California Department of Transportation

Division of Aeronautics


On March 29, 2007, the Division received a request from Robert Chung, CTC Deputy Director, Caltrans, for a summary of identified statewide ground access projects and status summary regarding air cargo airports, including air cargo volume, air cargo value as well as identification of air cargo airports of statewide significance.  The information is to aid TACA with ground access discussion at the April 18, 2007 meeting.

The Division offers the following summary and attached supporting documents:

Summary: 

Background and Current Ground Access Project Status

In 2006, five Caltrans Districts’ airports handled most of the state’s 4.6 million tons of air cargo volume, of which LAX handles nearly half, or 2.1 million tons (2006).

A) National Air Cargo Volume
FAA ranks All Cargo data for CY 2005 by landed weight (lbs.).  Landing weight amounts to the gross vehicle weight for the particular aircraft type of the air cargo dedicated carrier.  The 10 CA airports that report All Cargo data rank as follows: LAX (5th), OAK (10th), ONT (13th), SFO (17th), SAN (41st), MHR (56th), SJC (61st), SMF (87th), FAT (98th), SCK (116th)

B) State Air Cargo Volume

Twenty airports reported air cargo movements in 2006.  The Aviation Planning Office collects actual enplaned and deplaned air cargo, including belly cargo if reported by airlines to the airport sponsor.  Los Angeles International by far handles the lion’s share, or 45.2 percent of reported air cargo statewide.  By Caltrans’ District, air cargo reporting airports rank by percent share of state total as follows: D-7 (45.72%), D-4 (30.86%), D-8 (11.24%), D-11 (8.18%), D-3 (2.94%), with the remaining Districts totaling 1.05% of the total air cargo movements statewide.  (See the draft 2005 and 2006 Air Passenger and Air Cargo Traffic Activity Report, March 2006.)  Similarly, airport’s reports of scheduled passenger enplanements and deplanements rank as follows by Caltrans’ District: D-7 (39.11%), 

The value may have an average value of $75,000 per ton, although it may differentiate considerably from airport to airport.  According to the 2003 CIP, sixteen airports report a total of 50 projects with a total estimated cost of $2.9 billion.  The CIP delivery period was from 2004 to 2008.  The status of these projects is unknown at this time.

Policy and Planning

In addition, the 2006 CASP, Policy Element Accessibility section, pp. 17-19, identifies the airport accessibilities issues, the Division’s policy and goals, implementing actions, objectives, strategies and performance targets.  More specifically, the Division works cooperatively with RTPAs, MPOs, and Caltrans’ Districts to make connections between Airport Master Plan updates and impacts of air traffic growth on adjacent surface traffic.  In addition, through the RTP review process, Aeronautics encourages MPOs and RTPAs to consider off-airport plans that improve the movement of goods and people including air cargo and passenger service regionalization, as well as projects that ultimately reduce congestion. The Division continually works with airport management regarding changes in regulations and possible grant funding opportunities for improved ground access and increased air service.

Airports with defined ground access needs

The 2003 CIP, Appendix B, Individual Airport Ground Access Projects lists the ground access projects identified by each airport sponsors.  Sixteen of the 57 airports that submitted ground access projects provide scheduled passenger and/or air cargo services.  There are a total of 50 projects with a wide range of recommended improvements with a total estimated cost of $2.9 billion. The anticipated cost and year of construction are also listed, however many of these dates have lapsed.  Projects listed are off airport property.  No funding source is provided for these projects. In addition, they can neither be funded through the FAA nor the State Aeronautics Account.

In the 2008/09 FAA and Aeronautics joint ACIP letter, we asked the airport managers to include ground access projects. We have received ACIP projects lists from155 of the 208 airports, but no ground access projects were submitted.  Since the FAA does not fund off airport projects, they have none listed either.  The Division would have to contact the airports individually to assess the ground access issues.  As a follow up to the 2003 CIP ground access projects list, this ground access project assessment could be accomplished with a phone survey to airport managers and Caltrans District offices.  

Airports of Statewide Significance

Since California’s large hub airports are approaching capacity, and air cargo volume is expected to triple by 2025, regionalization of air cargo and passenger service is an alternative that local planning agencies are researching.  March Inland Port, Southern California Logistics and Castle airports are developing the facilities to handle the excess demand.  Other smaller airports near large hub airports like Los Angeles International Airport, including John Wayne, Bob Hope and Ontario Airports are currently part of a regionalization scenario since they offer similar services at less congested facilities.  Services provided by AmeriFlight are valuable and reduce congestion by providing air cargo services from remote areas of California, which in turn deliver air cargo to larger airports for sorting and connections to larger air cargo routes.  These smaller turbo prop aircraft can access the smaller General Aviation airports throughout the state, which increases the value of these airports and the efficiency of the system.

2006 Air Cargo and Emergency Services Survey Results (February 2006)

The 2006 Air Cargo and Emergency Services Survey included a question regarding ground access.  Below is the question and responses from responding airports.  Since only a few airports responded, it can be interpreted as a lack of cooperation between airports and local planning, which further increases the significance of Aeronautics role in reviewing Regional Transportation Plans and Airport Master Plans to identify and encourage the inclusion of ground access issues.

Is the airport management working cooperatively with local transportation commission to develop projects that will specifically improve ground access routes that will impact air cargo activities directly?

· Yes.  The airport is continually working on marketing FYI and its benefit to the region.  This includes keeping local and regional transportation groups informed of long range planning.  The City is also actively pursuing growth through the Regional Jobs Initiative, which is tied directly to planning for transportation impacts. (Fresno Yosemite, P/CS, 2005 NPIAS, Small Hub)

· Airport Management works with local transportation authorities to develop projects to facilitate ground access routes for air cargo and other airport activities. (Lake Tahoe, Reliever GA, 2005 NPIAS)

· Absolutely and aggressively!  We reactivated a rail line for access by rail into the airport.  We have also identified numerous locations for air cargo service providers to construct facilities with direct airfield and rail access.  This has been identified on our Precise Development (PD) plan with the County of Kern and our Master Plan with the Federal Aviation Administration. (Mojave, GA, 2005 NPIAS, Regional)

· No.  (Monterey Peninsula, CS/P, 2005 NPIAS, Non-hub)

· “No. No formal effort to work with them”. (Paso Robles Municipal Airport)

· Yes. (Redding Municipal, CS/P, 2005 NPIAS, Non-Hub)

· Nothing at this time. (Sacramento McClellan, Reliever GA, 2005 NPIAS)

· “Yes.  In addition to developing the “High Desert Corridor” (a new four to six lane interstate that will connect the High Desert with Interstate 14), the Airport Authority is developing a 3,100 lineal foot, triple-track rail line into the SCLA Complex.  Scheduled to begin within the year, this project has garnered State and National significance because of the positive impact it will have on goods movement in Southern California.  The project is being referred to, as an “inland port” providing urgently needed relief to the congested Los Angeles and Long Beach seaports.” (Southern California Logistics)
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34 CA Airports with Scheduled Passenger and/or Air Cargo Services

Arcata (Humboldt)

Bakersfield (Kern)

Bob Hope (LA)

Chico (Butte)

Fresno Yosemite

Imperial County

Inyokern (Inyo)

Jack McNamara (Del Norte)

John Wayne (Orange)

Long Beach (LA)

Los Angeles

Mather (Sacramento)

McClellan Palomar (San Diego)

Merced

Metro Oakland (Alameda)

Modesto (Stanislaus)

Monterey

Ontario (San Bernardino)

Oxnard (Ventura)

Palm Springs (Riverside)

Palmdale (LA)

Redding (Shasta)

Sacramento

San Bernardino

San Diego

San Francisco (San Mateo)

San Jose (Santa Clara)

San Luis Obispo

Santa Barbara

Santa Maria (Santa Barbara)

*Sonoma (Sonoma)

Stockton (San Joaquin)

Van Nuys (LA)

Visalia (Tulare)

*New scheduled passenger service began March 2007.

Other Developing Airports of Statewide and Regional Significance (not listed above)
Castle Airport (former AFB)

March Inland Port (former March AFB)

Southern California Logistics Airport (Victorville)

Large Hub

San Diego

San Francisco

Los Angeles

Medium Hub

Bob Hope

John Wayne

Metro Oakland

Ontario

Sacramento

San Jose

Small Hub

Long Beach

Palm Springs

Fresno Yosemite

Santa Barbara

Non-hub

Monterey

San Luis Obispo

Bakersfield

Arcata

Redding

McClellan Palomar

Santa Maria

Southern California Logistics

Oxnard

March ARB

Chico

Modesto

Inyokern

Jack McNamara

Commercial Service Other (less than 2,500 annual enplanements)

Merced

Imperial

2) Top 30 Air Cargo Airports (value of cargo)

The Division does not receive air cargo value reports from airport sponsors.  This information is privileged information retained by private industry.  

Air-truck cargo value per ton has increased from $55,600 in 1993 to 74,959 in 2002

Source: U.S. Department of Transportation, Bureau of Transportation Statistics (BTS), base on 1993 and preliminary 2002 Commodity Flow Survey data plus additional estimates from BTS.

3) Airports with defined ground access needs

The 2003 CIP, Appendix B lists the ground access projects identified by each airport sponsors.  The anticipated cost and year of construction are also listed, however many of these dates have lapsed.  Projects listed are off airport property.  No funding source is provided for these projects. In addition, they can neither be funded through the FAA nor the State Aeronautics Account.

Sixteen of the 57 airports that submitted ground access projects provide scheduled passenger and/or air cargo services.  There are a total of 50 projects with a wide range of recommended improvements with a total estimated cost of $2.9 billion.
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