

1,500

500

General Aviation Aircraft Shipments
o
2009 I
2010
2011 I
2012 I
2013 I
2014 I
2015 I
2016 I
2017 I
2018 I
Aircraft Billings ($ Millions)

2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008




ASR 2
Constrained Growth of Active GA Fleet

A Between 2010 and 2018, average annual decrease of- A Through 2039, growth of national active GA fleet mostly flat
0.6% in national GA fleet; primarily piston powered with minimal growth, if any

alrcr_aft as jetand tu_rboprop aircraft saw an increase of A Impact of ADS-B Mandate for 2020

2% in the same period

Piston Total Jet& Turbo Prop Rotorcraft Total  Total Aviation
Total Fleet

Active GA Aircraft Active GA Fleet
25% 250,000
2.04%
2.0% 1.84% i
© 1.67% 200,000 I I
=1 0
5 15% I I
= 4
% 1.0% 0. 730/ "g 150,000
O g
T 05% <
e 0
Z £ 100,000
< 0.0% — <
> 0.04%
O _0EOo
2 0% 50,000
-0.60%
-1.0%
-1.04970-96%
-1.5% 0 o
[a]
o
(9]

2010
2011E
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018E
2023
2033
2039

= 2010-18 =2019-39 m Piston =™ Jet& Turboprop = Rotorcraft = Experimental & Light Sport
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Minimal Projected Growth of GA Activity

A Active pilots not anticipated to see much growth over the Hours flown in piston-powered GA aircraft shrinking by 1%
next 20 years; GA pilots expected to decrease by over the next 20 years

13,250 between 2018 and 2039 A Total GA hours flown growing by 1.5 % over the next 20

QO Student pilot certificates no longer have an expiration years, led by turboprop and jet aircraft
Active Pilots By Type of Certificate, Excluding Student Pilots Active General Aviation Hours Flown
8.00% 3.0%
6.83% 250
2.5% 2.4%
6.00% ] 210
@ 20% 1.9%
©
2 2.00% o .
Dc: 2.97% —— % 1.5% 1.4%
z S
& 200% 1.65% 1.39% (C_DU 1.0%
T 0.70% S 0.5%
2 u I 0.35% 0.09% S 05% ’
S 0.00% [ o <
< B = — - — l o 0.1%
w - - - —
g 0.69% 0.17% 0.28% -0.36% -0.28% o 8’ 0.0% .
Q _200% = 2
< -1.82% < -0.5% -0.3% -0.3%
-2.60% -2.64%
-4.00% -1.0%
-4.15% -1.0%
-4.72% -1.5%
-6.00% Piston Total Turbo &  Rotorcraft TotalExperimental & Average Total
Recreational ~Sport Pilot Private  Commercial  Airline Rotorcraft ~ Glider Only Instrument  Total Less Turbine Total Light Sport Growth
Transport Only Rated Pilots Student Pilots Total
m2010-18 ®2019-39 m 2010-18 = 2019-39
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Minimal Projected Growth of GA Activity

A Fuel consumption growing by ~1.5% over next 20 years with A Overall number of operations, including IFR, estimated
largest growth in jet aircraft; piston powered aircraft (single and to grow a single percentage point over 20 years
multi engine) shrinking fuel consumption by 1.4% and 0.3%

GA Aircraft Fuel Consumption Total GA Aircraft Operations at Air Traffic
3.0% Controlled Airports
0.8%
9 0,
2.0% 162 ey 1.6% 0.7%
Q 1.2% 1. 2% 0.6%
€ 10% 0 9°
% ' 0.5% o 049
L 0.4% 0.3%
0 0.3%
° 0.0% . g 0.3%
o * = =
T S 02%
2 0.3% <)
c -1.0% o
> T 00% S —
- 0,
& -2.0% 1A% é 0.0%
3 @ -0.2%
< @
-3.0% ;% 0.49%
-0. 00
-4.0% 0.6%
Single Engine Multi-Engine  Turbo Prop Turbo Jet Rotorcraft  Experimental ' .
Piston Piston Total & Super Light “0.6%
Total -0.8%

ITINERANT LOCAL TOTAL
m2010-18 = 2019-39

®2010-18 ®2019-39
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Forecast Process

Examined industry and ID-specific trends
Reviewed 2019-2039 FAA Aerospace Forecasts
Analyzed ID socioeconomic trends

Forecast Iindicators:

Enplanements
Based Aircratft
Operations

Compared results to FAA Terminal Area Forecast (TAF)



|JASP Forecasts

Forecasts not a major driver of IASP analysis

Airport master plan forecasts are individually driven T more

detailed examination of local trends and knowledge of
opportunities

Show major trends and any airports that may have capacity
concerns:

Operational
Storage

Trends are useful in determining airport and system needs
Continued growth of larger aircraft segments
Decline in GA recreational activity on national level i impact on ID
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Enplanement Forecast Methodology

Data reported by commercial service airports to FAA on annual
basis
The FAA uses this data to project future activity levels in the
TAF for:

Enplanements

Air carrier and air taxi/commuter aircraft operations

Based aircraft
JASP uses TAF as the data source for all commercial forecasts

31



ID Historical Enplanements

ASSOCIATE

Boise

2017 Airport CAGR

Hailey

Idaho Falls

Lewiston

Pocatello

Pullman

Reported 2010
CITY  Airport Name FAAIC 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 Enplanements 2017
Boise Air Terminal/Gowen Fig| BOI |1,395,47(1,395,35] 1,328,46( 1,307,62( 1,349,514 1,454,53] 1,598,281 1,735,99 1,765,534 3.20%
Friedman Memorial SUN 52,86] 51,031 47,881 49,10¢ 63,174 68,06] 75,941 83,48( 88,634 6.70%
Idaho Falls Regional IDA | 14265] 146,464 159,16] 152,20f 160,13] 154,75( 145,911 146,35] 147,7240.40%
LewistornNez Perce County LWS 60,779 62,811 62,564 62,021 61,461 65,164 70,770 75,94 75,944 3.20%
Pocatello Regional PIH 20,139 21,831 21634 2283] 2548( 24571 3157( 38,91] 39,73(9.90%
PullmanrMoscow Regional PUW| 35,274 38,124 38,811 39544 42511 47,334 60,00§ 60,741 58,56( 8.10%

Joslin FieldMagic Valley
Regional TWFE 30,699 41,441 28,21( 26,571 29,291 31,114 37,687 45,874 45,300 5.90%

Twin Falls

Statewide 1,737,86t1,757,06¢1,686,73 1,659,90!1,731,57(1,845,54. 2,020,18(2,187,30:

2,221,43" 3.30%

Sources: FAA Terminal Area Forecast, pulled February 2019; Airport Inventory & Data Form




Enplanement Forecast Results

ASSOCIATED CITY Airport Name

FAA ID

2017

2022

Forecast

2027

2037

CAGR
20172037

Lewiston

Pocatello

Pullman

Twin Falls

Statewide

2,187,30:

2,750,11¢

3,013,29¢

Boise Air Terminal/Gowen Field 1,735,99 2,216,07 2,429,38 2,943,39 :

Friedman Memorial SUN 83,48( 96,22 103,66 120,30 1.89

Idaho Falls Regional IDA 146,35 185,79 200,87 235,35 2.4Y

LewistonrNez Perce County LWS 75,944 73,204 80,11¢ 96,054 1.29

Pocatello Regional PIH 38,91] 51,13 57,764 73,75¢ 3.2%

PullmanMoscow Regional PUW 60,74 78,06( 86,98:¢ 108,05 2.99%
oslin FieldMagic Valley Regional 45,874 49,621 54,511 65,784

3,642,71.

Source: FAA Terminal Area Forecast, pulled February 2019
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2017 Based Aircraft Data

Total Number of Based Aircraft

1,000

950

900

850

800

750

Idaho Airport Based Aircraft Data
Commercial Service Airports

968
923
912
I 830 I

Total Commercial Service Airports

m 5010 Based Aircraft Count ® FAA TAF Based Aircraft Count
m Inventory Based Aircraft Count®m 2007 IASP Data

Total Number of Based Aircrafts

2,400

2,200

2,000

1,800

1,600

1,400

1,200

1,000

Idaho Airport Based Aircraft Data
GA Airports

2,313
2,240

2,126

Total General Aviation Airports

m 5010 Based Aircraft Count = Inventory Based Aircraft Count m 2007 IASP Data
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2017 GA Airport Based Aircraft Data

2,400

N
N
o
o

2,000

1,800

1,600

1,400

Total Number of Based Aircraft

1,200

1,000

Idaho Airport Based Aircraft Data
GA NPIAS Airports

2,096

2,031 2,039

I I :

Total General NPIAS Aviation Airports

1,823

m 5010 Based Aircraft Count m FAA TAF Based Aircraft Count
B |Inventory Based Aircraft Count® 2007 IASP Data
B Basedaircraft.com

Total Number of Based Aircraft
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GA Based Aircraft Forecast Methodologies

Two methodologies employed.:

Method 1: County average annual population growth rates from
Woods & Poole

Range from -0.03% for Shoshone and Clearwater counties to 2.1% for Madison
County and 1.6% for Ada and Kootenai counties

Method 2: FAA Active Aircraft to Based Aircraft Types
Eval uated each airportos reported 2017 b

Applied growth rates based on FAAOGOs proj
If only single engine based aircraftused 0.8%
If some multiengine based aircraftused 1.0%
If any jet or turboprop based aircraftused 1.5%
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Based Aircraft Results

CS Airport Comparison GA Airport Comparison Statewide Comparison
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2017 Airport Operations Data
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2017 GA Airport Operations Data
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Operations Methodologies

Two methodologies employed.:

Method 1: OPBA, utilized OPBA for 2017 and applied to based aircratft
forecasts from BA Method 2

Method 2: FAA Active Aircraft Hours Flown to Airport ARC

Eval uated each airportos reported 2017 A
Applied growth rates based on FAAO0Os proj
If ARC A-I or B-I aircraftused 0.0%
If ARC B-Il or C-ll used 0.8%
If ARC C-Ill or above used 1.6%



Operations Results

CS Airport Comparison GA Airport Comparison Statewide Comparison
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Based Aircraft Comparison to the TAF
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Operations Comparison to the TAF
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Statewide
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Key Forecast Take -aways

Limited growth for GA across the country over the next 20
years

For many small GA, even If exceed forecasts 1 limited effect
on faclility development needs

Key Is the type of growth for the airport and what it may mean
to design standards and/or other facility needs
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Approach to System
Adequacy Analysis

Geographic
Coverage

Economic Facility
Support Support

AOrganization by Goals

A Goals: the categories used to describe an
optimal system to then measure the

systemO6s health Safety & -
y Security Preservation

Transportation
Support
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A p p rOaCh tO PMs, Pls, and Additional Analysis

None

S Ste m 1  Percent of population and area within a 90-
minute drive time of a commercial service airport
with multiple airlines or within a 60-minute drive

A d e u aC time of a commercial service airport with a single
Geographic airline

Coverage Percent of population and area within a 30-

An al yS i S minute drive time of any airport

Percent of population and area within a 30-
minute drive time of a NPIAS airport
1  Percent of population and area within a 30-

Additional Analysis

minute drive time of an IAN airport
P MS & P IS 1  Percent of airports meeting all minimum
Facility S Ui objectives
Performance Measures (PMs): Sl e Pls None
actionable measurements of the Additional Analysis | None
S y stem 6 S p er f Or mandc 1 E;gchetnrtezi rril(l:rtpl)(;)r:tss with land use zoning including
: . 1  Percent of airports with Master Plans or ALPs
Perform_ance_ In(_jlca_tors (PIS) with narrative (within past 10 years)
informational indication of the f  Percent of airports meeting ITD PCI standards
A Runway (65 NPIAS, 50 non-NPIAS)
systembds performanc o e
y (60 NPIAS, 45 non-NPIAS)
i : : Preservation 0 ron (50 NPIAS, 40 non-NPIAS
Additional Analysis: analysis that Apron { ’ )
will be perform ed relative to the Percent of airports that have a spill prevention
; : ; control and countermeasures (SPCC) program
goal Category that aIdS In analyzmg Percent of airports that have a storm water

other potential system needs poliution prevention plan (SWPPP)
Additional Analysis None
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PMs, Pls, and Additional Analysis

‘ N h t None
p p rO aC O A Percent of airports with a courtesy car and/or rental car

available
S Ste m Apercent of airports with public transportation available
: Percent of airports that support life flight activities
Transportation . :
Support Emergency mgdlcal evacuathn
A e u aC APhysmlan/medlcaI transportation
AMedicaI shipments/patient transfer
APercent of airports that support fire fighting

An al S I S Additional  [APercent of airports with on-demand air taxi flights serving IAN
Analysis airports

Percent of airports without close-in obstructions
Percent of airports meeting current FAA taxiway design
standards

Percent of airports controlling (by fee or easement) all
runway end Runway Protection Zones (RPZs)

Percent of airports with Wildlife Hazard Assessments
(WHAs) or Management Plans

D

J>T>

PMs

PMs & Pls (Continued) PN—

Pls

Additional

Analysis N

Percent of population and land area within a 30-minute
drive time of an airport capable of meeting business user
needs (5,0006 runway, et
Percent of airports that accommodate aerial application
services

Percent of airports accommodating IFR operations from
outside ldaho

Percent of airports with air cargo/freight activities
including small operators

Percent of businesses with the propensity to use aviation
within a 30-minute drive of a system airport

Percent of population and land area within a 30-minute
drive time of an airport with a precision or PBN approach
Recreati onal areas served

PMs

o BpIo| > B

Economic Support

Additional
Analysis
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Changes to GIS Drive Times

2008 All Airports 30-Minute Drivetime Coverage 2019 All Airports 30-Minute Drivetime Coverage
Population: 89% Area: 22% Population: 84% Area: 14%
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Geographic Coverage

Performance Indicator
A Percent of population and area within a 90-minute drive time of

a commercial service airportwith multiple airlines or within a
60-minute drive time of a commercial service airportwith a

single airline




