
A Public Records Access request has been submitted. 

Request By: John Pruett 

Request date: 06/13/2016 

Address: 1800 Massachusetts Ave NW, 8th Floor, Washington, DC 20036 

Email: john. pruett@seiu.org 

Phone number: 202-730-7377 

Personal 
Information NO 
Request: 

Records 
seeking: 

I am requesting a copy (preferably in electronic form) of the following 
applications made by the Port Authority to impose and use passenger facility 
charges (PF Cs): 

05-05-C-OO-EWR, 
05-05-C-OO-JFK, 
05-05-C-OO-LGA 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) approved these applications on 
January 13, 2006 and posted notice in the Federal Register: 
https://www.federalregister.gov/aiiicles/2006/02/15/06-1428/notice-of
passenger-facility-charge-pfc-approvals-and-disapprovals 

Please let me know if you need any additional information. Thank you for 
your assistance. 
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) 

!Danny Ng 
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[~ 
I 

107/11/2016 
L 

On behalf of the Secretary of the Port Authority, as Records Access Officer and Custodian of 
Government Records of the Port Authority . 

./ I The requested records are being made available. 
~ l 

Any responsive records that may exist are currently in storage or archived, and a diligent 
search is being conducted. The Port Authority will respond by: 

A diligent search has been conducted, and no records responsive to your request have 
been located. 

The requested records that have been located are not being made available, as they are 
exempt from disclosure for the following specific reasons: 

Some requested records that have been located are being made available. The remainder 
are exempt from disclosure for the following specific reasons: 

The request does not reasonably describe or identify specific records; therefore, the Port 
Authority is unable to search for and locate responsive records. Please consider submitting 
a new request that describes or identifies the specific records requested with particularity 
and detail. 

' 
I Other: ., 

iMaterial responsive to your request can be found on the Port Authority's website at 
:I1ttp://corpinfo.panynj .gov /documents/17012-LPA/. 
I 

' 

This form is promulgated by the Port Authority pursuant to the Port Authority Public Records Access 
Policy and is intended to be construed consistent with the New York Freedom of Information Law and the 
New Jersey Open Public Records Act. It is intended to facilitate requests for Port Authority public records 
and does not constitute legal advice. 
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VIA NEXT-DAY DELIVERY 

August 23, 2005 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Airports Division 
Planning and Programming Branch 
AEA-610 
1 Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica, New York 11430 

Contipeptal p 
Airlines ~le 
Newark Liberty International Airport 

Newark NJ 071 14 
continental .com 

Re: Application 05-05-C-OO-JFK, EWR, LGA to Impose and Use the 
Revenue From a Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) at John F. Kennedy 
International Airport (JFK), NY; Newark International Airport 
(EWR), NJ; and LaGuardia Airport (LGA), NY 

Continental Airlines, Inc. ("Continental") submits the following comments in response to 
the notice of the Federal Aviation Administration ("FAA") of intent to rule on the above
referenced application ("Application") of The Port Authority of New York and New 
Jersey ("Port Authority"), as follows. These comments primarily duplicate and reiterate 
written comments provided by Continental to the Port Authority under section 158.23, 
part 158, of FAA regulations. 

Continental reiterates its belief that this is a most crucial opportunity in the joint airline
Port Authority efforts to mitigate current rates and charges and to fund priority airport 
improvement projects. Unless the FAA withholds approval of the Application until 
changes are made as Continental has recommended, this opportunity will be lost, which 
would be highly detrimental to Continental and other aircraft operators. As already 
explained in Continental's written comments to the Port Authority and discussed at the 
airline consultation meeting, Continental advised the Port Authority of its objections to 
seven individual projects totaling $237MM, including $176MM of terminal-related 
improvement initiatives. The basis of Continental's objections is described and 
summarized below. 

First, Continental continues to believe that PFC program revenues should be used as a 
first priority to reduce existing levels of rates and charges at Newark Liberty International 
Airport ("EWR"), which has the highest in the nation and urgently requires substantial 
relief without further delay. 1 First and foremost, this first priority means applying PFC 
revenue towards airfield and ground access projects where those project costs are 
otherwise being recovered through continually increasing flight activity fees. Substantial 
reduction in EWR flight activity fees is essential for the traveling and shipping public and 

1 Please see the attached Projected U.S. Airport Flight Activity Fees 2005. 



2 of 10 

·use of PFC program revenues for this purpose would achieve the most important, 
valuable and urgently needed benefits consistent with the public interest. The Port 
Authority needs to recognize and respond in this Application to Continental' s 
longstanding and continued efforts to prompt action by the Port Authority to reduce EWR 
flight activity fees substantially. Continental has seen no meaningful progress in 
reversing the extremely costly and disturbing trend of increases in flight activity fees at 
EWR and in reducing them substantially. Even among New York/Newark area airports, 
the contrast between flight activity fees at EWR and JFK/LGA is stark, revealing an 
enormous disparity that demands a remedy. The FAA should require the Port Authority 
to use PFC revenue as much as possible in connection with this Application to help to 
provide a remedy to EWR' s flight activity fee escalation for airlines operating at EWR, 
including Continental. 

We also firmly believe the Port Authority should not use PFCs to fund terminal 
improvements at EWR, but use its own capital or other sources as unit terminal lessees 
have done at EWR.2 PFC revenues are limited and should benefit all airlines operating at 
EWR. Unit terminal lessees at EWR do not have access to PFCs and must finance their 
terminal improvements and related program planning with revenue bonds. If the Port 
Authority wants to make improvements to non-exclusive terminal space, the Port 
Authority ' s own resources or the capital markets should be used, not PFC revenue. PFC 
revenue should be used to reduce flight activity fees for all airlines at EWR, which is the 
best way to serve the public and to enhance competition. Use of limited PFC revenue in 
a way that does not reduce costs for all airlines at EWR is not the highest and best use of 
PFC revenue at EWR, which is inconsistent with the public interest and the FAA should 
not allow. 

The Application also touts the virtues of EWR's airline competition plan and the desire to 
use PFCs in furtherance of its objectives. Enhanced competition among airlines should be 
achieved by lowering flight activity fees at EWR substantially, which would do the most 
to achieve the objectives of EWR's airline competition plan. The competitive playing 
field should not be made uneven to any extent at EWR by using limited PFC revenue for 
purposes that fail to benefit all airlines at EWR, particularly when there is an urgent need 
for immediate flight activity fee relief. A more appropriate and equitable approach in the 
name of airline competition at EWR is to apply PFC funds against projects affecting the 
high level of flight activity fees. The use of PFCs at EWR represents the greatest single 
opportunity to mitigate exceedingly high levels of rates and charges, which should be the 
FAA' s priority for use of PFC revenues under an approved Application. We recommend 
a much more aggressive approach to the use of PFC revenue at EWR, even on eligible 
projects that may have already been commissioned or completed through other funding 
sources. Certain airfield · improvement projects, the NEC monorail extension and the 
Southern Access Roadway Project (SARP) are but a few opportunities to apply PFC 
revenues. The Port Authority has commented in prior discussions of the difficulty in 
accounting for project costs funded through the prior issuance of consolidated bonds. 

2 Although the Port Authority should not be allowed to accumulate a surplus for this or any other purpose at 
EWR, the Port Authority can and should use its own resources or access the capital markets to fund these 
terminal improvements. 



3 of 10 

Continental believes there can be no greater burden of proof on the Port Authority than 
accounting for the cost of fixed investments in rates and charges currently being billed to 
and paid by tenant airlines, so the Port Authority should be able likewise to account for 
project costs already funded through consolidated bonds. 

Moreover, and while not addressed in the Application, Continental believes substantially 
greater use of PFC revenues is warranted on the EWR AirTrain system and can be done 
under part 158 procedures. The Port Authority's two AirTrain projects represent a sharp 
contrast in the amount of PFC revenue used and the resulting impact on flight activity 
fees. In the case of JFK, PFCs represent 70% ($1.3 of the $1.9 billion) of total project 
costs. By comparison, only 46% ($357MM of $760MM) of the investment at EWR is 
paid for with PFCs. This imbalance causes a significant inequity with respect to AirTrain 
rates paid by airlines. The current bill rate for EWR AirTrain is $2.00 per 1,000 pounds 
of take-off weight. The bill rate for JFK, on the other hand, is approximately $0.55. That 
is a 260% rate premium at EWR. Accordingly, Continental recommends that the FAA 
withhold its approval of the Application unless this disparity is, at a minimum, eliminated 
through the use of PFC revenues consistent with part 158 procedures. 

As to the specific proposed projects in the Application, our position and detailed 
comments are as follows: 

Newark Liberty International Airport {EWR) 

1. Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure 
Project cost: $30,000,000 
PFC funding: $30,000,000 (impose and use) 
Position: Agreement 
Comment: This project addresses improvements to airfield operational 

safety. Continental supports the use of PFC funds for this 
purpose and all airlines operating at EWR will benefit from 
this use. If PFC revenues were not used, flight activity fees 
would be raised even higher, which Continental opposes. 

2. Runway/Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation 
Project cost: $60,000,000 
PFC funding: $60,000,000 (impose and use) 
Position: Agreement 
Comment: This project supports operational safety and extends the 

useful life of the runway pavement substructure. 
Continental supports the use of PFC funds for this purpose, 
which will benefit all airlines operating at EWR. If PFC 
revenues were not used, flight activity fees would be raised 
even higher, which Continental opposes. 
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3. Airfield Expansion Project 
Project cost: 
PFC funding: 
PANYNJ capital: 
Position: 
Comment: 

$164,970,000 
$ 85,000,000 (impose and use) 
$ 79,970,000 
Agreement with comment on proposed funding level. 
This project already in progress should be considered for 
full funding with PFCs. All airlines would benefit from 
this project. Not supporting' this PFC funding would 
increase flight activity fees. This project supports airfield 
safety and a much-needed increase in Remain Over Night 
(RON) aircraft parking capacity. The use of $79.97 million 
in Port Authority contributed capital should be eliminated 
to help to reduce flight activity fees, by far the highest in 
the nation. 

4. Perimeter Security Project 
Project cost: $30,000,000 
PFC funding: $30,000,000 (impose and use) 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: Consistent with other airline comments, Continental 

opposes the use of PFC revenue to fund TSA-mandated 
projects. 

5. Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 
Project cost: 
PFC funding: 
Position: 
Comment: 

$20,000,000 
$20,000,000 (impose and use) 
Disagreement 
(1) Funding for terminal expansion and improvement 
projects should derive from the users of such terminals, 
much in the same manner as improvements to unit 
terminals are financed. The negotiated airline agreements 
for the Port Authority's "Relifing" and "Repaving" projects 
at Terminal A are recent examples of appropriate funding 
mechanisms. 
(2) PFC funds collected and commingled from all carriers 
should be dedicated to projects that reduce rate base costs, 
e.g., flight activity fees and monorail fees. 
(3) The requested amount is out of line with, and 
significantly higher than, similar planning costs for a 
seemingly larger project scope at EWR Terminal C. 
Program planning at Terminal C cost less than $4MM even 
with the inclusion of (a) an FIS international arrivals 
inspection facility, (b) the paving over of "Adams Ditch", 
( c) the construction of a hub operations control tower, and 
( d) the expansion of Terminal C by 19 gates. 
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( 4) The Port Authority has previously commissioned a 
number of expansion studies for a Terminal A site that has 
a very limited number of ways to increase gates. Such 
prior studies should be "refreshed" at a fraction of the 
proposed cost. 
5) Runway capacity rather than terminal capacity is the 
biggest constraint to future growth at EWR. The project 
justification cites a projection of 40 million passengers 
served by 2013. However, it is likely that the combined 
capacities of Terminals A, Band C already meet or exceed 
that processing capability. 

6. Modernization of Terminal B 
Project cost: $178,244,000 
PFC funding: $125,000,000 (impose and use) 
PANYNJ capital: $ 53,244,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: ( 1) Funding for this terminal expansion and improvement 

project should be paid by the Port Authority's capital and 
other resources rather than any PFC revenues. 
(2) PFC funds collected and commingled from all carriers 
should be dedicated to projects that impact the airline rate 
base and specifically reduce flight activity fees. 
(3) Even if PFC revenue were desirable · for this purpose, 
PFCs should support domestic rather than international 
passenger flying to be consistent with the Port Authority's 
competition plan. The Port Authority in its project 
description attempts to justify the use of PFCs here as being 
in furtherance of its airline competition plan and objectives. 
Two-thirds of Terminal B supports international flight 
activity, however, which is outside the scope of the airline 
competition plan. As such, the project is unjustified on the 
basis of the competition plan. 

7. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 
Project costs: $12,083,814 
PFC funding: $ 9,000,000 (impose and use) 
AIP funding: $ 3,083,814 
Position: Agreement 
Comment: Continental supports the use of PFCs wherever possible to 

offset current levels of airline rates and charges at EWR, 
which are by far the highest in the nation. 

8. Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A 
Project costs: $31,000,000 
PFC funding: $31,000,000 (impose and use) 
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Position: 
Comment: 

Disagreement 
(1) Funding for terminal expansion and improvement 
projects should be paid by the Port Authority's capital and 
other resources, much in the same manner as improvements 
to unit terminals are paid. The negotiated airline 
agreements for the Port Authority's "Relifing" and 
"Repaving" projects at Terminal A are recent examples of 
appropriate funding mechanisms. 
(2) PFC funds collected and commingled from all carriers 
should be dedicated to projects that benefit all carriers, in 
particular, substantial reduction in flight activity fees. 

9. North Area Roadway Improvements 
Project costs: $11,000,000 
PFC funding: $11,000,000 (impose and use) 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: Uncertainty exists as to the carrier demand for improved 

access between the seaport and the air cargo area at EWR. 
Given today's economic environment, we recommend this 
project be deferred until demand sufficiently raises the 
project's priority. There are urgent uses for PFC revenue, 
most particularly flight activity fee relief, that clearly 
outweigh this proposed use. 

10. Upgrade Navigational Aids R/W 22R- 22L 
Project cost: $10,000,000 
PFC funding: $10,000,000 (impose only) 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: Continental is opposed to the use of PFCs as a funding 

source for NA VAID projects until it is demonstrated that 
FAA program funding has been thoroughly pursued. 

11. Upgrade Navigational Aids on R/W 4L 
Project cost: $10,000,000 
PFC funding: $10,000,000 (impose only) 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: Continental is opposed to the use of PFCs as a funding 

source for NA VAID projects until it is demonstrated that 
FAA program funding has been thoroughly pursued. 

12. Improvements to Runway Safety Areas 
Project cost: $20,000,000 
PFC funding: $12,000,000 
AIP funding: $ 8,000,000 
Position: Agreement 
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Comment: This project is required for operational safety. All airlines 
operating at EWR will benefit from this use. PFC funding 
avoids increases in flight activity fees that Continental 
opposes. 

John F. Kennedy International Airport 

1. Relocation & Rehab of Taxiway A and Rehab of Taxiway B 
Project cost: $90,000,000 
PFC funding: $90,000,000 (impose and use) 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: While expenditures for "state of good repair" elements of 

this project will enhance the safety and longevity of the · 
airfield system, PFC collections at JFK appear fully 
allocated to JFK AirTrain for the period of this Application. 

2. Construction of Taxiway A and P Connector 
Project cost: $4,000,000 
PFC funding: $4,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: While expenditures for this project will enhance the safety 

and longevity of the airfield system, PFC collections at JFK 
appear fully allocated to JFK AirTrain for the period of this 
Application. 

3. Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiway A and B Bridges 
Project cost: $40,000,000 
PFC funding: $40,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: While expenditures for "state of good repair" elements of 

this project will enhance the safety and longevity of the 
airfield system, PFC collections at JFK appear fully 
allocated to JFK Air Train for the period of this Application. 

4. Runway 13L-31R Rehabilitation Project 
Project cost: $36,000,000 
PFC funding: $36,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: While expenditures for "state of good repair" elements of 

this project will enhance the safety and longevity of the 
airfield system, PFC collections at JFK appear fully 
allocated to JFK Air Train for the period of this Application. 

5. Planning Project for the Rehab and Widening of R/W 13R 
Project cost: $5,000,000 
PFC funding: $5,000,000 
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Position: 
Comment: 

Disagreement 
While expenditures for elements of this project will 
enhance the safety and longevity of the airfield system, 
PFC collections at JFK appear fully allocated to JFK 
AirTrain for the period of this Application. 

6. Perimeter Security Project 
Project cost: $45,000,000 
PFC funding: $45,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: We oppose using PFC funds for TSA-mandated projects; 

TSA should fund these itself. Airlines are prepared to 
discuss prioritizing elements of this project with reference 
to availability of other funding sources. 

7. Infrastructure Study & Prelim. Design to Accommodate New Terminal 
Project cost: $5,000,000 
PFC funding: $5,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: PFCs are not best used for this purpose. 

8. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 
Project cost: $24, 788,930 
PFC funding: $21,894,475 
AIP funding: $ 2,894,455 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: PFC collections at JFK appear fully allocated to JFK 

AirTrain for the period of this Application. 

LaGuardia Airport 

1. CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 
Project cost: $15,000,000 
PFC funding: $15,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: PFCs are not an appropriate funding source for terminal 

related planning and construction at airports with unit 
terminal operators. 

2. CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering 
Project cost: $25,000,000 
PFC funding: $25,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: PFCs are not best used for this purpose. 
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3. Runway Rehabilitation Project 
Project cost: $35,000,000 
PFC funding: $35,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: While expenditures for "state of good repair" elements of 

this project will enhance the safety and longevity of the 
airfield system, PFC collections at LGA appear fully 
allocated to JFK Air Train for the period of this Application. 

4. Perimeter Security Project 
Project cost: $10,000,000 
PFC funding: $10,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: We oppose using PFC funds for ISA-mandated projects; 

TSA should fund these itself. Airlines are prepared to 
discuss prioritizing elements of this project with reference 
to availability of other funding sources. 

5. Crisis Command Center/Police & ARFF 
Project cost: $57,600,000 
PFC funding: $40,000,000 
PA Capital: $17,600,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: PFC collections at JFK appear fully allocated to JFK 

Air Train for the period of this Application. 

6. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 
Project cost: $12,274,885 
PFC funding: $10,000,000 
AIP funding: $ 2,27 4,885 
Position: Disagreement 

PFC collections at LGA appear fully allocated to JFK 
AirTrain for the period of this Application. 

In summary, Continental believes the Application falls seriously short of maximizing the 
current opportunity to reduce current and future rate base costs, and thus much of it meets 
with Continental' s disagreement as detailed above and previously explained to the Port 
Authority. We recommend that the improvement, modernization and expansion of any 
terminal projects be funded with other than PFC revenue. Such funding capacities should 
be dedicated to pre-existing and future airfield and ground access projects to help control 
cost growth. Finally, Continental uses these comments to urge the FAA and the Port 
Authority to reconsider the uses of PFC revenues under the Application to substantially 
reduce EWR flight activity fees, which are the highest in the nation, substantially higher 
than JFK and LGA and should be urgently addressed and remedied in the public interest. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

CONTINENTAL AIRLINES, INC. 

~~ 
Duane M.I. Siguenza 
Director, Corporate Real Estate 

Copy to: Paul Blanco 
Chief Financial Officer 
The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 
225 Park A venue South, 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 



Projected U.S. Airport Flight Activity Fees 2005 
(in order of highest to lowest) 

Code 
EWR 
LGA 
CLE 
JFK 
DFW 
STL 
DEN 
SFO 
IAH 
BOS 
DTW 
ORD 
LAX 
SEA 
POX 
MIA 
DCA 
BWI 
MCO 
PHL 
HNL 
MOW 
MSP 
SJC 
LAS 
PBI 
OAK 
SAT 
PHX 
ANC 
TPA 
SLC 
ATL 

Airport 
Newark Liberty, NJ 
La Guardia, NY 
Cleveland, OH 
John F. Kennedy, NY 
Dallas-Ft. Worth, TX 
St. Louis, MO 
Denver, CO 
San Francisco, CA 
Bush Int, TX 
Boston, MA 
Detroit, Ml 
Chicago O'Hare, IL 
Los Angeles, CA 
Seattle, WA 
Portland, OR 
Miami, FL 
Washington Natl, DC 
Baltimore, MD 
Orlando, FL 
Philadelphia, PA 
Honolulu, HI 
Chicago Midway, IL 
Minneapolis, MN 
San Jose, CA 
Las Vegas, NV 
West Palm Beach, FL 
Oakland, CA 
San Antonio, TX 
Phoenix, AZ 
Anchorage, AK 
Tampa, FL 
Salt Lake City, UT 
Atlanta, GA 

2005 ($) 
7.23 
5.15 
4.47 
4.44 
4.29 
4.26 
3.36 
3.21 
3.21 
3.19 
3.17 
2.80 
2.77 
2.76 
2.53 
2.45 
2.36 
2.34 
2.03 
1.96 
1.93 
1.72 
1.63 
1.31 
1.22 
1.22 
1.21 
1.10 
1.10 
1.09 
0.90 
0.87 
0.45 

Note: EWR and JFK flight activity fees are billed on a maximum 
takeoff weight (MTOW) basis. The conversion to landed weights 
would yield a significantly higher rate. 



July 5, 2005 

Ms. Eleanor Schifflin 
Program Manager Passenger Facility Charges 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Airport Division, AEA-610 
1 Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica, NY 11434-4848 

~ PORT AUIHORnY OF NY & NJ 

William R. DeCoto 
Director 

JUL - 7 2005 

Subject: The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 
Passenger Facility Charge Application 

Dear Ms. Schifflin: 

This letter is in response to the FAA's letter dated May 26, 2005, notifying The Port Authority that 
the PFC application submitted to the FAA on April 20th was found to be "not substantially 
complete." The letter indicates that material included within the air carrier consultation of the 
application was incomplete based on information in the 2002 Air Carrier Activity Information 
System (ACAIS). As outlined below, the status of the carriers mentioned in your letter has been 
ascertained. All carriers with scheduled service at the three airports have been consulted. Those 
carriers, which operate non-scheduled charter service, consistent with our request for their exclusion 
as a class from PFC collection, were excluded. 

The Port Authority conducted the · airline consultation in accordance with FAA Order 5500.1 
Passenger Facility Charge Program. As stipulated by FAA Order 5500.1, the Port Authority 
utilized the ACAIS database administered by the FAA to identify the airlines for consultation. At 
the time the draft PFC application was prepared for distribution to the air carriers, the latest ACAIS 
database available was for Year 2002. In accordance with direction from the FAA, the Port 
Authority reconciled the 2002 ACAIS list with its own airline activity records in order to ensure 
comprehensive and accurate consultation. 

Using the ACAIS and Port Authority records, the 2002 ACAIS was updated with current air carrier 
information as of April 2004. Each airline on the list was contacted to inform the carrier of the draft 
PFC application and to verify the airline's mailing address. There were a number of air carriers that 
the Port Authority . had difficulty in contacting. Through an extensive records review, it was 
determined that these carriers were nonscheduled charter carriers that do not have standard 
operating agreements with the Port Authority that stipulates PFC collection. 

On April 15th, 2004, The Port Authority distributed a total of 148 consultation packages to air 
carriers serving Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), John F. Kennedy International 
Airport (JFK) and LaGuardia Airport (LGA). The consultation packages distributed to the airlines 
were also provided to the FAA. 

Aviation Depa,tment 
225 Pork Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 
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Utilizing the updated list, the Port Authority requested the exclusion from PFC consultation and 
collection certain air carriers based on the cumulative number of passenger enplanements for total 
airlines in a particular class, or the type of operations conducted by certain air carriers. The 
excluded carriers were identified using the following criteria: 

• Nonscheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers (ATCO); or, 
• Commuters or Small Certificated Air Carriers (CAC); or, 
• All Other Nonscheduled Charter Carriers (Sponsor-Designated Classification). 

The carriers included in these classes represent passenger enplanements of less than 1 % of the total 
passenger enplanements at each Airport. 

The "All Other Nonscheduled Charter Carrier" Classification was designated by the Port Authority, 
in accordance with Order 5500.1 (para. 4-11) and includes all of the charter carriers operating at 
EWR, JFK and LGA. The term charter refers to those carriers that have so designated themselves 
and with whom the Port Authority has a distinctly different financial arrangement than the 
arrangement we have with regularly scheduled airlines. Incidentally, there are some charter carriers 
included in the ATCO and CAC class. The "All Other Nonscheduled Charter Carrier" 
Classification captures the remaining charter carriers that fall outside of the CAC and ATCO 
classification. 

To address the concerns raised in FAA' s May 26, 2005 letter, the Port Authority revalidated the 
status of those airlines identified in the letter. That revalidation determined that all airlines that 
provide regularly scheduled service and are currently required to collect PFC's were consulted. 
Consistent with our request outlined above, those airlines that are classified as nonscheduled 
charters were excluded. The results of the revalidation are shown below: 

EWR: Southeast Airlines, Ceased operations 11/2004, Received Consultation Package 4/16/04; 
EWR: USA 3000, Scheduled Airline, Received Consultation Package on 4/16/04; 
EWR: Pan American Airways, Ceased operations 11/2002, Consultation Package Not Sent; 
EWR: National Airlines, Ceased operations 11/2002, Consultation Package Not Sent; 

JFK: LAN Chile Airlines, Scheduled Airline, Received Consultation Package on 4/16/04; 
JFK: T ACA International Airlines, Scheduled Airline, Received Consultation Package on 4/16/04; 
JFK: LACSA, Scheduled Airline, Received Consultation Package on 4/16/04; 
JFK: Air Comet SA, Scheduled Airline, Received Consultation Package on 4/16/04; 
JFK: TACV DeCabo Verde, Ceased operations on 5/2003, Consultation Package Not Sent; 
JFK: National Airlines, Ceased operations on 11/2002, Consultation Package Not Sent; 

LGA: Pace Airlines, Charter Carrier, Consultation Package Not Sent; 
LGA: Pan American Airways, Ceased operations on 11/2002, Consultation Package Not Sent; 
LGA: Miami Air International, Charter Carrier, Consultation Package Not Sent; and, 
LGA: Champlain Enterprises, Charter Carrier, Consultation Package Not Sent. 
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In all cases, the status of each carrier is consistent with the nature of its particular operation 
conducted at EWR, JFK, and LGA. Furthermore, the consultation requirements for each of the non
exempt carriers were addressed consistent with FAA Order 5500.1. In preparation for consultation, 
the Port Authority conducted a very complicated and comprehensive analysis of the airlines serving 
EWR, JFK and LGA to ensure the accurate determination of exempt and non-exempt carriers. The 
airlines that the Port Authority elected to exempt from PFC collection and consultation were based 
on non-arbitrary and non-discriminatory criteria. In most cases, the Port Authority has not collected 
PFC's from these exempted airlines in past applications and therefore requested their exclusion 
from PFC collection in these applications. 

To further clarify the Excluded Carrier Listing, the Port Authority has revised the Attachment D to 
resemble the original Exhibit A - Airlines Exempt from PFC Collection (Attachment D) sent to the 
air carriers in the draft application in April 2004. The Revised Attachment D includes the 
explanation for the removal of Southeast Airlines and Royal Air Maroc from the exempted carrier 
listing. 

Upon reviewing the information provided in this letter, the Port Authority respectfully requests that 
the FAA find the April 2005 PFC application substantially complete. As always, the Port Authority 
will work closely with your staff to address any other issues that you may have with this 
application. 

Thank you for your time and attention. If you have any additional questions or comments, please 
do not hesitate to call me at (212) 435-3731. 

Sincerely, 
,,, 

.. l;;-e,___,(.~t_,,/L,. (___ 

{P*ty Clark 
Senior Advisor to the Director 

cc: Mr. Phil Brito, FAA, New York Airports District Office, Airports Program Manager 
Ms. Sheryl Scarborough, FAA, Program Analyst, Passenger Facility Charge Branch 
Mr. A. Paul Blanco, The Port Authority of NY & NJ, Chief Financial Officer 
Mr. William R. DeCota, The Port Authority of NY & NJ, Director, Aviation Department 
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ATTACHMENTD 

REQUEST TO EXCLUDE CLASS (ES) OF AIRCARRIERS 

The Port Authority is requesting that certain airlines be exempted from the requirements to collect 
PFC's. These airlines are included in the distinct operational categories that include "Non
Scheduled/On-Demand Carriers" (ATCO), "Commuters or Small Certificated Air Carriers" (CAC), 
and All Other Nonscheduled Charter Carriers (Sponsor-designated classification). The airlines in 
these categories represent a very small portion of the total passenger enplanements for each airport. 
It is believed that the minimal PFC revenue to be the collected from these carriers does not justify 
the administrative burden, which would be imposed on the carriers and the airport in collecting and 
accounting for the revenues. The FAA ACAIS database gives total enplanements for each carrier 
operating at EWR, JFK and LGA. The carriers included in these classes described above represent 
passenger enplanements of less than 1 % of the total passenger enplanements for each airport. 

Due to the itinerant nature of Nonscheduled Charter Carriers, it is difficult to precisely know the 
specific carriers operating at EWR, JFK or LGA at any given time. However, the names of the 
carriers, to the extent known, and their estimated annual enplanements are shown in the following 
tables: 

Newark Liberty International Airport Annual 
Airline Enplanements 
Buxmont Aviation Services, Inc. 6 
Fliqht International, Inc. 5 
Air Lexinaton, Inc. 3 
Aero Charter, Inc. 2 
Kinsey Interests, Inc. 2 
Penn Air, Inc. 2 
Florida Jet Services, Inc. 1 
Wellsville Flyinq Services, Inc. 1 
Chautauqua Airlines, Inc. 21, 155 
Mesa Airlines, Inc. 6,425 
Champlain Enterorises, Inc. 5 
Alleqheny Commuter Airlines 0 
North American Airlines, Inc. 4,389 
Planet Airways 2,029 
Miami Air International 1,671 
Pace Airlines 1,370 
Falcon Air Express, Inc. 284 
Transmeridian Airlines 147 
T.E.M. Enterprises, Inc. 64 
Alleqiant Air 34 
Air Atlanta Icelandic 1,605 
Air Comet S.A. 516 
Bradley Air Services Ltd 137 
Total Enplanements 39,853 
Percent of Total Airport Enolanements 0.27% 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports 

JolTI F. Kemedy lnterraional Airpat 
Airline 
l...ea:i~ ~ Aviatim, Ire. 
aoorcrt Aviaim Service, Ire. 
1~ v.1yi-lCll.;cs, Ire. 
Flaicla Jet Service, Ire. 
JIB, Ire. 
~ lrten3Sts, Ire. 
Uita:t Exa"ess 
Pa:e .AJrlires 
.Arrerica, Eaje 
.AJr Trai .AJrlires 
G.ff .AJr O:>, GSC. 
Ala- .AJrlires 
.AJr ,AJ:Jcrrta lcelardc 
Va-g...ad .AJrlires 
T eta Erpcl18ITTris 
R:rcai ct Tcta Anxrt Erpaiemrts 

L.aGuardia Airport 
Airline 
Champlain Enterprises, Inc. 

Total Enplanements 
Percent of Total Airport Enolanements 

Pin.Jal 
Erpanerrerts 

20 
16 
15 
12 
5 
2 
0 

16,383 
0 

40 
0 
0 

2,002 
0 

19,355 
0.12% 

Annual 
Enplanements 

2,165 

2,165 
0.02% 

Attachment O Revised 
Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
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The exempted airline listing for each airport has been revised since the draft PFC application was 
distributed to the airlines in April 2004. The changes in the exempted listing include the following: 

• 

• 

• 

Removal of Atlantic Coast Airlines from John F. Kennedy International Airport and 
Newark Liberty International Airport exempted listing. Atlantic Coast Airlines previously 
conducted operations as a United Airlines partner providing commuter service complementing 
United Airline's mainline schedule. fu November 2003, Atlantic Coast Airlines announced that 
it would introduce a new low-cost independent air carrier under the name fudependence Air. 
Atlantic Coast Airline's contract expired with United Airlines in April 2004 and fudependence 
Air initiated operations on June 16, 2004. Presently, the airline utilizes regional jets aircraft and 
anticipates introducing Airbus A319 and A320 passenger aircraft. 

Removal of Royal Air Maroc from John F. Kennedy International Airport exempted 
listing. Royal Air Maroc was originally excluded because it was incorrectly categorized as an 
Unscheduled Part 121 Charter Carrier. Royal Air Maroc is actually classified as a Foreign Flag 
Carrier and as such is eligible for PFC collection. 

Because these two carriers were originally excluded, the Port Authority conducted individual 
consultation with these carriers and both carriers acknowledged no disagreement with the 
projects listed in the application. 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports Attachment D Revised 
Request to Exclude C/ass(es) of Carriers 



FAA 
Airports Division 

Eastern Region 

MAY 2 6 2015 

Paul Blanco 
Chief Financial Officer 
The Port Authority of NY and NJ 
225 Park A venue South, 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

Dear Mr. Blanco: 

New York and New Jersey 
PFC No. 05-05-C-OO-JFK,EWR,LGA 
Application Not Substantially Complete 

1 Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica, NY 11434 

(718) 553-3330 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has reviewed your application to impose and 
use a Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) at John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), 
Newark International Airport (EWR), and LaGuardia Airport (LGA), which we received 
on April 22, 2004. In accordance with section 158.27 ofthi Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 158), we have determined that your application is not 
substantially complete. The specific information required to complete the application 
follows: 

• The information included within the air carrier consultation portion of the application 
is incomplete based on the 2002 Air Carrier (ACAIS) list. Specifically: 

EWR: Pan American Airways Corp. has been identified as scheduled service and did 
not receive a consultation package. The excluded list of charters included within 
Attachment C, Air Carrier Consultation Information, was incomplete. 

JFK: Air Comet S.A., Linea Aerea Nacional De Chile S.A., Lineas Aereas 
Costarricenses, and Transportes Aereos DeCabo Verde have been identified as 
scheduled service and did not receive a consultation package. The excluded list of 
charters included within Attachment C, was incomplete. 

LGA: Miami Air International, Pace Airlines, and Pan American Airways Corp. did 
not receive a consultation package based on the information provided within the 
application and have not been excluded. Also, Champlain Enterprises has been 
identified as scheduled service and did not receive a consultation package. 



• The excluded class of carriers listed for all three airports identified in Attachment D, 
Request to Exclude Classes, will have to be restated as written in the package, 
Attachment C, to the air carriers for the excluded classes. 

Further information concerning the application requirements can be found in section 
158.25. 

If you decline to supplement the application, or if you do not advise this office in writing 
within 15 days that you intend to supplement the application, the FAA will process the 
application with the material, which you have already provided. The FAA will publish a 
notice of intent to rule on your application and an invitation to comment in the Federal 
Register. We will send you a copy of the notice. By regulation (sections 158.27(c)(3)(i) 
and (ii)), you: 

"Shall make available for inspection, upon request, a copy of the application, notice, and 
other documents germane to the application, and may publish the notice in a newspaper 
of general circulation in the area where the airport covered by the application is located." 

You will be advised of the approval or disapproval of your application, in whole or in 
part, no later than August 1, 2005. 

If you intend to supplement your application, you must advise this office in writing 
within 15 days of the date of this letter that you intend to do so. The FAA will approve 
or disapprove the supplemented application no later than 120 days after we receive the 
supplement. 

Any inquiries concerning this application should be directed to myself at (718) 553-3354. 
Please reference the above application number with regard to any issues concerning this 
application. 

Sincerely, 

Eleanor Schifflin 
Program Manager, PFC 
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FAA 
Airports Division 

Eastern Region 

MAY 26 21115 

Paul Blanco 
Chief Financial Officer 
The Port Authority of NY and NJ 
225 Park A venue South, 9th Floor 
New York, New York 10003 

Dear Mr. Blanco: 

New York and New Jersey 
PFC No. 05-05-C-OO-JFK,EWR,LGA 
Application Not Substantially Complete 

1 Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica, NY 11434 

(718) 553-3330 

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) has reviewed your application to impose and. 
use a. Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) at John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), 
Newark International Airport (EWR), and La Guardia AiqJort (LGA), which we received 
on April 22, 2004. In accordance with section 158,27 of the Federal Aviation 
Regiilations (14 CPR Part 158), we have dete1mined that your application is not 
substantially complete. The specifidnfonnation required to complete the application 
follows: 

• The information included within the air carrier consultation portion of the application 
is incomplete based on the 2002 Air Carrier (ACAIS) list. Specifically: 

EWR: Pan American Airways Corp. has been identified as scheduled service and did 
not receive a consultation package. The excluded list of charters included within 
Attachment C, Air Carrier Consultation Information, wa.s incomplete. 

JFK: Air Comet S.A., Linea Aerea Nacional De Chile S.A., Lineas Aereas 
Costarriccnses; and Transportcs Aereos DeCabo Verde have been identified as 
scheduled service and did not receive a c.onsultation package. The excluded list of 
charters included with.in Attachment C, was incomplete. 

LGA: Miami Air International, Pace Airlines, and Pan American Airways Corp. did 
not receive a consultation package based on the information provided within. the 
application and have not been excluded. Also, Champlain Enterprises has been. 
identified as scheduled service and did not receive a consultation package. 

PAGE 82 
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• The excluded class of carriers listed for all three airports identi.fied in Attachment D, 
Request to Exclude Classes, will have to be restated as written in the package, 
Attachment C, to the air carriers for the excluded classes. 

Further information concerning the application requirements can be found i.n section 
158.25. 

If you decline to supplement the application) or if you do not advise this office in writing 
within 15 days that you intend to supplement the application, the FAA will process the 
application with the material, which you have already provided. The FAA will publish a 
notice of intent to rule on your application and an invitation to comment in the Federal 
Register. We will send you a copy of the notice. By regulation (sections 158.27(c)(3)(i) 
and (ii)), you: 

"Shall make available for inspection, upon request, a copy of the application, notice, and 
other documents germane to the application, and may publish the notice in a newspaper 
of general circulation in the area \Vhere the airport covered by the application is located. 11 

You will be advised of the approval or disapproval of your application, in whole or in 
part, no later than August 1, 2005. 

If you intend to supplement your application, you must advise this office in. \\roting 
within 15 days of the date of this letter that you intend to do so. T11e FAA will approve 
or disapprove the supplemented application no later than 120 days after we receive the 
supplement. 

Any inquiries concerning this application should be directed to myself at (718) 553-3354. 
Please reference the above application number with regard to any issues conceming this 
application. 

Sincerely) /1 ,,, "I I, .'11ill 

I / JI., I· 
J) 

• ,I I 

1'7 r· /:_.· / , 
{, II . fl .·'ltl ,.,,.-.......... 

'\vA ·,'.•.-i/1 _/ If·'" I. / // ,~ . •' ./! 

Eleanor Schiffitn 
Program Manager, PFC 
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85/82/2885 11:28 
" 

718'3'355515 , EASTERN REG AIRPORTS 

:FRDERA.L .A.'1:CATJ:c»T ADMI:MJ:STRATION 
:J. Av:t:ATION PL.A.ill 

J.MlU~ .. 1:C!Ar ~ l..1434-4809 

AIRPORTS 

TO~ 8\.. \A,\ ~\ ~<'\(. 0 

DIVISION, AEA-60? 

DATE, l/?-r~r 
ORGANIZA.'l'l:0).1': 
P'AX. NO~: 

JrlWM: (.. ~~~il ~" 
TELEPHONE: 
FAX: C7i8) 995-56i5 or (718) 995-5694 

':f_ ll'aggs. :i.ncl.udUlg co~ .. r. 

PAGE 81 

l.· 



06/02/2005 11:28 7189955615 

FAA 
Airports Division 

Eastern Region 

JUN O 2 2005 

Paul Blanco 
Chief Financial Officer 
The Port Authority of N'Y & NJ 
225 Park Avenue South, 15th floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Dear Mr. Blanco: 

EASTERt·l REG A I RPORT:3 

1 Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica, NY 11434 

(718) 553-3330 

The FedcraJ Aviation Administration (FAA) has reviewed the Port Authority of NY & NJ 
(Authority) application and will need clarification on some of the provided infonnation. 
The following is a list of our questions that need to be addressed: 

General 

1. FAA Fonn 5500-1 Part IT Sc.Total Estimated PFC Revenue by Level: The 
impose and use amount does not reflect the requested amount identified in the 
project information section. Note: the impose authority includes all ')mpose" 
and "impose and use" project amounts. The use authority includes all "impose 
and useH and "use" project amounts. Provide the information on one consolidated 
FAA Fann 5500-1, since the Authority has requested one application~ and correct 
the revenue for the impose and use amounts. 

2. Provide a cost breakdown by major work elements and associated dollar amounts 
for all projects with a. cost of $5,000,000 or more. This will include cost 
estimates for main elements, already provided within a project~ where the cost are 
above $5,000,000. This will allow the FAA to detem1ine if the costs are 
reasonable for the described effort. 

PAGE 02 
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John F. Kennedy Airport Attachment B 

Project 2, Construction of Taxiway A & P Connector: TI1e description paragraph is 
contradictor, along with the project objective paragraph. Is the Authority reconfiguring 
Taxiway Nor constructing new pavement? Will this project resolve the runway to 
taxiway separation conflict? Provide a new Attachment B describing the proposed 
project. · 

Project 5, Planning Project for the Rehabilitation and Wide11ing of R/W 13R-31L: When 
will the construction, for the rehabilitation and widening of Runway 1.3R begin? 

Project 6, Perimeter Security Project: Provide a list of the security equipmen.t and 
associated costs. 

Project 7, Infrastructure Study & Preliminary Design to Accommodate a new Tem1inal: 
When will the construction for the new tenninal begin? 

LaGuardia Airport Attachment B 

Project 1, Aitport Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modern.ization Feasibility Study: 
When \:\till the construction for the new Central Tenninal Building Modernization begin? 

Project 3, Runway Rehabilitation: Identify the associated taxiways withju this project. 
Also specify which runway and/or runway end the in-pavement lights and guard bar 
lights will be installed? 

Project 4, Perimeter Security Project: Provide a list of tb.e security equipment and 
associated costs. 

Project 5, Crisis Command Center/Po1icc & Afrfield Rescue and Firefighting Facility: 
When will the construction of the facility begin? Describe the functionality of the 14,500 
square feet of Police space and its utilization. 

Newark International Airport Attachment B 

Project 3, Airfield Expansion Project: .Provide a separate cost for Terminal C apron. 

Project 4, Perimeter Security: Provide a list of the security equipment and associated 
costs. 

Project 5, Plan for expanded Terminal A: For the project justification identify the study 
(ies) recommending the need for specifically expanding Term.in.al A and provide 
information. When will the construction begin to expand the trnninal? \Vhat is the 
percentage of prelhninary des.ign and phasing analysis that was cost out in this project for 
the terminal component and the J andside component? 

PAGE 03 
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Project 6, Modernization of Tenninal B: Identify the study(ies) recommending the need 
and justification for modernizing the terminal and provide infonnation. 

Project 9, North Area Roadway lmprovements: Provide the beginning and end points of 
the roadway improvements. 

Project 12, Improvements to Runway Safety Areas (RSA): \Vhen will the construction 
begin to improve the RSAs? 

Please provide the above clarification as soon as possible allowing the FAA to continuing 
toward a final decision regarding the Authority's application. Thanking you in advance 
for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, /7 .. ·" i1r.? · 
! ./ /l/ 

fl -'1. ! I /. t'.l/J . .. · q____ 
. ''h/' 

]i,t1,f,;1A ,'¢ff' , 
Eleanor Schif~n 
PFC Program Manager 
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April 20, 2005 

Mr. Philip Brito, Manager 
New York Airports District Office, Room 446 
Federal Aviation Administration 
600 Old Country Road 
Garden City, NY 11530 

Dear Mr. Brito: 

A. Poul Blanco 
0-1ief Financial Officer 

OFNY&NJ 

I am pleased to enclose the application for the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port 
Authority) to impose and use Passenger Facility Charges (PFC) at Newark Liberty International 
Airport (EWR), John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), and LaGuardia Airport (LGA) to 
implement critically needed airport capital improvement that will allow the Port Authority to 
continue to provide world class aviation facilities for the first half of the 21st century. 

The Board of Commissioners of the Port Authority has authorized the Executive Director to 
submit this application for authority to impose and use PFC's of $4.50 per enplaned passenger at 
EWR, JFK, and LGA. The application requests PFC revenue in the amount of $815 million for 
impose and impose and use projects. A copy of the resolution adopted by the Port Authority 
Board of Commissioners has been included in the application in Attachment I. 

Along with the application for the new projects, the Port Authority is also requesting that the 
existing Record of Decision (ROD) authorizing the collection and use of PFC's for the Newark 
Air Train be blended with the decision on the new application. Your authorization to blend the 
existing ROD with the new decision will allow the Port Authority to charge at the $4.50 level 
resulting in an earlier cost recovery and an overall reduction in finance carrying charges. 

In accordance with 14 CFR Part 158.23, the Port Authority distributed to Air Carriers and 
Foreign Air Carriers operating at EWR, JFK and LGA notifying them of Port Authority plans to 
submit applications to the FAA requesting authority to impose and use PFC's to fund capital 
development at the Airports. The notification packages included the dates, times and places of 
the meeting at which the Port Authority would consult with the airlines about the proposed PFC 
funded projects. The letter included: 

II D~scription of the proposed projects; 
II PFC dollar level; 
II Charge effective date; 
II Estimated charge expiration date; 
III Estimated PFC revenue; and, 
II List of exempted air carriers and explanation for exemptions. 

Consultation meetings with domestic and foreign air carriers were held on May 1 i\ 18t\ and 
2ot\ 2004 at EWR, JFK and LGA respectively. The Consultation Meeting consisted of the Port 
Authority providing project justifications, detailed financial plans and other presentation 

225 Park Avenue South, 15th Floor 
New York, NY 7 0003 
T: 212 435 7738 



~ PORT AUTIIORnY OF NY & NJ 

materials to the airline representatives. Representatives of the Port Authority began each 
presentation with a brief history of the PFC projects. A summary of the financial plan for the 
project was provided, along with a forecast of the estimated PFC collections for EWR, JFK and 
LGA. At each of the meetings attended by the airlines, there was an interactive dialog between 
the Port Authority representatives and air carrier representatives. 

Subsequent to the meetings, the Port Authority received no comments from 131 airlines, which 
indicates agreement according to existing PFC Regulations. A total of eleven (11) airlines 
provided responses that included agreements and disagreements with various projects included in 
the application. Port Authority response to airline disagreement on specific projects is provided 
in Attachment H. 

During the preliminary phase of developing this application, The Port Authority has had the 
pleasure of working closely with Ms. Eleanor Schifflin, Ms. Sheryl Scarborough, and Mr. John 
Dermody. Their insight and explanation of issues key to the FAA review process were 
instrumental in assisting the Port Authority in preparing this application; I am most grateful for 
their expertise. 

Please review the application and provide any questions or comments you may have to Mr. 
William DeCota, Director of Aviation at (212) 435-3703 or Ms. Patty Clark, Senior Advisor of 
External Affairs. Ms. Clark may be reached by phone at (212) 435-3731, and email at 
pclark@PANYNJ.gov. 

Mr. Philip Brito 
Page 2 of 2 
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FAA FORM 5500-1 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports 



OMB Approved 2120-0557 

~ PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration 

1. Application Type (Check all that apply) FAA USE ONLY 
.,· 

.• 

0 a. Impose PFC Charges 
Date Received PFC Number 

0 b. Use PFC Revenue 

D c. Amend PFC No. 

' 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 3. Airport(s) to Use 4. Consultation Dates 

a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 
Agency Name The Port Authorit:t: of NY and NJ Newark Liberty 

225 Park Avenue South1 9
1
h Floor 

International Airport April 1st\ 2004 
Address 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
City, State, ZIP New York1 New York 10003 Carriers: 

Contact Person Ms. Patt:t: Clark1 (212} 435-3731 May 1 J1h, 18th, 20th 2004 

PART II 
5. Charges 

b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC d. Proposed Effective e. Estimated Expiration 
Newark Liberty Revenue by Level Date: Date: 
International Airport Impose 

D $1.00 D $2.00 D $3.oo October 2005 March 2011 
Use 
Impose: $32,000,000 

D $4.oo (8J $4.50 
Use: $401,816,289.12 

PART Ill 
6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

Attached Submitted with Application Number Document 
a. 0 D Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
b. 0 D Project Information (Attachment B) 
c. 0 D Air Carrier Consultation Information 
d. 0 D Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
e. 0 D Alternative Uses/Projects 
f. 0 D Competition Plan/Update 
g. 0 D ALP/Airspace/Environmental 
h. 0 D ResQonse to Air Carrier Comments 

PART IV 
7. With respect to this PFC application I hereby certify as follows: 

To the best of my knowledge and belief, all data in this application are true and correct; 
This application has been duly authorized by the governing body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the attached assurances if the application is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use PFC revenue is requested, all applicable ALP approvals, airspace determinations, and 
environmental reviews required by the National Environmental Policy Act have been completed. 
If required, the public agency has submitted a competition plan in accordance with 49 U.S.C. 47106(f); and 
If required by 49 U.S.C. 40117(d)(4 ), adequate provision for financing the airside needs, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative b. Title c. Telephone Number 
212-435-7738 

A. Paul Blanco Chief Financial Officer d. Fax Number __,,,,_... 
~ ~ 212-435-6670 -

e. Signature of Kutficzed Repf ~l.c f. Date Signed 

-1 ~' 

April 20, 2005 

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: This form is the FAA's primary source for collecting information for the authority to collect PFC revenue for 
airport development. This information is used to determine the eligibility and justification of airport development projects regarding safety, security, 
or capacity of the national air transportation system; or which reduce noise or mitigate noise impacts resulting from an airport; or furnish 
opportunities for enhanced competition between or among air carriers. It is estimated that it will take approximately 5-80 hours to fill out the 
application depending on the complexity. The use of the form is required to obtain FAA approval of authority to collect PFC revenue (49 U.S.C. 
40117(c)). No assurance of confidentiality is necessary or provided. It should be noted that an agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is 
not required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number. The OMB control number associated 
with this collection of information is 2120-0557. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-00) Supersedes Previous Edition 
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~ PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration 

.\;· 

1. Application Type (Check all that apply) '' ~ ~:' ,~·:> FM USE ONLY l> 
[g] a. Impose PFC Charges 

Date Received PFC Number 
[g] b. Use PFC Revenue 

D c. Amend PFC No. 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 3. Airport(s) to Use 4. Consultation Dates 

a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 
Agency Name The Port Authority of NY and NJ John F. Kennedy 

International Airport April 151
\ 2004 

Address 225 Park Avenue South 1 9
1h Floor 

b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 
City, State, ZIP New York1 New York 10003 Carriers: 

Contact Person Ms. Patty Clark1 {212} 435-3731 May 1r1\ 181h,201h, 2004 

PART II 
5. Charges 

b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC d. Proposed Effective e. Estimated Expiration 
John F. Kennedy Revenue by Level Date: Date: 
International Airport Impose 

D $1.00 D $2.00 D $3.oo October 2005 March 2011 
Use 
Impose: $4,000,000 

D $4.oo [g] $4.50 
Use: $240,976,236.83 

PART Ill 
6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

Attached Submitted with Application Number Document 
a. [g] D Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
b. [g] D Project Information (Attachment B) 
c. [g] D Air Carrier Consultation Information 
d. [g] D Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
e. [g] D Alternative Uses/Projects 
f. C8J D Competition Plan/Update 
g. C8J D ALP I Airspace/Environmental 
h. C8J D Res12onse to Air Carrier Comments 

PART IV 
7. With respect to this PFC application I hereby certify as follows: 

To the best of my knowledge and belief, all data in this application are true and correct; 
This application has been duly authorized by the governing body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the attached assurances if the application is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use PFC revenue is requested, all applicable ALP approvals, airspace determinations, and 
environmental reviews required by the National Environmental Policy Act have been completed. 
If required, the public agency has submitted a competition plan in accordance with 49 U.S.C. 47106(f); and 
If required by 49 U.S.C. 40117(d)(4), adequate provision for financing the airside needs, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative b. Title c. Telephone Number 
212-435-7738 

A. Paul Blanco Chief Financial Officer d. Fax Number 
~ ~ 212-435-6670 

e. 
Signature "'(orized R~~ ( Am f. Date Signed 

<" April 20, 2005 

Paperwork Reduct1u11 ,.:....,. vtatemem: This form is the FAA's primary source for collecting information for the authority to collect PFC revenue for 
airport development. This information is used to determine the eligibility and justification of airport development projects regarding safety, security, 
or capacity of the national air transportation system; or which reduce noise or mitigate noise impacts resulting from an airport; or furnish 
opportunities for enhanced competition between or among air carriers. It is estimated that it will take approximately 5-80 hours to fill out the 
application depending on the complexity. The use of the form is required to obtain FAA approval of authority to collect PFC revenue (49 U.S.C. 
40117(c)). No assurance of confidentiality is necessary or provided. It should be noted that an agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is 
not required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number. The OMB control number associated 
with this collection of information is 2120-0557. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-00) Supersedes Previous Edition 



OMB Approved 2120-0557 

f2 PASSENGER FACILITY CHARGE (PFC) APPLICATION 

U.S. Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration 

1. Application Type (Check all that apply) FAA USE ONLY ·. 

0 a. Impose PFC Charges 
Date Received PFC Number 

0 b. Use PFC Revenue 

D c. Amend PFC No. 
. 

PARTI 
2. Public Agency Name, Address, and Contact Person 3. Airport(s) to Use 4. Consultation Dates 

a. Date of Written Notice to Air Carriers: 
Agency Name The Port Authoritt of NY and NJ LaGuardia Airport 

225 Park Avenue South 1 9th Floor 
April 15th, 2004 

Address 
b. Date of Consultation Meeting with Air 

City, State, ZIP New York 1 New York 10003 Carriers: 

Contact Person Ms. Pattt Clark 1 {212} 435-3731 May 1th, 18th and 20th, 2004 

PART II 
5. Charges 

b. Level c. Total Estimated PFC d. Proposed Effective e. Estimated Expiration 
LaGuardia Airport Revenue by Level Date: Date: 

Impose 
D $1.00 D $2.00 D $3.oo October 2005 March 2011 

Use 
Impose: $25,000,000 

D $4.oo 0 $4.50 
Use: $110,224,361.33 

PART Ill 
6. Attachments (Check all that Apply) 

Attached Submitted with Application Number Document 
a. 0 D Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
b. 0 D Project Information (Attachment B) 
c. 0 D Air Carrier Consultation Information 
d. 0 D Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
e. 0 D Alternative Uses/Projects 
f. 0 D Competition Plan/Update 
g. 0 D ALP I Airspace/Environmental 
h. 0 D Res12onse to Air Carrier Comments 

PART IV 
7. With respect to this PFC application I hereby certify as follows: 

To the best of my knowledge and belief, all data in this application are true and correct; 
This application has been duly authorized by the governing body of the public agency; 
The public agency will comply with the attached assurances if the application is approved; 
For those projects for which approval to use PFC revenue is requested, all applicable ALP approvals, airspace determinations, and 
environmental reviews required by the National Environmental Policy Act have been completed. 
If required, the public agency has submitted a competition plan in accordance with 49 U.S.C. 47106(f); and 
If required by 49 U.S.C. 40117{d)(4), adequate provision for financing the airside needs, including runways, taxiways, aprons, and gates, has 
been made by the public agency. 

a. Typed Name of Authorized Representative b. Title c. Telephone Number 
212-435-7738 

A. Paul Blanco Chief Financial Officer d. Fax Number - -~ 212-435-6670 /"?" ..,,,.,- ~ 

e. Signature of Autrzed Repr:,~ ~ f. Date Signed 

April 20, 2005 

Paperwork Reduction tement: This form is the FAA's primary source for collecting information for the authority to collect PFC revenue for 
airport development. This information is used to determine the eligibility and justification of airport development projects regarding safety, security, 
or capacity of the national air transportation system; or which reduce noise or mitigate noise impacts resulting from an airport; or furnish 
opportunities for enhanced competition between or among air carriers. It is estimated that it will take approximately 5-80 hours to fill out the 
application depending on the complexity. The use of the form is required to obtain FAA approval of authority to collect PFC revenue (49 U.S.C. 
4011 ?(c)). No assurance of confidentiality is necessary or provided. It should be noted that an agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is 
not required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number. The OMB control number associated 
with this collection of information is 2120-0557. 

FAA Form 5500-1 (8-00) Supersedes Previous Edition 



~ PORT AUIHORITY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 
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~ PORTAIRHORnY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 
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~ PORTAIRHORRY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

SECTION 1 

ACIP for Newark Liberty International Airport 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports Attachment A 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: Newark Liberty International Airport 2.State: New Jersey 3.NPIAS No.: 3-34-0027 4. LOCID: EWR 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total$ 
Environmental: Start Date Completion 

(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other status Date 
o:'.· >: fLr.··· · FY:$Q&t:) :'./\.:; ' \s, ' .. /·:. f.· > ;< .. < /:.:, .. .· .... . ,. ... . . ·.·:.· ...... 

)' ?\ ...... ··· ...•.••.. / .. ·•···• /:(:.'\··:.:, ·: ·• . ·• .... }<······· ':: {./."·} ·'··.:··:..,10·:;j: ,._ ... ,.· <;:•<, ,_,.,. ·, f• ,:-, . ,. ..... . ... ....... ·; .. : .. ': <.:•:.-.:,.: : ..••. ' .. :::.· .•. · 

UPGRADE R/W HOLDBAR 
LIGHTING- PH I 1,980 0 660 2,640 Sep-05 Dec-06 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 
PHASE Ill 33,236 0 8,310 41,546 Jan-05 Dec-09 
Prelim Eng & Environmental 
R/W 11-29 RSA 500 0 167 667 Sep-05 Jun-06 
TERM 8- 81CONNECTOR 
EXP. FOR SCREENING - PH 
II 2,528 0 843 3,371 Feb-06 Dec-08 

REHAB T/W R, A, & 8 - PH Ill 3,015 0 1,006 4,021 Jan-04 Dec-05 
REPLACE SWITCH HOUSE 
#1- PFC 0 18,000 0 18,000 Jan-05 Dec-07 
CONSTRUCT SWITCH 
HOUSE #3- PFC 0 32,000 0 32,000 May-04 Dec-06 
REHABILITATE RUNWAY 4R-
22L- PFC 0 25,500 0 25,500 Jan-01 Dec-05 
EWR-PERIMETER SEC SYS -
PFC 0 25,000 0 25,000 Oct-05 Dec-07 
TERM A MODERNIZATION 
AND EXP-PFC 0 19,000 0 19,000 Jul-05 Dec-09 
AIRSIDE EXPANSION - PFC 0 31,000 0 31,000 May-04 Dec-06 

ACIP 2005 - 2009 FAA 050330 4/14/2005 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: Newark Liberty International Airport 2.State: New Jersey 3.NPIAS No.: 3-34-0027 4. LOCID: EWR 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total$ 

Environmental: Start Date Completion 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other status Date 

· .• ·~:~OC>?,\··<·· . ... : :. : } {)\'''. ·' ·' .. ·· << ·•' ...·,, : :,: ' ·, . 
r: < . ·•,··., ';, . " 

. >: . ./ < .· .. ··. •·•·•···· i 
; ,,··· : ;} . 

.......... / ; •, \ :'' /,. ,. ,,<.·: ',... . . .. . . , .. , ·, .i.i : .. , .. :.·.,.: /'''>• ·., > :· 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 
PHASE Ill 5,600 0 1,400 7,000 Jan-07 Dec-11 

TERM B - 82 & 83 Connector 
Checkpoint Security Phase I 9,579 0 3,193 12,772 Jan-07 Dec-08 
EWR- ELEC SUBSTATION 
SECURITY ENHANCEMT 4,599 0 1,533 6,132 Jan-07 Jan-10 
SOUTHERN ACCESS ROADS 
Phase I 7,203 0 2,402 9,605 Jan-07 Dec-09 

CTA ROADS TERM B Phase I 9,000 0 3,000 12,000 Jan-07 Dec-09 
REHAB OF SWITCH HOUSE 
#2- PFC 0 4,000 0 4,000 Jan-07 Dec-08 
TERMINAL A VERTICAL 
CIRCUL- PFC 0 31,000 0 31,000 Jan-07 Dec-09 
North Area Roadway 
Improvements - PFC 0 11,000 0 11,000 Jan-07 Dec-09 

ACI P 2005 - 2009 FAA 050330 4/14/2005 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: Newark Liberty International Airport 2.State: New Jersey 3.NPIAS No.: 3-34-0027 4. LOCID: EWR 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total$ 

Environmental: Start Date Completion 
(By fundinQ year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other status Date 

:.: ... FJ::;1009./; ; · > . ,·;:····· ). '.; ({ < ., ...... ::. .··.·.· \>( ·; ... . .'· .. . .: .. : .. : .> ·• ·. ··• '. 
: > c:: .· / :: i }) • :·,,.:·, .•. , : 

>i .·. ' .:· Ci; /· ·. <' . ,; Y>•••:•.·•,: ? ... · .. ?:·. : .·. ,.. .. . ,. ,,: ,. •:,; . : ·:·• . .. '.';>:· . .. • 

SCHOOL SOUNDPROOFING 
PHASE Ill 5,600 0 1,400 7,000 Jan-09 Dec-13 
SOUTHERN ACCESS ROADS 
Phase Ill 3,867 0 1,289 5,156 Nov-06 Dec-09 
CTA ROADS TERM B Phase 
Ill 11,610 0 3,870 15,480 Sep-06 Dec-09 

ACI P 2005 - 2009 FAA 050330 4/14/2005 



~ PORTAUlHORffY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

SECTION 2 

ACIP for John F. Kennedy International Airport 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports Attachment A 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: John F. Kennedy International Airport 2.State: New York 3. NPIAS No.: 3-36-0066 4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total$ 
Environmental: Start Date Completion 

(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other status Date 

· X') :-,>·<: t·,;;)\ti/;:f:'.¥:280,, /: ,;:;;;rtq\:1;,:::/Y 1}(':\: >(?!i:,it ,'.({, l,tr< >>? __ r ',:, . ;>_, ___ '.. __ '.',_:,,-, , ____ ./>!-:· _,,_ >i \'.' ::.::'.: -:,''_:<:, ., ; ·: _, , __ ;:_:,:!X'L\:- >>t',·l·· ·"· ... ,, ----.. ,·-. '.:>;:, __ ··_;/':"" ..;. l'f_'--... .. 1•., :,·.--._: • .'_·..:,; 

·::· .... .-: ,,._','; ;.·:· 

•. 7 ._ ... '._ ., "·'' 
School Soundproofing - Phase 
111 21,800 0 5,450 27,250 Jan-05 Dec-09 
Improve R/W 22L- 4R End 
Safety Area - Phase 11 6,999 0 2,334 9,333 Mar-06 Dec-07 

REHAB PUBLIC ROADS Van 
Wyk Expressway Phase I 6,120 0 2,040 8,160 Nov-05 Dec-06 
AOA GUARD POST 
SECURITY ENHANCEMENTS 
Ph II 947 0 316 1,263 Oct-04 Dec-07 
Runway Holdbar Upgrades Ph 
II 2,000 0 667 2,667 Jun-05 Dec-06 
Prelim Eng & Environmental 
Improve RSA- R/W13L- 31R 500 0 167 667 Oct-05 Dec-06 
Prelim Eng & Environmental 
Improve RSA - R/W4L- 22R 
End 500 0 167 667 Oct-05 Dec-07 
Construct ARFF Ph 111 1,842 0 614 2,456 Oct-04 Dec-07 
REHAB T/W B & Electric Work 
Ph II 3,911 0 1,304 5,215 Oct-04 Dec-07 
TAXIWAY A&B BRIDGE 
STRENGTHENING- PFC 0 40,000 0 40,000 Aug-04 Dec-06 

OVERLAY R/W 13L-31 R- PFC 0 36,000 0 36,000 Aug-04 Dec-05 
OVERLAY R/W 13R-
31 L(Prelim Design)- PFC 0 5,000 0 5,000 Dec-04 Dec-06 
REHAB T/W A & B PHASE 3-
PFC 0 90,000 0 90,000 Nov-04 Dec-07 
AIRPORT PERIMETER 
SECURITY-PFC 0 45,000 0 45,000 Oct-05 Dec-07 
NEW DOMESTIC TERM 
INFRASTRUCTURE 0 5,000 0 5,000 Oct-04 Dec-06 

ACIP 2005 - 2009 FAA 050330 4/14/2005 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: John F. Kennedy International Airport 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0066 4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total$ Environmental: Start Date Completion 

(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other status Date 
· :'.:) ::<FJ2007r: : ·· •,. : i;; , ..••. " :;,.,, ,}<i .. : ...... 

,.::·· 
, . 

·:····· i\i ··\ ......... 

I•::.:•': . ..- .. >. '\{': ·.···· / .. '. ,·.· ·.·· ··, .... ·:.):ix: ,:)/;:, ,:, ? ··., > .! : .. , .. .:":.r·J:::: ·r:,,."/'} <'.·,:•. .'. ·,, ' ·: • .. ' ·:.;-. · .. ·., .. ::. 

Infrastructure Improvements 
New DomesticTerminal Ph II 6,666 0 2,223 8,889 Jan-07 Dec-08 
REHAB T/W Y, CB, B 4,204 0 1,402 5,606 Jan-07 Dec-09 
School Soundproofing - Phase 
111 5,600 0 1,400 7,000 Jan-07 Dec-08 
INSTALL HV FEEDER CABLE 
TO FAA SITES 1,706 0 569 2,275 Feb-07 Dec-08 
Pan Am Ave, S. Svcs Rd, Fed 
Circ Ramp, East Hangar Rd, S. 
Cargo Rd 1,263 0 421 1,684 Mar-07 Dec-08 
Improve - R/W4L- 22R End 
Safety Area 12,999 0 4,334 17,333 Sep-07 Dec-09 

ACIP 2005 - 2009 FAA 050330 4/14/2005 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: John F. Kennedy International Airport 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0066 4. LOCID: JFK 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total$ 

Environmental: Start Date Completion 
(By fundinQ year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other status Date 
.. ·> :,f'('::2Q(J!f!)•: : ' ' > \ .· .. ·.' ': ;· \;//' ·\ ... •, 

· ......... 
i),:: <;) ·: ... ··•··•· ·. ·• 

. ·.·.. /. ;; /:' / .\ .. > >· :,\ ': ':>··· .. ···<· >:) ..... ··. •/v> \::._.<:.·_,\':°>, ..... ''·:/': '.·:;:_;\.•.· \;!/' .•· .·:: ·.·· : <:,{')., > /' ... ·.--·,;: .. . .. . : 

Improve - R/W13L- 31R End 
Safety Area 8,333 0 2,778 11,111 Sep-09 Dec-11 

REHAB T/W's B & QG, Q, Z, E 4,851 0 1,618 6,469 Jan-09 Dec-10 
Infrastructure Improvements 
New DomesticTerminal Ph IV 6,666 0 2,223 8,889 Jan-09 Jan-11 
School Soundproofing - Phase 
Ill 4,850 0 1,213 6,063 Jan-09 Dec-13 

ACIP 2005 - 2009 FAA 050330 4/14/2005 



~ PORT AUTHORIJY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

SECTION 3 

ACIP for LaGuardia Airport 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports Attachment A 



Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: La Guardia Airport 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LGA 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds Total$ 
Environmental: Start Date Completion 

(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other status Date 
.... :: .FJ'.IOOl:c ':;:::· : . . ... ·.:.: :.{ ... \.,· .. ' .··· . ·• ( .. ·.· ... ,·· < > ... ·.· · .. · : \ 

···:, ........ ·:. ,· .. ·.. .. 

/' ' > .··•· ,( ' . ; :;.{ / . ,: (:<\······•,> .· .. :'.,;.•.,,,,,c:'.:'''·:. ;,;).:< .' ., 
: .':,.,· ... <'· .·.: ;·· •:r:, ) ... ' • .... : ' 

School Soundproofing 
Phase Ill 8,797 0 2,200 10,997 Jan-05 Nov-09 
RUNWAY DECK 
REHABILITATION- Stage II 
PHASE IV 10,834 0 3,612 14,446 Oct-04 Dec-08 

UPGRADE 9 CTB ACCESS 
ROAD BRIDGES Ph I 3,163 0 1,055 4,218 Apr-05 Dec-06 
NEW LOADING BRIDGES 
PH I 1,089 0 364 1,453 May-05 Dec-06 
Prelim Eng & Environmental 
Improve R/W 22 & 13 Safety 
Area 1,000 0 334 1,334 Mar-06 Dec-07 
REHAB RUNWAY13-31-
PFC 0 29,000 0 29,000 Apr-05 Dec-06 
POLICE & AIRFIELD FIRE 
RESCUE FACILITY - PFC 0 58,000 0 58,000 Sep-05 Dec-08 
CTB MODERNIZATION 
FEASIBILITY- PFC 0 15,000 0 15,000 Mar-05 Dec-06 

PERIMETER INTRUSION 
DETECTION SYSTEM - PFC 0 10,000 0 10,000 Oct-05 Dec-07 

ACIP 2005 - 2009 FAA 050330 4/14/2005 



-
Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: La Guardia Aiport 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LGA 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total$ 

Environmental: Start Date Completion 
(By fundinQ vear in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other status Date 

..... ·.,,; :;';;J.J\2®t;:,· ',. :·. > /{ '/.) .... · ........ ?.?·<.; ·.·· .· '.; ,', 
,, .·'''', •. ' •; ;. 

···• .. )··.·.·····/: \ .... >,. ; :. ' .. :<':.,· > <> ··. ; :/// ' ',· ...•. ·.·.··, f;.,;}/ ; )<\. ' ., ,,,;.···.·.· ,.,·.,·, , .. ·?·'•·· L:·. c.::.2;,· 
',• '·-'.•··· ; 

' 

School Soundproofing 
Phase Ill 5,600 0 1,400 7,000 Jan-07 Dec-11 
COMMUNICATIONS 
SECURITY 
ENHANCEMENTS 6,819 0 2,273 9,092 Jan-07 Dec-09 
SUBSTATION SECURITY 
ENHANCEMENTS 2,073 0 691 2,764 Jan-07 Dec-09 
GUARD POST SECURITY 
ENHANCEMENTS 2,019 0 674 2,693 Jan-07 Dec-09 
REHAB OF RUNWAY 4-22-
PFC 0 6,000 0 6,000 Apr-07 Dec-08 
TAXIWAY HIGH SPEED 
TURNOFF 
IMPROVEMENTS 6,000 0 2,000 8,000 Jul-07 Dec-09 

ACIP 2005 - 2009 FAA 050330 4/14/2005 
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Federal Aviation Administration Airport Capital Improvement Plan 

1.Airport: La Guardia Airport 2.State: New York 3.NPIAS No.: 3-36-0068 4. LOCID: LGA 

5. Project Description & year Federal Funds State Funds Local Funds 
Total$ 

Environmental: Start Date Completion 
(By funding year in priority Sponsor Discretionary PFC Other status Date 

.. : F:¥;2QOtr· ::x } < ;j . i •·•·.· •. ?>" i•·· .,.·• .• •·· '(• ····< •.. · · ... < ·.•. ,· ···.• ; . .. . ·.· .. :.• .... ·. <; > :\;. : . ; '·.:' ... •>/')<\.< .·.·· > •··.· .. · •...••..••.. ;' / ); ;,:: .· .;;,··,:::.: .. · ..... : ,.· ·'. .. ;.; ..: , .... •• .· .:: . ··:.. .·:; ........ ·.::.,: • 
School Soundproofing 
Phase Ill 5,600 0 1,400 7,000 Jan-09 Dec-13 
West Field Lighting Vault 4,868 0 1,623 6,491 Apr-09 Jan-11 
TAXIWAY REHAB T/W B 4,940 0 1,647 6,587 Mar-09 Dec-11 
RUNWAY DECK 
REHABILITATION- Stage Ill 
PHASE II 21,666 0 7,223 28,889 1/10/209 Dec-12 

ACIP 2005 - 2009 FAA 050330 4/14/2005 
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·~ PORTAIRHORRY OF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

NEW ARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****F()F{ FAA lJSE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIJ=tP()J=tT WHEFtE PF{()JECT IS L()CATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport {EWA}, Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ()NE: IMP()SE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] lJSE [ ] 

3. PJ=t()JECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure 

4.a. PJ=t()JECT DESCFtlPTl()N: 
The Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure Project represents a 
continuation of the Primary Runway Extension Project completed in 1999 
that extended R/W 4L-22R from 8,200 feet to 11,000 feet. The runway 
extension was required to rectify operational deficiencies related to runway 
length. EWA has three runways: inboard R/W 4L-22R {closest to the 
terminal buildings}, R/W 4R-22L {farthest outboard runway} and R/W 11-29 
{crosswind runway for commuter aircraft). Prior to the runway extension 
project, R/W 4L-22R had a length of 8,200 feet and 4R-22L had a length of 
9,300 feet. As a result of this configuration, approximately 18% of all 
departing aircraft requested to use R/W 4R-22L to avoid weight penalties 
that could otherwise only be resolved by reducing payload. 

By accommodating this airline request, air traffic control had to shift 
arrivals from 4R-22L { outboard runway} to 4L-22R {inboard runway). It was 
estimated in the Final Environmental Assessment for the Runway 
Extension Project that this situation resulted in 1.8 minutes of delay per 
aircraft operation, equating to an increase of approximately $15 million in 
annual direct operating costs to the airlines. Furthermore, the Runway 
Extension Project was one of the delay reduction strategies identified by 
the FAA/Industry Capacity Enhancement Task Force. 

The R/W 4L-22R Extension Project extended the runway to 11,000 feet and 
construction was completed in 1999. The extension has virtually 
eliminated pilot preference to depart from R/W 4R-22L, and this has proven 
to reduce delays and air traffic controller workload. 

The Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure Project represents the final 
phase of the Runway Extension Project. The Drainage Infrastructure 
Project will improve the drainage characteristics of the northeast area of 
the Airport through the construction of additional storm drain lines. The 
design of the drainage system will include approximately 4,000 linear feet 
of new piping along with additional storm drain inlets that will be designed 
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******************************************************************************************* 
7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
Runways 4R-22L and 4L-22R are the primary runways at EWR and over 
1,200 aircraft operations occur on these runways on a daily basis. At 
11,000 feet, R/W 4L-22R is the longest runway at EWR and is the primary 
departure runway. R/W 11-29 is a secondary runway used by commuter 
and regional jet aircraft. In 2003, over 405,000 aircraft operations occurred 
on the airport and the FAA has reported that EWR was the third most 
delayed airport in the nation. 

This element of the R/W Extension Project represents the final phase of 
this multi-year effort to enhance capacity at the Airport. The runway 
extension project has resulted in significant capacity enhancements for 
EWR. The Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure Project will also 
make a significant contribution to the Airport by increasing the capacity of 
storm drainage system to accommodate the additional flow generated by 
the 20 acres of new runway and taxiway pavement that was constructed in 
1999. 

The project is significant in order to reduce both the extent and frequency 
of future runway and taxiway reconstruction and repairs at the critical R/W 
4R-22L and R/W 11-29 intersection. If and when lengthy runway repairs are 
needed at this location, major arrival and departure delays occur at EWR 
that will surge throughout the National Aerospace System {NAS). 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) ______________ _ 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) _________ _ 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ______ _ 
_ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) __________ _ 
_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 

LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ 
Other (explain) _______________ _ 

_ Noise. 65 LON [ ] Other (explain) _____________ _ 

_ Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. ( explain and go to 
6. Project Justification - FOR FAA USE - for analysis). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to improve the drainage characteristics of 
the north area and to extend the life of the runway and taxiway pavement in 
the area, and particularly at the intersection of R/W 4R-22L and R/W 11-29. 
This area is critical due to the fact that the thresholds for all three runways 
are located in this area. When significant pavement repairs are needed at 
this location, major arrival and departure delays occur at EWR that surge 
throughout the NAS. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
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a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $28,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $2,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $30,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant# Grant Funds in Project$ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/ A 
Local Funds $N/ A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $30,000,000 
***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ X ] 
d. Comments. 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 

YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 
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Newark Liberty International Airport R/W and T/W Pavement Rehabilitation Project 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****F()R F/4./l.. LJSE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. /l..lRP()RT WHERE PR()JECT IS L()Cfl..TED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWA), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ()NE: IMP()SE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] LJSE [ ] 

3. PR()JECT TITLE (/l..nd Public /l..gency Project Number, If /l..ppropriate): 
Runway!Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation Project 

4.a. PR()JECT DESCRIPTl()N: 
This project includes the planning, design and construction of a pavement 
rehabilitation on R/W 4L-22R, 4R-22L and T/W P. The dimensions of the 
runway and taxiway impacted by this project are: 

• R/W 4L-22R - 11,000' X 150', 
• R/W 4R-22L - 9,980' X 150'; and, 
• T/W P - 10,000' X 75' 

Other aspects of the project include associated drainage, airfield signage 
and marking improvements. The lighting improvements will support the 
future establishment of a Surface Movement Guidance and Control System 
(SMGCS) Plan, that includes additional taxiway centerline lighting to guide 
aircraft from the runway to the terminal gates areas during severely limited 
visual conditions, and additional runway stop bars to · further reduce the 
likelihood of runway incursions. 

The cost for design and construction of the Runway!Taxiway Pavement 
Rehabilitation Project is estimated to be: 

• R/W 4L-22R: 
• R/W 4R-22L: 
• T/W P: 

• Total Project: 

$16,500,000 
$25,500,000 
$18,000,000 

$60,000,000 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates _, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. · Number of ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage facilities _ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 

facilities_. 
*****F()R F /l../l.. LJSE ******************************************************************* 
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For the status of Runway Safety Area projects at EWR, please see 
Attachment A Airport Capital Improvement Plan and Attachment I 
Additional Information. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate that over 405,000 international 
and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the airport accounting for 
over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places EWR as #13 in the nation 
and #23 worldwide for commercial passenger enplanements, according to 
Airports Council International. Although the airline industry has 
experienced a worldwide downturn since 2001, Port Authority projections 
indicate that the Airport's passenger base will continue to expand over the 
near term, as an annual passenger growth rate of 2.6% is anticipated over 
the next ten years. This will result in the Airport serving 40 million annual 
passengers through 483,000 aircraft operations by Year 2013. This 
represents a 30% increase in passenger enplanements over current levels. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the continued safe and efficient 
operation of aircraft at EWR and to accommodate future operations. If the 
pavement is not rehabilitated, the structural section of the runway and 
taxiway pavements will further degrade, precipitating an erosion of the 
pavement structural sections. 

If the repairs are not made and the pavement structure deteriorates beyond 
a simple rehabilitation, the runways and taxiways will have to be closed for 
significant periods of time for a major reconstruction to be performed that 
will bring the pavement strength up to the required load bearing 
capabilities. 

In addition to the pavement improvements, this project will expand the 
existing taxiway centerline and edge lighting system. This will provide 
additional low visibility taxiway routes to be designated for use during 
visibility conditions that occur during CAT II and CAT Ill operations. 
Furthermore, runway guard lights will be installed at key runway and 
taxiway intersections to further reduce the likelihood of runway incursions 
and to support the future establishment of a SMCGS Plan. 

For the status of Runway Safety Area projects at EWR, please see 
Attachment A Airport Capital Improvement Plan and Attachment I 
Additional Information. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Airsafety. Part139[] Other(explain) ______________ _ 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
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c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Eight (8) air carriers have 
certified agreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $58,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $2,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $60,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/ A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $60,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Airfield Expansion Project 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****F()li FAA lJSE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AlliP()liT WHEliE Pli()JECT IS L()CATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWA}, Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ()NE: IMP()SE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] lJSE [ ] 

3. Pli()JECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Airfield Expansion Project 

4.a. Pli()JECT DESClilPTl()N: 
This project includes the planning, design and construction of airfield 
enhancements on the north side of the Airport. The primary goal of the 
project is to improve aprons, taxiway fillets, and taxiway spacing designed 
to meet Group V aircraft standards for aircraft that are currently operating 
at EWA. The taxiway fillets that will be modified as part of this project are 
those fillets leading from the terminal apron areas to the north airfield 
areas. These fillet modifications are required for large aircraft that are 
departing to the south due to prevailing winds. 

An important element of this project includes an extensive re-design and 
rehabilitation of the power distribution network for the airfield lighting 
system. This includes construction of a new switch house (Switch House 
#3) at the south end of the Airport, construction of a new switch house to 
replace the existing Switch House #1, which is 50 years old and is reaching 
the end of its service life, and the rehabilitation of Switch House #2. As 
part of the project, the lighting circuits will be reconfigured to more 
efficiently route power to each of the three runways 

Modifications to airfield marking, lighting and signage will be performed as 
required. Taxiways A and B will be reconfigured from the existing 250 foot 
centerline separation to 267 feet to meet current FAA standards. The 
Terminal C apron will be reconfigured to provide a 138-foot separation 
between Taxiway A to meet Taxiway Object Free Area standards. The 
approximate 29 acres of the airfield, commonly referred to as the Ballpark, 
which contains an area for Remain Overnight (RON) aircraft parking and 
the old air traffic control tower, will be converted to a concrete hardstand 
upon the demolition of the existing structures. 

The cost for the design and construction of each element of the Airfield 
Expansion Project is estimated to be: 

• Expanded Aprons: 
• T/W Fillets: 
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prevents the simultaneous use of taxiways thereby reducing the overall 
capacity of the airfield. 

Furthermore, the expanded ramp space will provide additional RON parking 
spaces. Presently, there is a daily demand for 32-35 RON parking spaces. 
A majority of these spaces are provided by the three existing hardstand 
areas located southeast of Terminal A, and situated between the Terminal 
and the airfield. In total, these existing hardstand areas can accommodate 
up to 30 aircraft. If RON demand exceeds that amount, which typically 
occurs, the remaining aircraft are parked at terminal gates during hours in 
which the gates are vacant. 

As aircraft are prepared for flight, airport staff must continually relocate 
RON aircraft to make room for additional aircraft or to free up gates. As a 
result, aircraft are typically towed several times to different parking areas 
on the airfield as parking spaces are shifted from one aircraft to another, 
resulting in increased operational costs to the airlines. Each time a RON 
aircraft is towed, the capacity of the airfield to accommodate an operating 
aircraft is reduced. The project will construct an additional 13 RON parking 
spaces that will accommodate current and future RON demand while 
eliminating or significantly reducing the requirement to relocate RON 
aircraft. 

This project will contribute to the reduction of delays by removing the 
operational restrictions in place while Group V aircraft operate around the 
Terminal C Concourses. In addition, the hardstand area is needed to 
provide adequate parking for RON aircraft to reduce the need to constantly 
reposition parked aircraft. 

An important component of the project will rehabilitate the existing power 
distribution network for the airfield lighting system. The existing network 
consists of two switch houses, and an at capacity distribution network that 
is inadequate to accommodate additional transformers and constant 
current regulators and distribution cabling required to energize all of the 
airfield lighting components. The project will address the following airfield 
lighting system issues: 

• Existing Switch House #1 is 50 years old, contains equipment that is 
reaching the end of its useful life and has no spare capacity. Switch 
House #1 will be reconstructed; 

• Existing Switch House #2 is 35 years old, has no spare capacity 
within the building or in its associated duct bank distribution 
network, and contains equipment that has reached the end of its 
useful life. Switch House #2 will be rehabilitated; and, 

• Switch House #3 is new construction that will add electrical 
distribution capacity to prevent system overloads. 
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to accommodate an operating aircraft is reduced. Additional RON spaces 
will accommodate current and future RON demand while reducing the 
requirement to relocate RON aircraft. 

Furthermore, the expanded ramp space will provide up to 13 additional 
RON parking spaces. The current demand for RON parking spaces 
requires aircraft to be parked in all of the designated RON spaces along 
with unoccupied terminal gates. Daily demand for RON spaces has been 
fairly consistent at 2.5% of daily operations. This trend is expected to 
continue and with operations projected to grow at an annual rate of 1. 7%, 
the capacity of EWR to accommodate future RON aircraft will be extremely 
limited if this project is not undertaken. 

An important component of the project will rehabilitate the existing power 
distribution network for the airfield lighting system. The existing network 
consists of two switch houses, and an at capacity distribution network that 
is inadequate to accommodate additional transformers and constant 
current regulators and distribution cabling required to energize all of the 
airfield lighting components. The project will address the following airfield 
lighting system issues: 

II Existing Switch House #1 is 50 years old, contains equipment that is 
reaching the end of its useful life and has no spare capacity. Switch 
House #1 will be reconstructed; 

II Existing Switch House #2 is 35 years old, has no spare capacity 
within the building or in its associated duct bank distribution 
network, and contains equipment that has reached the end of its 
useful life. Switch House #2 will be rehabilitated; and, 

II Switch House #3 is new construction that will add electrical 
distribution capacity to prevent system overloads. 

This project will provide an airfield lighting system consisting of switch 
houses supplied with multiple sources of electrical power permitting 
uninterrupted lighting operation in the event any one source of power is 
lost due to scheduled maintenance or unscheduled repairs. Airfield 
lighting power supply from multiple sources is required as part of CAT II 
and CAT Ill instrument landing system requirements. 

The new, rehabilitated and reconstructed switch houses will include all 
transformers, constant-current regulators, duct banks and emergency 
generators needed to accommodate existing and future airfield lighting 
needs. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain)--------------

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) _________ _ 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
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b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Eight (8) air carriers have 
certified agreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: None 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $75,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $10,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $85,000,000 
EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 

Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $79,970,000 (Port Authority Capital Funds) 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $79,970,000 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $164,970,000 
***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Perimeter Security Project 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****F()R Ffl...Jl.. lJSE:******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. Jl..lRP()RT WHE:RE: PR()JE:CT IS L()Cfl... TE:D: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR}, Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHE:CK ()NE:: IMP()SE: [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] lJSE: [ ] 

3. PR()JE:CT TITLE: (Jl..nd Public Jl..gency Project Number, If Jl..ppropriate): 
Perimeter Security Project 

4.a. PR()JE:CT DE:SCRIPTl()N: 
This project will enhance perimeter and airport operations area (AOA} 
security at EWR. The project will complement overall security measures 
and will be coordinated with the EWR Federal Security Director (FSD} and 
will be consistent with Transportation Security Administration (TSA} 
guidelines for airport security. The project will incorporate design, 
purchase and installation of security related equipment and infrastructure. 

It is anticipated that the project will incorporate a multi-layered· hardening 
approach consisting of perimeter fencing, barriers, gates and lighting, 
along with multiple technologies such as, fiber-optic sensing cable, closed
circuit television, and video motion detection. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates_, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage facilities _ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 
facilities _ 

*****F()R F Jl..Jl.. lJSE: ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

d. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LE:VE:L ()F C()LLE:CTl()N: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 6) 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) · 

******************************************************************************************* 
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Noise. 65 LON [ ] Other (explain) _____________ _ 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. ( explain and go to 
6. Project Justification - FOR FAA USE - for analysis). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to enhance the security of the Airport while 
minimizing the exposure of airline and airport operations to criminal and 
terrorist threats. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

_ Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 4711 O(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 

following - project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study: 

] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 

percentage of annual boardings or 
] Project does not meet PFC eligibility ( explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: October 2005 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2007 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
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b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ X ] 

d. Comments. 
*****FOR FAA LJSE********************************************************************** 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 

YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
GIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-LJP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
*****FOR FAA LJSE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
*****FOR FAA LJSE********************************************************************** 
ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 
Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****F()Ft FA../!\ lJSE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. A..IFtP()FtT WHEFtE PFt()JECT IS L()CA.. TED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ()NE: IMP()SE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] lJSE [ ] 

3. PFt()JECT TITLE (A..nd Public A..gency Project Number, If A..ppropriate): 
Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 

4.a. PFt()JECT DESCFtlPTl()N: 
This project consists of the planning and preliminary design for 
improvements to Terminal A that will enhance passenger processing 
efficiency, improve security, provide additional gates and space for new 
entrant airlines, and expand gates areas to meet anticipated passenger 
demand. 

Terminals A, Band C were all built at the same time and their designs were 
essentially the same. While Terminal A has changed relatively little, very 
substantial changes have been made in Terminal C and major renovations 
are being planned for Terminal B. This project will build on the experience 
gained during the modifications to the other two Terminals and in 
particular the Global Gateway Project that reconstructed Terminal C. 

Since Terminal A was completed in 1973 few projects have been conducted 
to improve passenger throughput from the check-in areas to the boarding 
areas of the Terminal A concourse complex. These areas now experience 
significant passenger congestion due to the recent security mandates that 
require additional security staff and passenger screening equipment that 
the terminal was not originally designed to accommodate. 

This project seeks to analyze and develop preliminary designs for the 
following terminal improvement concepts aimed at alleviating existing 
passenger congestion and accommodating future growth. The analysis 
and preliminary design is anticipated to include the following concepts: 

II Modify existing ticketing areas to improve interior circulation; 
II Add gates and ticket counters to fulfill the EWR Competition Plan; 
II Expand the existing terminal footprint and reconfigure the existing 

gate layout to include additional gates. The current terminal is 
approximately 520,000 s.f., and the terminal is expected to grow to 
approximately 1, 100,000 s.f .; 

II Relocate existing facilities that interfere with the terminal building 
expansion, including replacement of lost parking capacity; 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 

*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************* 

a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

d. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 

5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 6) 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 

6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate that over 
405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the 
airport accounting for over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places 
EWR as #13 in the nation and #23 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. Although the 
airline industry has experienced a worldwide downturn since 2001, Port 
Authority projections indicate that EWR's passenger base will continue to 
expand over the near term as an annual passenger growth rate of 2.6% is 
anticipated over the next ten years. This will result in the Airport serving 
40 million annual passengers by Year 2013. 

The Port Authority had undertaken a rehabilitation of Terminal A that 
represented the largest enhancement of the Terminal since it was 
completed in 1973. The Terminal "Re-lifing" Project began in 1999 and was 
designed to upgrade passenger conveniences and modernize systems 
within the Terminal buUding and was completed in 2003. Although the 
"Relifing" Project has greatly elevated the passenger's experience in the 
Terminal, more extensive rehabilitation is required to alleviate existing 
passenger congestion issues and accommodate anticipated passenger 
growth over the long-term. There is significant passenger congestion 
throughout the terminal complex that can only be remedied through 
extensive reconfiguration and expansion of the existing floor plan. The 
nature of the reconfiguration/expansion is not yet defined, but is 
anticipated to address the issues identified in the Project Description. 

A driving element for the expansion of the Terminal is the Airport's 
Competition Plan. The Competition Plan is designed to enhance 
competition on domestic routes that have passenger volumes of a 
sufficient magnitude to accommodate service from several airlines. 
According to Port Authority statistics, 31 % of domestic flights scheduled at 
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billion range. Costs for this initial 3-4 year planning effort will be 
approximately 1 o/o - 2% of the total estimated construction cost. 

*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate that over 
405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the 
airport accounting for over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places 
EWR as #13 in the nation and #23 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. Although the 
airline industry has experienced a worldwide downturn since 2001, Port 
Authority projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to expand over the near term as an annual passenger growth rate 
of 2.6% is anticipated over the next ten years. This will result in the Airport 
serving 40 million annual passengers by Year 2013. 

The project is critical to ensure that Terminal A capacity meets forecasted 
demand levels. Terminal A 11 Re-lifing 11 was conducted from 1999 to 2003 
and included relocation of a variety of airlines; additional ticket counters; 
new and improved food services, and retail shops; new baggage handling 
system; new and refurbished airline passenger lounge; new lighting, and 
improvements to basic infrastructure of the terminal. The project to plan 
for an expanded Terminal A will further update and expand terminal 
facilities. Although present passenger enplanement levels are down from 
the Year 2000 peak, passenger enplanements are expected to surpass the 
Year 2000 peak by Year 2007. 

Additionally, the operating environment for the airlines has significantly 
changed since the Terminal was originally constructed. Major changes in 
security requirements and procedures, not to mention the dramatic 
increase in the total numbers of domestic and international passengers 
requires that the terminal layout be reconsidered. Terminal A consists of 
three concourses that connect three satellites. The airline gates are 
located in the satellites. The satellites are identified as Satellite A1, A2, and 
A3, all of which are dedicated to domestic passenger arrivals and 
departures, along with a small number of international departures. 

The present configuration of Terminal A creates a number of congestion 
problems for passengers moving through the terminal. Passengers 
entering the terminal are confronted by queues of passengers waiting to 
check in at the airline ticket counters. The passenger queues at each 
airline ticket counter restrict the lateral flow of passengers throughout the 
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accommodate demand without reducing passenger service levels. 
Currently, a high percentage of the Airport's gate and ticket counter space 
is exclusively controlled through leases by Master Airlines. Non-Master 
Airlines do not have exclusive control over ticket counters or gates. 

Presently, approximately 82% of the gates are held exclusively by Master 
Airline Agreements and 18% of gates are available to Non-Master Airlines. 
Based on the high percentage of Airport service and terminal capacity 
represented by Master Airline exclusively controlled gates, and the high 
percentage of non-competitive or under-served routes at the Airport, the 
Competition Plan recommends that any added terminal capacity be 
operated under non-exclusive, Non-Master Airline agreements so as to 
provide the flexibility required to improve airline competition. 

This planning effort for the Terminal A Expansion will include the following 
components with estimated costs for each study element: 

II Needs Assessment and Capacity Analysis: $1,500,000; 

II Conceptual Design and Alternative Analysis: $5,000,000; 

II Preliminary Design and Phasing Analysis - Terminal Component: 
$9,000,000; 

II Preliminary design and Phasing Analysis - Landside Component: 
$2,500,000; and, 

II Environmental and Financial Analysis: $1,000,000. 

It is anticipated that planning will be conducted over a 3-4 year period. 
Total construction of the Terminal A Expansion is projected to cover a 5-6 
year period with total costs estimated in the $1.3 billion to $1. 7 billion 
range. Costs for this initial 3-4 year planning effort will be approximately 
1 % - 2% of the total estimated construction costs. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) ______________ _ 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) _________ _ 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) __________ _ 
_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 

LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ 
Other (explain) _______________ _ 

_ Noise. 65 LON [ ] Other (explain) _____________ _ 

_ Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. ( explain and go to 
6. Project Justification - FOR FAA USE - for analysis). 

b. Comments: 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Four (4) air carriers have 
certified agreement with this project. Of those four, three (3) were 
conditional agreements. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air 
Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: Four (4) air carriers 
certified disagreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $19,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $1,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $20,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project$ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $NI A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $20,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Modernization of Terminal B 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Modernization of Terminal B 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
Since Terminal B was originally dedicated in 1973 few projects have been 
conducted to improve passenger throughput from the check-in areas to the 
boarding areas of the Terminal B complex. These areas experience 
significant passenger congestion due to implementation of security 
mandates that required additional staff and passenger screening 
equipment that the terminal was not originally designed to accommodate. 

This project seeks to relieve existing passenger congestion occurring in 
the ticketing areas, improve interior circulation, and install in-line baggage 
screening in order to improve passenger flows from the ticketing areas to 
the boarding areas. To achieve these goals, the project will include: 

II Construction of a new Baggage Claim area on the Operations level; 
II Enlarging an existing Lobby on the Operations level and installing a 

new ground transportation center; 
II Demolition of the existing Domestic Baggage Claim area and 

construction of new check-in counters in this location; 
II Modifications to the existing Departures Level Check-In and queuing 

areas; 
II Modifications to accommodate In-Line Baggage screening; and, 
II Congestion and Security Improvements at the International Arrivals 

Area. 

This project is focused on reducing passenger congestion in the terminals, 
improving security functions, and providing greater utilization of the 
terminal to meet the competitive objectives of the Port Authority. 

The terminal comprises approximately 1, 100,000 square feet (sq) of floor 
space that houses ticket counters, baggage claim areas, concessions, hold 
rooms, gates, security processing and circulation space. Preliminary 
estimates of changes in ticket counter positions, gates, and baggage claim 
facilities are shown below. 

Page 1 of B FAA Form Revised 10/2/00 



Newark Liberty International Airport Modernization of Terminal B 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWA has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate that over 
405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the 
airport accounting for over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places 
EWA as #13 in the nation and #23 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. Port Authority 
projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will continue to 
expand over the near term as an annual passenger growth rate of 2.6% is 
anticipated over the next ten years. This will result in the Airport serving 
40 million annual passengers by Vear 2013. 

As a result of this substantial growth, Terminal 8, which was dedicated in 
1973, has undergone several modifications to improve passenger services. 
The latest projects in Terminal 8 involved the creation of new International 
Arrivals facilities at Satellites 82 and 83, including a new FIS facility, the 
modernization of the gate areas, boarding areas and baggage systems and 
new elevators and escalators at the 82 core. In addition retail concessions 
and passenger services were expanded and improved. 

However, departure facilities in Terminal 8 have changed little since the 
terminal was dedicated. Since that time, there have been major changes in 
security requirements and procedures, not to mention the dramatic 
increase in the total numbers of domestic and international passengers. 
Terminal 8 consists of three concourses that connect the three satellites to 
the main terminal. The airline gates are located in the satellites. These 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Modernization of Terminal B 

Currently, a high percentage of the Airport's gate and ticket counter space 
is exclusively controlled through leases by Master Airlines. Non-Master 
Airlines do not have exclusive control over .ticket counters or gates. 

Presently, approximately 82% of the gates are held exclusively by Master 
Airline Agreements and 18% of gates are available to Non-Master Airlines. 
Based on the high percentage of Airport service and terminal capacity 
represented by Master Airline exclusively controlled gates, and the high 
percentage of non-competitive or under-served routes at the Airport, the 
Competition Plan recommends that any added terminal capacity be 
operated under non-exclusive, Non-Master Airline agreements so as to 
provide the flexibility required to improve airline competition. 

In order to accommodate new carriers to satisfy the conditions of EWR's 
Competition Plan for domestic carriers, and to enhance international air 
carrier competition, it is necessary to expand airline check-in areas and 
baggage claim areas. Considering that additional ticket counters cannot 
be added on to the existing Departures level without increasing the 
terminal footprint requiring substantial terminal structural modification, the 
additional ticket counters will be added by converting the existing 
domestic baggage claim area to a ticketing area. 

A new Domestic baggage claim area will be built on the operations level in 
an area that was previously used for vehicle parking. With the new parking 
restrictions, this area is presently underutilized. Additional space in front 
of the existing ticket counters on the Departures level will be achieved by 
shifting the ticket counters back and modifying the Departures level 
entrance doorways. The proposed project will utilize the existing vertical 
escalation ( escalators, elevators, stairs), which may be supplemented with 
additional escalators. Additionally, a new ground transportation 
information center and waiting area will be provided in an expanded lobby 
on the operations level adjacent to the new Domestic baggage claim area. 
It is anticipated that Common Use Terminal Equipment (CUTE) will be 
designed into this portion of the Modernization Plan. 

The costs outlined in this application are programmed for planning, design 
and construction of the terminal modernization. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) _____________ _ 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ____ _ 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other {explain) _________ _ 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other {explain) __________ _ 
_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 

LOI [ ] FAA SCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ 
Other {explain) _______________ _ 

_ Noise. 65 LON [ ] Other {explain) _____________ _ 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Modernization of Terminal B 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Three (3) air carriers have 
certified agreement with this project. All three were conditional 
agreements. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air Carrier 
Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: Five (5) air carriers 
certified disagreement with this project. One was a conditional 
disagreement. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air Carrier 
Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $122,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $3,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $125,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant# Grant Funds in Project$ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/ A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other $53,244,000 (Port Authority Capital Funds) 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $53,244,000 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $178,244,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X] NO [ ] 
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SECTION 7 

Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs 
from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Reimbursement of Mandated Security Costs 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****F()FI F/l../l.. LJE>E:******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. /l..lFIP()FIT WHE:FIE: PFl()JE:CT IE, L()C/l..TE:D: 
Newark Liberty International Airport {EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHE:CK ()NE:: IMP()E,E: [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] LJE>E: [ ] 

3. PFl()JE:CT TITLE: (/l..nd Public /l..gency Project Number, If /l..ppropriate): 
Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 

4.a. PFl()JE:CT DE:E>CFIIPTl()N: 
The funds for this project are to reimburse the Port Authority for 
compliance with unfunded security mandates promulgated by the FAA 
after the events of September 11th, 2001. This request is in addition to the 
Airport Improvement Program {AIP) funds received by the Port Authority in 
2002 and an amendment in 2005. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates_, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage facilities _ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 
facilities _ 

***** F() Fl F /l../l.. LJE, E: ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200;8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 

d. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LE:VE:L ()F C()LLE:CTl()N: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 6J 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 
6. PFl()JE:CT JLJE>TIFIC/l.. Tl()N: 
The project will reimburse the Port Authority for funds expended in 
complying with unfunded security mandates promulgated by the FAA for 
the period beginning September 11th, 2001 and extending to September 
30th, 2002. The funds requested in this PFC application were expended by 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Reimbursement of Mandated Security Costs 

a. _ Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 

_ Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 4711 O(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 

following - project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study: 

] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a){3){C); 
] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 

percentage of annual boardings or 
] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: September 11, 2001 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: September 30, 2002 
*****FOR FAA USE***********************************************.********************** 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Eight (8) air carriers 
certified agreement with this project. Of those 8, one (1) was a conditional 
agreement. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air Carrier 
Comments. 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Reimbursement of Mandated Security Costs 

a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 
YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
GIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A, AIP Grant previously awarded and 
pending amendment. 

*****F()R FAA USE:********************************************************************** 

a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 

*****F()R FAA USE:********************************************************************** 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will construct new large capacity elevators serving all four 
levels of Terminal A. The project may also include new additional 
escalators connecting the baggage claim area to the lower level ground 
transportation and parking level. In addition, an enlarged lobby at the 
ground transportation and parking level will accommodate a new ground 
transportation area to accommodate the more than 45,000 arriving and 
departing passengers who utilize Terminal A during the course of an 
average day. 

The existing elevators are undersized resulting in excessive congestion 
around elevators and baggage carts being used on escalators. 
Furthermore, the existing elevators and the escalators connecting the 
baggage claim area and the lower level ground transportation and parking 
level are not optimally located for passenger convenience and 
accessibility. Currently there are three banks of escalators and two small 
passenger elevators that can accommodate approximately six (6) 
passengers each connecting the arrivals, departures and HOV 
roadway/parking levels. 

Vertical circulation improvements similar to those described here have 
been recently completed in Terminal Band the project has resulted in vast 
improvements in reducing passenger congestion and inconvenience, and 
has improved safety conditions within the terminal. 

This project will complement and will not conflict with the Terminal A 
Expansion Project. In fact, this project is necessary even if the Terminal A 
Expansion project is not performed. Terminals A, B and C were all built at 
the same time and their designs are essentially the same. While Terminal A 
has changed relatively little, very substantial changes have been made in 
both Terminals B and C. Experience gained in the other two Terminals 
allows us to make similar improvements in Terminal A that will be 
compatible with any future Terminal expansion. 
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Despite the dramatic increase in passenger enplanements, certain critical 
elements of the Terminal remain essentially the same since it was 
completed in 1973 when passenger traffic was approximately three (3) 
million annual passengers. 

As a result, there is significant passenger congestion throughout the 
terminal complex that can only be remedied through extensive 
reconfiguration of the terminal. An important element for reducing 
congestion is achieved by enabling passengers to efficiently move through 
the terminal. This can be accomplished by strategically locating properly 
sized elevators and escalators along the main traffic areas that are 
vertically separated, where passengers transition from key areas within the 
terminal. In Terminal A this occurs between the ticketing area, the main 
concessions area and concourse level, the baggage claim area and the 
lower level ground transportation anct parking level. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
This project makes a significant contribution to the operation of Terminal A 
by alleviating existing congestion issues and improving passenger 
throughput in Terminal A. The existing six (6) passenger elevators are 
inadequate in number, size and location. 

As passenger volumes increase at EWR, traffic congestion increases on 
the terminal frontage roadways. EWR's strategy for addressing this 
problem has been to remove unnecessary vehicles from the frontage 
roadways. To this end, a new HOV roadway and frontage was recently 
completed on the ground/operations level in front of the three terminals. At 
Terminals 8 and C, buses now pick up passengers on this lower level. 
However, at Terminal A, buses cannot yet utilize the new HOV frontage, as 
the existing vertical circulation within the building is inadequate to handle 
the volume of passengers loading and unloading from the buses. A peak 
hour passenger traffic study conducted in 2000 determined that 6% of 
arriving passengers traveled to the parking lots on the lower level. This 
percentage will increase to a total of 19% of arriving passengers once the 
new HOV frontage is in operation. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) ______________ _ 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) _________ _ 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) __________ _ 
_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 

LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ 
Other (explain) _______________ _ 
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c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Seven (7) air carriers have 
certified agreement with this project. Of those seven, one (1) was a 
conditional agreement. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air 
Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: One. (1) air carrier 
certified disagreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $29,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $2,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $31,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/ A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $31,000,000 
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Newark Liberty International Airport North Area Roadway Improvements 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
North Area Roadway Improvements 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This North Area Roadway Improvements Project consists of the 
construction of a reconfigured airport roadway to provide safe and efficient 
routing of auto and cargo truck traffic. This road is located on the Airport 
and will be used by current air cargo carriers, passenger airline cargo 
operations, and Airport patrons utilizing the adjacent long-term parking lot, 
known as Economy Lot P6. On a daily basis, airport passengers park 
approximately 800 automobiles in Economy Lot P6. 

Project components consist of the relocation of existing parking lot 
entrance and exit toll plazas, increasing the radii of existing roadway 
curves, providing direct airport access from airline facilities, and 
significantly reducing the travel distance for cargo trucks traveling to the 
north side of the airport from Port Newark. This project will enhance traffic 
safety by providing a route for cargo truck traffic that will be used less 
frequently by other airport traffic than the route currently in use. In total, 
the project will modify approximately 3,600 linear feet of roadway. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates_, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage facilities _ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 
facilities _ 

*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] {indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 
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800 automobiles in Economy Lot P6. This project will improve the 
operational safety and efficiency of tractor-trailers accessing the cargo 
areas and automobiles accessing the long-term parking lot. 

There are currently 15 airlines providing cargo service operating at EWR 
that hauled over 890,000 tons of cargo in 2003. There are two (2) dedicated 
air cargo carriers along with the cargo operations of eleven (11) passenger 
airlines residing in the multi-tenant cargo building located in the North 
Area. The North Area Roadway Improvement project will allow these 
carriers to more efficiently utilize standard 53-foot tractor-trailers to 
transfer cargo to and from the Airport. Presently, these trucks are limited 
on the current roadway system requiring the carriers to make additional 
trips using smaller trucks. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain)---------------

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) _________ _ 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ______ _ 
_ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) ___________ _ 
_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 

LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ 
Other (explain) ________________ _ 

_ Noise. 65 LON [ ] Other (explain)--------------

_ Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. ( explain and go to 
6. Project Justification - FOR FAA USE - for analysis). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the North Area Roadway Improvement Project is to 
enhance safety and reduce airport roadway congestion by further 
separating cargo truck traffic from other airport passenger auto traffic by 
providing a more direct route from the Port of Newark to the North Cargo 
Area of EWR and for air passengers entering and exiting Economy Lot P6. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

_ Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
_ Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
_ Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
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*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/ A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $11,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO. [ ] N/ A [ X ] 

d. Comments. 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 

YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
GIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade Navigational Aids RIW 22R-22L 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****F()R F~ lJSE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRP()RT WHERE PR()JECT IS L()CATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ()NE: IMPOSE [X] IMP()SE AND lJSE [ ] lJSE [ ] 

3. PR()JECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Upgrade Navigational Aids R/W 22R - 22L 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTl()N: 
This project is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAVAIDS) on 
R/W 22R and 22L. R/W 22R presently has a Category (CAT I) Instrument 
Landing System (ILS) approach and this project will upgrade the existing, 
earlier generation localizer and glideslope equipment to modern Mark XX 
equipment. This will improve the reliability of the ILS during Instrument 
Flight Rules (IFR) conditions. 

The improvement to the R/W 22L NAVAIDS includes an upgrade from the 
existing CAT I approach to CAT Ill approach. This requires the installation 
of modern Mark XX localizer and glideslope equipment and the installation 
of an Approach Lighting System with Sequenced Flashers - 2 (ALSF-2). 
These two projects will improve the ILS system performance while 
enhancing the IFR capacity of the Airport. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates_, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage facilities _ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 
facilities -

*****FOR F~ lJSE ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ) not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] NIA [ ] 

d. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL ()F COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to BJ 
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The instrument approach on R/W 22L is currently a CAT I. Presently, R/W 
4R is the only runway equipped with a CAT Ill system. During CAT Ill 
conditions, A/W 4A is the only runway that can accommodate arriving 
aircraft. If a system malfunction occurs on R/W 4A during CAT Ill weather 
conditions, the airport is essentially closed until weather conditions 
improve. This is particularly of concern when prevailing weather 
conditions restrict visibility to CAT Ill minimums. 

The CAT Ill upgrade on R/W 22L will require new Mark XX localizer and 
glideslope equipment and the installation of an ALSF-2. A significant 
portion of the existing infrastructure will be reused for the CAT Ill upgrade 
thereby minimizing construction costs. 

FAA Order 7031.2C, Airways Planning Standard Number One - Terminal Air 
Navigation Facilities and Air Traffic Control Services provides further 
justification for the installation of upgraded ILS equipment. This Order 
describes a ratio formula the FAA uses to justify ILS installation with 
approach lights. This ratio considers the total number of instrument 
operations compared with total aircraft operations and multiplied using an 
FAA designed runway design factor. 

After applying the EWA Aircraft Operations, obtained from FAA Operational 
Data for Year 2002 and 2003, the ratio value is 8,994. Based on criteria from 
FAA Order 7031.2C, an airport with a ratio greater than 1.00 qualifies for an 
ILS with an approach light system. The value for EWA is 8,994, which well 
exceeds the ILS ratio limit. 

Typically, the FAA purchases and installs ILS equipment. However, the 
Port Authority will purchase and install the equipment to rectify the 
operational issues with the existing NAVAIDS equipment on this runway. 
Therefore, the Port Authority is requesting funds to support the 
construction, purchase and installation of the CAT Ill equipment. The 
equipment purchased and installed will be fully compatible with FAA 
procured equipment. The system will be turned over to the FAA when the 
installation is complete and commissioned to FAA standards. This project 
has been coordinated with the FAA and the FAA has authorized the Port 
Authority to purchase and install the NAVAIDS equipment. See FAA 
support letter included in Attachment I Additional Information. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWA has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate that over 
405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the 
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Other (explain} ________________ _ 

Noise. 65 LON [ ] Other (explain)--------------

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. ( explain and go to 
6. Project Justification - FOR FAA USE - for analysis). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to enhance ILS system performance on R/W 
22R while expanding CAT Ill ILS capability to R/W 22L. This will improve 
the capacity of the Airport while providing additional flexibility during 
reduced visibility conditions. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

_ Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 4711 O(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 

following - project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study: 

] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 

percentage of annual boardings ); or 
] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: July 2006 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2008 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
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a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ X ] 

d. Comments. 
*****FOR FAA lJSE********************************************************************** 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 

YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
GIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-lJP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 

*****FOR FAA lJSE********************************************************************** 
ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 
Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [X] IMPOSE AND USE [ ] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Upgrade Navigational Aids on R/W 4L 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAV AIDS) on 
R/W 4L. The NAVAIDS improvement to R/W 4L includes an upgrade from 
the existing Category I (CAT I) to CAT Ill Instrument Landing System (ILS). 
This requires the installation of modern Mark XX localizer and glideslope 
equipment and the installation of an Approach Lighting System with 
Sequenced Flashers - 2 (ALSF-2). 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates_, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage facilities _ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 
facilities _ 

***** FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 

d. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to aJ 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 
6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate that over 
405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the 
airport accounting for over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places 
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Typically, the FAA purchases and installs ILS equipment. However, the 
Port Authority will purchase and install the equipment to address the 
potential delay issues. Therefore, the Port Authority is requesting funds to 
support the construction, purchase and installation of the CAT Ill 
equipment. The equipment purchased will be fully compatible with FAA 
procured equipment. The system will be turned over to the FAA when the 
system is installed and commissioned to FAA standards. This project has 
been coordinated with the FAA and the FAA has authorized the Port 
Authority to purchase and install the NAV AIDS equipment. See FAA 
support letter included in Attachment I Additional Information. 
*****FOR FAA USE *********************************************************** ********* 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate that over 
405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at the 
airport accounting for over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places 
EWR as #13 in the nation and #23 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. Although the 
airline industry has experienced a worldwide downturn since 2001, Port 
Authority projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to expand over the near term as an annual passenger growth rate 
of 2.6% is anticipated over the next ten years. This will result in the Airport 
serving 40 million annual passengers through 483,000 aircraft operations 
by Year 2013. 

Presently, the Visual Flight Rules (VFR) capacity of the Airport is 92 -108 
flights per hour. This drops to 74-78 flights per hours during IFR 
conditions. According to FAA statistics, scheduled traffic at EWR exceeds 
capacity for five to seven hours per day, during IFR weather. Furthermore, 
on adverse weather days about 18% of EWR flights are delayed 
significantly. The very latest in NAV AIDS technology will maximize the 
capacity of the Airport and to ensure the reliability of NAV AIDS 
performance through the installation of the most modern ILS equipment. 

The CAT Ill capability on R/W 4L provides for CAT Ill ILS redundancy and 
allows air traffic controllers additional flexibility in assigning runways to 
inbound aircraft during CAT Ill weather conditions. 

During Instrument Flight Rule (IFR) conditions, winds at EWR generally 
favor an approach from the south. Presently, there is CAT Ill capability on 
R/W 4R only. In the event of an aircraft incident or equipment failure on 
R/W 4R during CAT Ill conditions,. the Airport will be closed to arrivals until 
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*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

_ Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
_ Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
_ Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 4711 O(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 

following - project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study: 

] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 

percentage of annual boardings or 
] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: July 2008 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2009 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ X ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: February 2006 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 
b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Seven (7) air carriers have 
certified agreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 
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*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 

YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
GIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 
Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Improvements to Runway Safety Areas 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****F()R F/l../l.. lJSE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. /l..lRP()RT WHERE PR()JECT IS L()C/l..TED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ()NE: IMPOSE [X] IMP()SE /l..ND lJSE [ ] lJSE [ ] 

3. PR()JECT TITLE (/l..nd Public /l..gency Project Number, If /l..ppropriate): 
Improvements to Runway Safety Areas 

4.a. PR()JECT DESCRIPTl()N: 
The Improvements to Runway Safety Areas (RSA) project will enhance the 
dimensional standards on Runways 11 and 29 for compliance with FAA 
standards for RSA's. The RSA's for Runways 11 and 29 presently does not 
meet FAA standards and are not easily expandable due to the location of 
the New Jersey Turnpike/Interstate 95 to the east and Route 1 & 9 and 
significant industrial development to the west. 

This project will implement a recommendation of the RSA Study with the 
express purpose of improving the RSA for R/W 11-29. Implementation will 
include the construction of RSA Study recommendations that are in 
compliance with FAA standards. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates_, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage facilities _ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 
facilities _ 

*****F()R F /l../l.. lJSE ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 

d. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL ()F C()LLECTl()N: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to eJ 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 
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a. _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) _______________ _ 
Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 

_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) _________ _ 
CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ______ _ 

_ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) ___________ _ 
_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 

LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ 
Other (explain) ________________ _ 

Noise. 65 LON [ ] Other (explain) _____________ _ 

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. ( explain and go to 
6. Project Justification - FOR FAA USE - for analysis). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the Runway Safety Area Project is to enhance aircraft and 
passenger safety by bringing the RSA's up to FAA standards by applying 
FAA approved recommendations. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

_ Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
_ Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
_ Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 4711 O(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 

following - project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study: 

] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 

percentage of annual boardings ); or 
] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: December 2006 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2008 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ ] NO [ ] 
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a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ X ] 

d. Comments. 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 

YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. · Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 

Page 5 of 5 FAA Form Revised 10/2/00 



~ NIIIAlflllOIIIY OF NY & NJ 

Newark Liberty International Airport 
IMPROVEMENTS TO RUNWAY SAFETY AREAS 





~ PORTAUIHORnY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

JOHN F. KENNEDY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

SECTION 1- Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A and Rehabilitation of Taxiway B 

SECTION 2 - Construction of Taxiway A and P Connector 

SECTION 3 - Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A and B Bridges 

SECTION 4- Runway 13L-31R Rehabilitation Project 

SECTION 5 - Planning Project for the Rehabilitation and Widening of R/W 13R 

SECTION 6 - Perimeter Security Project 

SECTION 7 - Infrastructure Study and Preliminary Design to Accommodate a New Terminal 

SECTION 8 - Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 

John F. Kennedy International Airport Table of Contents 



~ PORTAUIIIORDY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

SECTION 1 

Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A and 
Rehabilitation of Taxiway B 

John F. Kennedy lntemationa/ Airport 



John F. Kennedy International Airport Reloc. and Rehab. of TIW A and Rehab. of T/W B 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A and Rehabilitation of Taxiway B 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
Taxiways A and B are the primary circulation taxiways to the passenger 
terminals at JFK. This project will provide necessary clearance between 
Taxiway A and the adjacent Restricted Service Road (RSA) by relocating 
the taxiway centerline. In addition, the project will widen the taxiway 
throats and rehabilitate the asphalt and concrete pavement of Taxiway A to 
provide a 20-year design life and to strengthen the pavement to withstand 
regular passage of conventional wide-body aircraft and the Airbus A380. 
The project will also rehabilitate T/W B pavement. Relocation of T/W B is 
not required. 

The Airbus A380 is scheduled to begin operations at JFK at Terminals 1 
and/or 4 in late 2006. A program of airfield improvement projects is 
necessary to safely accommodate the physical size and operational 
characteristics of the A380. The taxiway relocation, in addition to providing 
adequate separation between T/W A and the RSA, will shift the existing 
taxiway shoulders to meet FAA Group VI design standards for the A380. 
The goal of this program is to complete all phased implementation of the 
projects within budget and prior to the arrival of the A380. The T/W B 
pavement is nearing the end of its design life and requires rehabilitation to 
prevent excessive deterioration of the pavement structural section. 

The taxiway pavement, including shoulders, pavement markings, drainage, 
signing, lighting, of the 21,913-foot long T/W A are to be rehabilitated and 
centerline relocated by approximately sixteen feet. The pavement will be 
designed to accommodate higher wheel loads, increase the lateral clear 
zone to an existing RSA, and accommodate larger turning radii associated 
with the A380. Twenty-two cross taxiways connecting to T/W B and the 
throats to the aprons will be widened to 100 feet. The RSA will be 
strengthened for the full width of the throat where aircraft will cross to 
access the apron. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates _, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Reloc. and Rehab. of TIW A and Rehab. of TIW B 

JFK International Airport consists of nine terminal buildings with a total of 
175 gate positions. The Airport contributes approximately $22 billion in 
economic activity to the New York/New Jersey Region, which includes over 
$7 billion in wages and salaries. A major economic force, the Airport 
provides about 207,000 jobs through on and off Airport businesses and 
indirectly related business. Port Authority statistics indicate that over 
280,000 aircraft operations occurred at the Airport in 2003, carrying nearly 
32 million passengers to 127 domestic and international destinations. 
According to Port Authority statistics, JFK is the fastest growing airport in 
the New York Region. Although listed by the FAA as the 13th most delayed 
airport in the nation, this current activity level ranks JFK as #14 in the 
nation and #25 in the world for total number of air passengers. 

Forecasts for passenger growth at JFK indicate that the Airport will grow 
faster than the national average. Currently, the FAA anticipates a 3.4% 
national average growth rate for passenger enplanements. However, JFK 
is expected to experience an average 3.6% growth rate. The Airport 
reached its pre-9/11 passenger enplanement levels in late 2004. This 
growth can mainly be attributed to expanded domestic passenger service 
by low fare airlines. By 2013, the Airport is expected to serve 43 million 
annual passengers through total aircraft operations of 375,000. 

Supporting this level of passenger and aircraft operational activity is a 
complex network of taxiways and taxilanes that interconnects the terminal 
buildings with the runways. A key component of the taxiway system is T/W 
A and T/W 8. Encircling the CTA, T/W A and B are critical to providing 
efficient routing of aircraft from the passenger terminals to any location on 
the airport via a network of taxiways radiating out from the T/W A and B 
ring. At JFK, nearly every air carriei, air cargo, and passenger commuter 
aircraft uses some part of T/W A & B during its operation. 

T/W A forms the inner ring of a concentric circle of taxiways made up of 
T/W A and T/W B and centered around the 880 acre CTA. The taxiways 
were originally constructed in the 1960's and 1970's. T/W A and B provide 
an efficient route for aircraft to taxi between the CT A, the airfield and the 
north, south and east side of the Airport. The current dimension of T/W A 
relative to T/W B allows simultaneous two-way traffic by Group V aircraft. 

Although pavement maintenance and repair is performed on a regular 
basis, the pavements are nearing the end of their useful lives. A pavement 
evaluation performed in June 2003 by the Port Authority, as part of the on
going pavement management plan, indicated that the pavement-wearing 
surface is beginning to exhibit signs of significant deterioration that cannot 
be rectified through ·routine maintenance. If this deterioration is permitted 
to continue, the pavement subgrade will degrade requiring a full 
reconstruction of the pavement. A full reconstruction will cost significantly 
more in terms of construction and operational impacts, result in the 
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] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 
percentage of annual boardings ); or 

] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: November 2004 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2007 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 

· a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Six (6) air carriers have 
certified agreement with this project. Of those six, one (1) was a 
conditional agreement. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air 
Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: Three (3) air carriers 
have certified disagreement with this project. Of those three, one (1) was a 
conditional disagreement. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air 
Carrier Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $85,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $5,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $90,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
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ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Construction of T /WA & P Connector 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [X] IMPOSE AND USE [ ] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Construction of Taxiway A and Taxiway P Connector 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
Taxiway A is one of two primary circulation taxiways allowing access to the 
passenger terminals at JFK from the runway complex. This project 
reconfigures the existing pavement that connects Taxiways A (T/W A) and 
P (T/W P) to provide aircraft with an efficient taxiway route between R/W 
13R-31 L and the terminal areas. 

Presently, when long wheel based aircraft (B-777 and A340) are 
transitioning between the terminal area and the airfield, these aircraft must 
taxi at a slower than normal speed in order to negotiate the existing turn 
radius, thereby reducing capacity on the Airport and contributing to 
departure and arrival delays. With the completion of this project, air 
carriers operating long-wheel based aircraft will be able to taxi on all 
airfield areas at JFK in a similar manner without having to conduct 
modified operational procedures for T/W A and P. 

Furthermore when Group VI aircraft are transitioning between the terminal 
areas and the airfield on T/W A and P, R/W 13R-31 L must be closed to 
arrivals and departures. This is due to the fact that the present 
configuration of the taxiway does not meet Group VI runway to taxiway 
separation standards. As a result, when Group VI aircraft are on Taxiway A 
and P, R/W 13R-31 L must be closed until the aircraft are clear of the 
taxiway. The new T/W A and P Connector configuration will resolve the 
runway to taxiway separation conflict by constructing new pavement that 
will route aircraft away from the runway. 

The new taxiway connector will be designed and constructed to 
accommodate all aircraft currently operating at JFK, including the A380, 
which is anticipated to enter service at the Airport in late 2006, serving 
airlines in Terminals 1 and 4. Reconfiguration and construction of the 
Taxiway A and P Connector will provide a taxiway that has load bearing 
capabilities and adequate separation required to accommodate Design 
Group VI aircraft, like the A380, while allowing uninterrupted runway 
operation. 
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******************************************************************************************* 
7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
JFK International Airport consists of nine terminal buildings with a total of 
175 gate positions. The Airport contributes approximately $22 billion in 
economic activity to the New York/New Jersey Region, which includes over 
$7 billion in wages and salaries. A major economic force, the Airport 
provides about 207 ,000 jobs through on and off Airport businesses and 
indirectly related business. Port Authority statistics indicate that over 
280,000 aircraft operations occurred at the Airport in 2003, carrying nearly 
32 million passengers to 127 domestic and international destinations. 
According to Port Authority statistics, JFK is the fastest growing airport in 
the New York Region. Although listed by the FAA as the 13th most delayed 
airport in the nation in 2003, this current activity level ranks JFK as #14 in 
the nation and #25 in the world for total number of air passengers. 

Forecasts for passenger growth at JFK indicate that the Airport will grow 
faster than the national average. Currently, the FAA anticipates a 3.4% 
national average growth rate for passenger enplanements. However, JFK 
is expected to experience an average 3.6% growth rate. The Airport 
reached its pre-9/11 passenger enplanement levels in late 2004. This 
growth can mainly be attributed to expanded domestic passenger service 
by low fare airlines. By 2013, the Airport is expected to serve 43 million 
annual passengers with total aircraft operations at 375,000. 

Supporting this level of passenger and aircraft operational activity is a 
complex network of taxiways and taxilanes that interconnect the terminal 
buildings with the runways. A key component of the taxiway system is T/W 
A, T/W B and its connectors. Encircling the CTA, T/W A is critical to 
providing efficient routing of aircraft from the passenger terminals to 
Runway 13R-31 L for departures and arrivals. At JFK, nearly every air 
carrier, air cargo, and passenger commuter aircraft uses some part of T/W 
A during its operation. 

T/W A, as well as connectors, were originally constructed in the 1960's and 
1970's. T/W A and P Connector will provide an efficient route for aircraft to 
taxi between the CTA and Runway 13R-31L. The new taxiway 
reconfiguration will allow aircraft operations to occur without reducing 
runway capacity and eliminating congestion at the T/W P and T/W A 
intersection. 

Along with the pavement, the project will include the realignment and 
replacement of items such as taxiway edge lighting component 
replacement, modern signs, and new pavement markings. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain) _____________ _ 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) _________ _ 
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b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: August 2005 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Five (5) air carriers 
certified agreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: Four (4) air carriers 
certified disagreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $3,200,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $800,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $4,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant# Grant Funds in Project$ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $4,000,000 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Recon. and Strengthen TIW A and T/W B Bridges 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A and B Bridges 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
· This project will reconstruct and strengthen the two pairs of bridges that 
serve Taxiways A and B in the vicinity of the Van Wyck Expressway 
(Bridges J11 & J12) and the JFK Expressway (Bridges J13 & 14), where 
those roadways enter the Central Terminal Area (CT A). The bridge deck 
and girders will be replaced and strengthened to accommodate the existing 
aircraft fleet mix and the A380. 

The approaches to the T/W A and T/W B Bridges will be repaved to match 
the cross-slope and profile of the bridges. Paving on the bridge 
approaches is anticipated not to exceed two hundred feet on each 
approach. The bridge foundations are not affected so all reconstruction 
will be above ground. Each pair of bridges for T/W A and T/W B will be 
closed simultaneously for reconstruction and strengthening. Aircraft will 
use T/W B bridges when T/W A bridges are closed and vice versa. The 
expressways will be closed and traffic diverted for intermittent periods 
during reconstruction. The road closures will be planned to ensure 
continuous availability of access/egress roads serving the CTA. All 
construction requiring full closure of the bridges will be accomplished 
between mid-September and mid-June to ensure that taxiway bridges are 
available during summer peak periods. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates _, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage facilities _ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 
facilities _ 

*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 
b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 
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Forecasts for passenger growth at JFK indicate that the Airport will grow 
faster than the national average. Currently, the FAA anticipates a 3.4% 
national average annual growth rate for passenger enplanements. 
However, JFK is expected to experience an average 3.6% annual passenger 
enplanement growth. The Airport reached its pre-9/11 passenger 
enplanement levels in late 2004. This growth can mainly be attributed to 
expanded domestic passenger service by low fare airlines. By 2013, the 
Airport is expected to serve 43 million annual passengers with total aircraft 
operations at 375,000. 

Supporting this level of passenger and aircraft operational activity is a 
complex network of taxiways and taxilanes that interconnects the terminal 
buildings with the runways. A key component of the taxiway system is T/W 
A and T/W B. These two taxiways are critical in providing safe and efficient 
routing of aircraft from passenger terminal, aircraft maintenance and cargo 
areas. On JFK, every air carrier, air cargo, and passenger commuter 
aircraft uses some part of T/W A and T/W B during its operation. 

Constructed in the 1960's, T/W A and T/W B form a concentric circle of 
taxiways centered around the 880 acre CT A and provide a safe and efficient 
route for aircraft to taxi between the CT A, air cargo areas, aircraft 
maintenance areas, and the north and south side of the Airport. Each 
taxiway incorporates two bridges each that cross over the main access 
roads entering and exiting the Airport. The current dimensions of T/W A 
and T/W B relative to each other allows simultaneous two-way traffic by 
Group V aircraft. 

The Taxiway Bridges constitute a vital link in the T/W A and T/W B ring. 
Without these bridges, several key areas on the Airport will be 
inaccessible. These areas include Terminals 8 and 9 where American 
Airlines conducts Domestic and International passenger service; aircraft 
maintenance hangars for United Airlines and American Airlines; and the air 
cargo area housing 31 domestic and international airline air cargo facilities. 
There are no alternative routes that allow access to these areas if the 
taxiway bridges are not available. 

Presently, the JFK Expressway Bridges are completely restricted. The Van 
Wyck Expressway Bridges are load restricted reducing B-777 and A340 
taxiing operations to one per day and limited to a weight of 700,000 lbs. 
These restrictions result in congestion on the runways and taxiways and 
can potentially result in safety hazards as aircraft must hold or are 
redirected to more circuitous routes via alternate taxiways. The 
reconstruction project will be designed to accommodate current aircraft 
and future aircraft expected to operate at JFK. 
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******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: August 2004 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2006 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Seven (7) air carriers have 
certified agreement with this project. Of those seven, one (1) was a 
conditional agreement. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air 
Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: Two (2) air carriers 
have certified disagreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE***********************************************.*********************** 
a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $39, 700,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $300,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $40,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 
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******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport RIW 13L-31R Rehabilitation Project 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Runway 13L- 31 R Rehabilitation Project 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project consists of pavement rehabilitation along the entire length of 
R/W 13L-31 R, and pavement rehabilitation of the northernmost end of R/W 
4L-22R, for approximately 1,000 feet. R/W 13L-31 R is currently 10,000 feet 
long by 150 feet wide and was originally constructed in the 1960' s. 
Although the R/W 4L-22R pavement is part of the displaced threshold, this 
section of the runway is used extensively by aircraft departing R/W 22R 
and for aircraft exiting runway 13L-31 R. 

The asphalt concrete pavement is routinely inspected and crack sealed as 
needed. However, the pavement is beginning to exhibit signs of 
deterioration due to age related stress. In order to prevent further 
pavement degradation and subsequent damage to the pavement sub
grade, an asphalt rehabilitation must be performed to extend the life of the 
pavement. As part of the Runway 13L-31 R Rehabilitation Project edge 
lighting, centerline fixtures, signage, drainage, pavement markings and 
shoulders will be modified as needed. The design will include provisions 
to maximize construction activity during overnight hours to minimize 
operational impacts to airlines. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates_, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage facilities _ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 
facilities _ 

*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 
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airport in the nation, this current activity level ranks JFK as #14 in the 
nation and #25 in the world for total number of air passengers. 

Forecasts for passenger growth at JFK indicate that the Airport will grow 
faster than the national average. The FAA anticipates a 3.4% national 
average growth rate for passenger enplanements. However, JFK is 
expected to experience an average 3.6% growth rate. The Airport reached 
its pre-9/11 passenger enplanement levels in late 2004. This growth can 
mainly be attributed to expanded domestic passenger service by low fare 
airlines. By 2013, the Airport is expected to serve 43 million annual 
passengers through total aircraft operations of 375,000. 

In order to support this level of activity, all runways at JFK must be fully 
operational and not subject to load restrictions that would constrain the 
types of aircraft or number of operations occur on any of the runways. A 
constraint on any runway would have a ripple effect that would impact 
other airports in the New York Region and airports throughout the nation. 

The R/W 13L-31 R Rehabilitation Project is critical to ensure the continued 
and unrestricted utilization of R/W 13L-31 R and the northernmost end of 
R/W 22R. R/W 13L-31 R measures 10,000 feet by 150 feet and is equipped 
with a Category I ILS. Because of these capabilities, R/W 13L-31R is one of 
the primary use runways on JFK, particularly during inclement weather 
conditions. The northernmost end of R/W 22R is used extensively by 
aircraft departing to the south and for aircraft to exit R/W 13L-31 R without 
reducing capacity on Taxiway A or B. 

The proposed pavement overlay design not only preserves the surface 
pavement, but will also prevent deterioration and subsequent damage to 
the pavement sub-grade. Presently, the runway's asphalt pavement is 
structurally sound. However, the wearing course is beginning to exhibit 
signs of age related stress cracking. As a result, pavement rehabilitation is 
required that will replace the existing wearing course with revitalized 
asphalt pavement and preserve the structural sections of the runway. By 
rehabilitating the runways before more extensive pavement degradation 
occurs, the structural section will be preserved thereby eliminating the 
need for more extensive pavement reconstruction. Some selective 
structural repairs will be made as needed, but an overall pavement 
reconstruction is not required at this time. 

The asphalt overlay will ensure the continued use of this runway without 
the need for major reconstruction. If the runway is required to be taken out 
of service for a prolonged period for reconstruction, the implications may 
result in flight delays and added congestion affecting air travel nationwide. 
Indeed this has been experienced on a national level on several occasions 
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Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 47110(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 

following - project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study: 

] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 

percentage of annual boardings ); or 
] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: August 2004 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2005 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Eight (8) air carriers have 
certified agreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: One (1) air carrier has 
certified disagreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
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b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Planning for Rehab. and Widening of RIW 13R 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Planning Project for the Rehabilitation and Widening of R/W 13R 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will plan a pavement rehabilitation and widening for R/W 13R-
31 L. The runway is currently 14,572 feet long by 150 feet wide and was 
originally constructed in the 1960's. The runway is routinely inspected and 
crack sealed as needed. However, the pavement is beginning to exhibit 
signs of deterioration due to age related stress. In order to prevent further 
pavement degradation and subsequent damage to the ·pavement sub
grade, an asphalt overlay will be constructed to extend the life of the 
pavement and to accommodate the loads from anticipated aircraft. 

The main elements of this study include: 

• Runway Pavement Design and Threshold Restoration: $2, 100,000; 

• Low Visibility Operational Enhancement Analysis (Including 
environmental review): $800,000; 

• Capacity and Flow Improvement Analysis: $300,000; and, 

• Environmental Permitting: $800,000. 

The Planning Project for the Rehabilitation and Widening of R/W 13R will 
include preliminary designs and specifications for pavement widening and 
rehabilitation and the relocation of lighting, signage, drainage, marking and 
shoulders. The pavement will be widened to 200' to accommodate the 
Airbus A380, a Design Group VI aircraft, which is scheduled to enter 
service at JFK in late 2006. Although this planning project will not be 
completed until 2006, it is anticipated that the FAA will issue a temporary 
waiver permitting operation of the. A380 on a 150' wide runway. In this 
particular case, R/W 13R-31 L was originally constructed to 200' width and 
was subsequently reduced to 150' for Group V aircraft; the original 
pavement is currently maintained as runway shoulder. 
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In addition to the pavement condition issue, during the winter months there 
is a recurring problem of ice damming along the southern edge of the 
runway adjacent to Jamaica Bay. Ice damming is caused by large slabs of 
ice being driven past the shoreline by tidal action occurring on the Bay. 
This presents a Foreign Object Damage (FOD) potential to jet engines, 
particularly to outboard engines on large four-engine aircraft. This project 
will include engineering alternatives that will prevent ice slabs from 
encroaching onto the runway pavement. 

Along with the pavement rehabilitation, the project will include widening to 
accommodate the Airbus A380 aircraft that is expected to be in service with 
eight air passenger and air cargo airlines currently operating at JFK in late 
2006. It is anticipated that the pavement will be widened from the current 
150' to 200' in accordance with Group VI design standards as stipulated by 
the FAA. R/W 13R-31 L was originally constructed to 200' width and was 
subsequently reduced to 150' for Group V aircraft; the original pavement is 
currently maintained as runway shoulder. 

For the status of Runway Safety Area projects at JFK, please see 
Attachment A Airport Capital Improvement Plan and Attachment I 
Additional Information. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
JFK International Airport consists of nine terminal buildings with a total of 
175 gate positions. The Airport contributes approximately $22 billion in 
economic activity to the New York/New Jersey Region, which includes over 
$7 billion in wages and salaries. A major economic force, the Airport 
provides about 207,000 jobs through on and off Airport businesses and 
indirectly related business. Port Authority statistics indicate that over 
280,000 aircraft operations occurred at the Airport in 2003, carrying nearly 
32 million passengers to 127 domestic and international destinations. 
According to Port Authority statistics, JFK is the fastest growing airport in 
the New York Region. Although listed by the FAA as the 13th most delayed 
airport in the nation, this current activity level ranks JFK as #14 in the 
nation and #25 in the world for total number of air passengers. 

Forecasts for passenger growth at JFK indicate that the Airport will grow 
faster than the national average. The FAA anticipates a 3.4% national 
average growth rate for passenger enplanements. However, JFK is 
expected to experience an average 3.6% growth rate. The Airport reached 
its pre-9/11 passenger enplanement levels in late 2004. This growth can 
mainly be attributed to expanded domestic passenger service by low fare 
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FAA. The runway was originally designed to 200' width and was 
subsequently reduced to 150' as there were no Group VI aircraft operating 
at JFK. In anticipation of the A380, there is a distinct need to provide a 
runway that meets Group VI standards. This will require modification of 
the runway edge lighting system to relocate the edge light fixtures outside 
of the runway edge, along with new signage and markings. 

For the status of Runway Safety Area projects at JFK, please see 
Attachment A Airport Capital Improvement Plan and Attachment I 
Additional Information. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain)---------------

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) _________ _ 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ______ _ 
_ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) ___________ _ 
_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 

LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ 
Other (explain) _______________ _ 

_ Noise. 65 LON [ ] Other (explain) _____________ _ 

_ Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. ( explain and go to 
6. Project Justification - FOR FAA USE - for analysis). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to complete planning efforts to 
accommodate the A380 on RW 13R and at the same time to rehabilitate the 
runway pavement to preserve the pavement structure and prevent the need 
for a full-depth reconstruction. The runway rehabilitation will preclude the 
need for extensive runway closures and will reduce delay impacts on the 
New York Airport System and the NAS. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

_ Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
_ Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
_ Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 4711 O(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
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*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/ A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $5,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ X ] 

d. Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 

YES [ ] NO [ ]. · If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
GIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] . 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 

Page 7of8 FAA Form Revised 10/2/00 



v!POIITAUIIIIIIRY OF NY & NJ 

John F. Kennedy International Airport 
PLANNING PROJECT FOR THE REHABILITATION 

AND WIDENING OF R/W 13R 



P. PORT AlffllORm OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

SECTION 6 

Perimeter Security Project 

John F. Kennedy lntemational Airport 
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ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****F()R FAA LJSE:******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRP()RT WHE:RE: PR()JE:CT IS L()CATE:D: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport {JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHE:CK ()NE:: IMP()SE: [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] LJSE: [ ] 

3. PR()JE:CT TITLE: (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Perimeter Security Project 

4.a. PR()JE:CT DE:SCRIPTl()N: 
This project will enhance perimeter and airport operations area {AOA) 
security at JFK. The project will complement overall security measures 
and will be coordinated with the JFK Federal Security Director {FSD) and 
will be consistent with Transportation Security Administration {TSA) 
guidelines for airport security. The project will incorporate design, 
purchase and installation of security related equipment and infrastructure. 

It is anticipated that the project will incorporate a multi-layered hardening 
approach consisting of perimeter fencing, barriers, gates and lighting, 
along with multiple technologies such as surface radar, fiber-optic sensing 
cable, closed-circuit television, and video motion detection. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates _, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters_, gates_, and baggage facilities_ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 
facilities 

*****F()R FAA LJSE: ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

d. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LE:VE:L ()F C()LLE:CTl()N: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 6) 

Page 1 of 5 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 
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_ Noise. 65 LON [ ] Other (explain)--------------

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution" rules. (explain and go to 
6. Project Justification - FOR FAA USE - for analysis). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to enhance the security of the Airport while 
minimizing the exposure of airline and airport operations to criminal and 
terrorist threats. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 

a. _ Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
Project does not meet any PFC objectives ( explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 4711 O(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 

following - project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study: 

] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 

percentage of annual boardings ); or 
] Project does not meet PFC eligibility ( explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: October 2005 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2007 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 

a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 
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b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ X ] 

d. Comments. 

*****FOR FAA LJSE********************************************************************** 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 

YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-LJP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
*****FOR FAA LJSE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 

*****FOR FAA LJSE********************************************************************** 
ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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~ PORTAIRHORnY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

SECTION 7 

Infrastructure Study and Preliminary Design to 
Accommodate a New Terminal 

John F. Kennedy lntemational Airport 



John F. Kennedy International Airport Infrastructure Study & Preliminary Design 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport {JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Infrastructure Study and Preliminary Design to Accommodate a New 
Terminal 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will conduct a study to examine landside access issues related 
to the development of a new terminal at JFK in the vicinity of Terminals 5 
and 6. This study is necessary in order to ensure that there is adequate 
landside access capacity to accommodate the anticipated passenger and 
meeter/greeter demand at the new terminal. It will also examine impacts to 
the airport roadway network. This project will examine the following 
elements for the Terminal 5/6 Landside Access Project: 

• Conceptual Design and Alternative Analysis: $1,700,000; and, 

• Preliminary Design - Landside Access: $2,300,000. 

This study will examine the capacity and configuration of the various 
modes of access available to the terminal site. The study will evaluate 
roadway, access/egress to parking facilities, and AirTrain interface 
characteristics that will be used to support operation of the proposed 
terminal. In addition to the intermodal elements of the proposed terminal 
expansion, the project will also include an assessment of ancillary impacts 
to the existing terminal utility systems that will include a review of: 

• Natural gas • Water 
• Telephone/Communications • Sewer 
• Electrical • Steam 

The roadway plans will be coordinated with airline terminal expansion 
efforts in order to develop a modified roadway and access system that will 
complement the proposed terminal. The Infrastructure Study will also 
consider methods of construction phasing and facility relocation to 
minimize significant interruptions of airport operations and passenger 
service. Along with roadway expansion and utility relocation, the plans will 
also include methods of incorporating AirTrain access into the terminal 
designs. 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Infrastructure Study & Preliminary Design 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
JFK International Airport consists of nine terminal buildings with a total of 
175 gate positions. The Airport contributes approximately $22 billion in 
economic activity to the New York/New Jersey Region, which includes over 
$7 billion in wages and salaries. A major economic force, the Airport 
provides about 207 ,000 jobs through on and off Airport businesses and 
indirectly related business. Port Authority statistics indicate that over 
280,000 aircraft operations occurred at the Airport in 2003, carrying nearly 
32 million passengers to 127 domestic and international destinations. 
According to Port Authority statistics, JFK is the fastest growing airport in 
the New York Region. Although listed by the FAA as the 13th most delayed 
airport in the nation, this current activity level ranks JFK as #14 in the 
nation and #25 in the world for total number of air passengers. 

Forecasts for passenger growth at JFK indicate that the Airport will grow 
faster than the national average. The FAA anticipates a 3.4% national 
average growth rate for passenger enplanements. However, JFK is 
expected to experience an average 3.6% growth rate. The Airport reached 
its pre-9/11 passenger enplanement levels in late 2004. This growth can 
mainly be attributed to expanded domestic passenger service by low fare 
airlines. By 2013, the Airport is expected to serve 43 million annual 
passengers through total aircraft operations of 375,000. 

The passenger market at JFK has changed significantly over the past three 
years. In 2001, TWA ceased operations in Terminal 5, the landmark Eero 
Saarinen-designed terminal, and the terminal has since remained vacant. 
A Memorandum of Agreement has recently been signed that will help 
govern the adaptive reuse of the building. Simultaneously, Terminal 6 has 
experienced a dramatic growth in passenger enplanements. 

This study is necessary in order to ensure that there is adequate landside 
access capacity to accommodate the anticipated passenger and 
meter/greeter demand at the new terminal. It will also examine the impacts 
to the airport roadway network. This project will examine the following 
elements for the Terminal 5/6 Landside Access Project: 

• Conceptual Design and Alternative Analysis: $1, 700,000; and, 

• Preliminary Design - Landside Access: $2,300,000. 

*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain)--------------

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ____ _ 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) _________ _ 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Infrastructure Study & Preliminary Design 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Five (5) air carriers have 
certified agreement with this project. All five were conditional agreements. 
Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: Four (4) air carriers 
have certified disagreement with this project. Of those four, one (1) was a 
conditional disagreement. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air 
Carrier Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $4,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $1,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $5,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant# Grant Funds in Project $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $5,000,000 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport {JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The funds for this project are to reimburse the Port Authority for 
compliance with unfunded security mandates promulgated by the FAA 
after the events of September 11th, 2001. This request is in addition to the 
Airport Improvement Program {AIP) funds received by the Port Authority in 
2002. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates_. , and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters_, gates_, and baggage facilities_ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 
facilities _ 

*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 

d. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to BJ 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X ] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 
6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
The project will reimburse the Port Authority for funds expended in 
complying with unfunded security mandates promulgated by the FAA for 
the period beginning September 11th, 2001 and extending to September 
30th, 2002. The funds requested in this PFC application were expended by 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs 

Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 4711 O(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 

following - project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study: 

] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 

percentage of annual boardings ); or 
] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: September .11, 2001 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: September 30, 2002 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Eight (8) air carriers have 
certified agreement with this project. Of those eight, one (1) was a 
conditional agreement. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air 
Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: One (1) air carrier has 
certified disagreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
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b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A, AIP Grant previously awarded. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 

a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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LaGuardia Airport CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****F()R FAA lJSE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRP()RT WHERE PR()JECT IS L()CATED: 
La Guardia Airport (LGA}, New York, New York 

2. CHECK ()NE: IMP()SE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] lJSE[ ] 

3. PR()JECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Central Terminal Building (CTB} Modernization Feasibility Study 

4.a. PR()JECT DESCRIPTl()N: 
This project will perform a feasibility analysis of the CTB Modernization at 
LGA. The project will analyze the construction and financial feasibility of a 
broad based terminal modernization plan that is designed to dramatically 
improve landside and airside access. The existing CTB was originally 
dedicated in 1964 and comprises approximately 750,000 square feet of floor 
space. The CTB consists of a four story central section, two three story 
wings and four concourses leading to 37 useable aircraft gate positions, 
based on current aircraft fleet mix and other physical constraints. 

It is anticipated that the project will analyze a range of facility and 
infrastructure enhancements at LGA intended to accommodate future 
passenger growth while examining alternatives to modernizing the CTB. 
This alternative analysis will be used in the environmental assessment 
phase of the project. Preliminary environmental screening will only be 
conducted during this phase. Detailed environmental documentation will 
be completed during the next phase of the project (CTB Modernization 
Planning and Engineering). 

This planning effort will include the following components with estimated 
costs for each study element: 

II Needs Assessment and Capacity Analysis: $2,500,000; 

II Conceptual Design and Alternative Analysis: $5,000,000; 

II Displaced Facilities Analysis: $1,000,000; 

II Planning and Phasing Analysis - Terminal and Airside: $2,000,000; 

II Planning and Phasing Analysis - Frontage and Landside: $2,000,000; 

II Financial Analysis: $1,000,000. 
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LaGuardia Airport CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters 116 , gates-1Z_, and 
baggage facilities ...lQ__. 
2. Number of ticket counters 116, gates 40, and baggage facilities 30 to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters Q, gates ~' and baggage facilities Q. 

*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 

d. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 6J 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X ] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 
6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
The CTB and associated concourses at LGA were put into service in 1964. 
The Concourses have changed little, with the exception of Concourse D, 
despite the enormous passenger enplanement growth the Airport has 
experienced since that time. As a result, the airlines serving LGA are 
constrained from expanding gate apron areas and holdroom space. 
Concessions and passenger screening areas do not meet current 
standards. In addition, due to the congested nature of the CTB, air carriers 
are limited in their ability to upgrade their fleets to larger, more efficient 
aircraft. 

This project represents the first phase -of development for the CTB 
Modernization Program. It will involve the development and approval of a 
single program detailing: a review of passenger accommodation 
alternatives; the scope of the CTB Modernization Program; how the 
construction will be phased and implemented while normal terminal and 
airside operations are conducted; and how the Program will be financed 
and what roles the airlines, the Port Authority, the TSA, the FAA, and other 
stakeholders will play in the implementation of the Program elements. It is 
anticipated that this project will be conducted over a 1-2 year period and 
will serve as the basis for commencing the companion CTB Modernization 
Planning and Design project. 

*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 
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loading gates. The following paragraphs describe the program elements 
for the CTB Modernization at LGA. 

The reconstructed concourses will take advantage of modern terminal 
design techniques that will result in vast improvements in passenger 
service and amenities, along with safety and security enhancements. The 
vision for the reconfigured concourses encompasses the concept of right
sizing the CTB with the airfield capacity and the current and projected 
passenger demand. The design will include the latest baggage screening 
equipment, expanded passenger screening areas, expanded concessions 
areas, larger passenger holdrooms, larger circulation spaces, increased 
bathroom facilities, and overall improved passenger processing. 

On the apron side of the CTB, the concourses will be reconfigured to allow 
larger aircraft to serve the terminal than are currently able due to the 
geometric constraints of the CTB. Recent air carrier fleet mix changes 
have resulted in larger aircraft operating out of the existing CTB. The 
result is that the larger aircraft cannot use eight (8) gates out of the total 
CTB gates. Based on the average daily turns per gate, this results in 
approximately 60 aircraft that cannot be accommodated at the airport on a 
daily basis. From a safety aspect, the reconfigured apron area between the 
concourses will improve aircraft separation and will support more efficient 
operation by allowing aircraft to taxi into the concourse under their own 
power. Currently, at many gates, aircraft are required to be towed to their 
parking areas from the taxiway. The existing clearance minimums between 
aircraft and fuel trucks, catering vehicles and ground service equipment 
are restrictive. 

It is anticipated that CTB concourse construction will be phased for each 
concourse in a manner that will minimize impacts to existing operations in 
the remaining terminal and ramp areas. CTB modifications may require the 
demolition and relocation of existing facilities. This will be assessed as 
part of the feasibility analysis. 

An expanded Electrical Central Substation will be required for the larger 
distribution and increased loads anticipated to meet the demands of the 
CTB and associated concourses. Along with the electrical substation, an 
expansion of the existing Central Heating and Refrigeration Plant {CHRP), 
currently located in the eastern corner of the main terminal building, will be 
needed to provide for the additional heating and cooling demands of the 
CTB. The size and possible relocation of the electrical substation and the 
CHRP will be thoroughly examined. 

The CTB Modernization Program also envisions the replacement of RON 
aircraft parking spaces displaced by the terminal improvements. The 
feasibility studies and environmental analyses would also address 
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9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 4711 O(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 

following - project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study: 

] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 

percentage of annual boardings ); or 
] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: July2005 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2007 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE pNL Y project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Seven (7) air carriers 
certified agreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
One (1) air carrier certified disagreement with this project. Please refer to 
Attachment H Response to Air Carrier Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $13,500,000 

Page 7 of 9 FAA Form Revised 1012/00 



LaGuardia Airport CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 

Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 

a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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LaGuardia Airport CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
La Guardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [X] IMPOSE AND USE [ ] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Central Terminal Building {CTB) Modernization Planning and Engineering 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will develop designs for the CTB Modernization Program at 
LGA in a phased approach tailored to address critical feasibility and 
constructability aspects for the implementation of this program. 

The existing CTB was originally dedicated in 1964 and comprises 
approximately 750,000 square feet of floor space. The CTB consists of a 
four story central section, two three story wings and four concourses 
leading to 37 usable aircraft gate positions, based on current aircraft fleet 
mix and other physical constraints. 

This project will provide an approximate 30% design for facility and 
infrastructure enhancements at LGA to improve holdroom and gate areas 
and the level of passenger service in the CTB and associated concourses 
while improving passenger safety and security and reducing congestion. 
Furthermore, the project is anticipated to develop a selected concept to a 
level adequate to serve as the basis for the preparation of contract 
drawings and specifications for bidding and awarding the construction of 
the proposed improvements. 

The project will analyze improvements that may require the displacement, 
expansion, and/or relocation of existing facilities, including: CTB 
Concourses; Hangars 1, 2 and 4; Cargo and Ground Service Equipment 
(GSE) facilities; aircraft Remain Overnight Parking (RON); Central Heating 
and Refrigeration Plant (CHAP), Central Electrical Substation, and public 
and employee vehicle parking lots. In addition, the project may involve the 
installation of a new hydrant fueling system. Furthermore, baggage 
facilities will be modified to provide in-line baggage screening to improve 
Transportation Security Administration (TSA) efficiency. Also, passenger 
screening will be improved and gates and holdroom areas will be upgraded 
to enhance passenger flows and allow access for larger, more fuel-efficient 
and cost-effective aircraft. 
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despite the enormous passenger enplanement growth the Airport has 
experienced since that time. As a result, the airlines serving LGA are 
constrained from expanding gate apron areas and holdroom space. 
Concessions and passenger screening areas do not meet current 
standards. In addition, due to the congested nature of the CTB, air carriers 
are limited in their ability to upgrade their fleets to larger, more efficient 
aircraft. With the current CTB configuration, forecasted passenger demand 
cannot be accommodated if the gates and holdrooms are not modified to 
accept larger aircraft. 

This project represents Phase II of development for the CTB Modernization 
Program. Phase I is embodied in the companion CTB Modernization 
Feasibility Study, which will address project definition, preliminary design, 
constructability, cost estimating and program financing, and overall 
program management. 

This Phase II will further refine the Program evaluated in Phase I. Phase II 
will include development of design plans and outline specifications, 
detailed cost estimates, and construction and terminal operations phasing 
plans to a level adequate to serve as the basis for the preparation of 
contract documents for bidding and awarding the construction of the 
proposed improvements. Environmental analyses and permitting (e.g., 
categorical exclusion, environmental assessment/ environmental impact 
statement) will also be conducted during this phase. 

It is anticipated that Phase I Feasibility Analyses will be conducted over a 
1-2 year period, with Phase II Planning and Design to be done in a 
subsequent 3-4 year period. Construction of the CTB Modernization 
Program is projected to span an 8-10 year period with total project costs 
estimated in the $1 billion range. The costs for the Planning and 
Engineering Study are approximately less than 3% of the total anticipated 
construction budget. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
LGA contributes $6.1 billion in economic activity to the New York/New 
Jersey metropolitan area. This includes 63,000 jobs generated through on 
and off-airport aviation and indirectly related businesses accounting for $2 
billion in wages and salaries. According to Airports Council International, 
LGA is #21 nationwide for total U.S. passenger enplanements and is #39 
worldwide for total passenger enplanements. In 2003, this Airport served 
22.5 million total passengers through 72 gates. Future projections indicate 
that LGA's passenger enplanements are expected to experience a 2.1 % 
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will support more efficient operation by allowing aircraft to taxi into the 
concourse under their own power. Currently, at many gates, aircraft are 
required to be towed to their parking areas from the taxiway. The existing 
clearance minimums between aircraft and fuel trucks, catering vehicles and 
ground service equipment are restrictive. 

It is anticipated that CTB concourse construction will be phased for each 
concourse in a manner that will minimize impacts to existing operations in 
the remaining terminal and ramp areas. CTB modifications may require the 
demolition and relocation of existing facilities. This will be assessed as 
part of the feasibility analysis. 

An expanded Electrical Central Substation will be required for the larger 
distribution and increased loads anticipated to meet the demands of the 
CTB and associated concourses. Along with the electrical substation, an 
expansion of the existing Central Heating and Refrigeration Plant {CHAP), 
currently located in the eastern corner of the main terminal building, will be 
needed to provide for the additional heating and cooling demands of the 
CTB. Design concepts for an expanded electrical substation and CHAP will 
be thoroughly examined and the selected concept will be developed to a 
sufficient degree to allow for the preparation of complete contract drawings 
and specifications. 

The CTB Modernization Program envisions the replacement of RON aircraft 
parking spaces displaced by the terminal improvements, as well as 
potential hangar, GSE Maintenance facilities, cargo facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, roadway and vehicular parking impacts resulting 
from the CTB improvements. In addition, a Hydrant Fueling System may be 
included as part of the CTB Modernization Program. As established by the 
companion CTB Modernization Feasibility Study, this project will address 
concept development and evaluation for all program elements, and the 
design of selected concepts. 

The CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering Project is a critical step 
in the CTB Modernization Program to ensure that the recommended 
program elements are advanced through concept development and design. 
Additionally, this project will provide contract drawings and specifications 
used for the bid and award of contracts for the construction of the CTB 
Modernization. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Air safety. Part 139 [ ] Other (explain)--------------

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) _________ _ 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) __________ _ 
_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 

LOI [ ] FAA BCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ 
Other (explain) _______________ _ 
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11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: February 2006. 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: One (1) air carrier certified 
agreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air 
Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: Seven (7) air carriers 
certified disagreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $23,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $2,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $25,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $25,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
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LaGuardia Airport Runway Rehabilitation Project 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
La Guardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Runway Rehabilitation Project 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will rehabilitate the non-deck portion of the asphalt pavement 
on Runway 13-31, Runway 4-22, and the associated taxiways serving the 
runways. The project also includes the replacement of the in-pavement 
lighting system and the installation of runway guard bar lights, as well as 
runway safety area improvements and storm drainage system 
improvements. 

The asphalt concrete runways were repaved in 1994 and the keel sections 
overlayed in 1999 and 2000, for Runways 13-31 and 4-22 respectively, due 
to pavement deterioration. The runway is routinely inspected and crack 
sealed as needed. However, the pavement is exhibiting age and stress 
related deterioration that cannot be remedied through routine maintenance. 
In order to prevent further pavement degradation and subsequent damage 
to the pavement sub-grade, pavement rehabilitation is needed to extend the 
life of the pavement, preserve the subgrade and to accommodate the loads 
from aircraft currently using this airport. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates _, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage facilities _ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 
facilities _ 

*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 
d. Comments: 
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With only two intersecting runways the options for pavement rehabilitation 
at LGA are very limited. If a runway is required to be taken out of service 
for a prolonged period, the implications will result in flight delays and 
added congestion affecting air travel nationwide. Indeed this has been 
experienced on a national level on several occasions in the past when 
runways had to be closed during times of unavoidable 
construction/repairs, aircraft incidents or periods of extreme weather. 

The project described here seeks to avoid any such nationwide system 
delays. The pavement is structurally sound and can be rehabilitated 
without lengthy reconstruction. The project will be conducted during off. 
peak hours and the limited traffic that does occur during these hours will 
be routed to the other available runway. If the project is not performed, the 
wearing surface of the pavement will continue to degrade resulting in a 
more complex and lengthy reconstruction that will seriously impact the 
airlines and the NAS. 

For the status of Runway Safety Area projects at LGA, please see 
Attachment A Airport Capital Improvement Plan and Attachment I 
Additional Information. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Airsafety. Part139[] Other(explain) ______________ _ 

Certification Inspector concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date _____ _ 
_ Air security. Part 107 [ ] Part 108 [ ] Other (explain) _________ _ 

CASFO concur. Yes [ ] No [ ] Date ______ _ 
_ Competition. Competition Plan [ ] Other (explain) __________ _ 
_ Congestion. Current [ ] or Anticipated [ ] 

LOI [ ] FAA SCA [ ] FAA Airport Capacity Enhancement Plan [ 
Other (explain) _______________ _ 

_ Noise. 65 LON [ ] Other (explain) _____________ _ 

_ Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. ( explain and go to 
6. Project Justification - FOR FAA USE - for analysis). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The project objective is to preserve the pavement on Runway 13-31, 
Runway 4-22 and the associated taxiways in order to avoid a more costly 
pavement reconstruction that would involve significant aircraft operational 
impacts for LGA, other airports in the New York/New Jersey Region and the 
entire NAS. In addition, associated in-pavement lighting, and drainage will 
be improved during the course of the project. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

_ Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
_ Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
_ Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 
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PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $31,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $4,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $35,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project$ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

Runway Rehabilitation Project 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $NI A 
Local Funds $N/ A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $35,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ X ] 

d. Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 

YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 
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LaGuardia Airport Perimeter Security Project 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE*******************************.************************************* 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
La Guardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Perimeter Security Project 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will enhance perimeter and airport operations area (AOA) 
security at LGA. The project will complement overall security measures 
and will be coordinated with the LGA Federal Security Director (FSD) and 
will be consistent with Transportation Security Administration (TSA) 
guidelines for airport security. The project will incorporate design, 
purchase and installation of security related equipment and infrastructure. 

It is anticipated that the project will incorporate a multi-layered hardening 
approach consisting of perimeter fencing, barriers, gates and lighting, 
along with multiple technologies such as, fiber-optic sensing cable, closed
circuit television, and video motion detection. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters_,· gates_, and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters_, gates_, and baggage facilities_ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters _, gates _, and baggage 
facilities _ 

*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

d. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 6) 
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$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X ] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 
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Noise. 65 LON [ ] Other (explain)--------------

Project does not qualify under "significant contribution " rules. ( explain and go to 
6. Project Justification - FOR FAA USE - for analysis). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to enhance the security of the Airport while 
minimizing the exposure of airline and airport operations to criminal and 
terrorist threats. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. _ Safety, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 

_ Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
_ Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
_ Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 4711 O(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 

following - project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study: 

] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 

percentage of annual boardings ); or 
] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: October 2005 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2007 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
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collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ X ] 

d. Comments. 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Does the project include a proposed LOI? YES [ ] NO [ ] If YES, does the Region support? 

YES [ ] NO [ ]. If YES, list the schedule for implementation: 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
GIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION {If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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LaGuardia Airport Crisis Command Center/Police and ARFF Facility 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
La Guardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield Rescue and Firefighting Facility 
{ARFF). 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will construct a new 45,300 square feet facility that will 
combine all security, police and ARFF personnel in a single facility along 
with a Crisis Command Center. The new facility will be completely located 
within the secure perimeter of the Airport. The existing ARFF facility was 
originally constructed in the 1940's, expanded in the 1970's, and expanded 
once again in 1986 to fulfill the needs for office and garage space. 
However, due to increased responsibilities and security requirements at 
the Airport, supplementary office and vehicle bays are needed for 
additional security, police and fire fighting personnel and associated 
response equipment. 

It is currently estimated that the interior space will be functionally assigned 
as follows: 

111 ARFF 
111 Police 
111 Lockers 
III Bays 
III Building Service 
111 TOTAL 

6,200 sq. ft. 
14,500 sq. ft. 
10, 700 sq. ft. 
12,000 sq. ft. 

1,900 sq. ft. 
45,300 sq. ft. 

In order to provide adequate space to accommodate police, ARFF and 
security functions for the airfield to meet the FAR Part 139 Index 
requirements for LGA, an expanded and modernized Crisis Command 
Center and ARFF Facility is required. The new Facility will be located in the 
northwest corner of the Airport allowing quick and efficient access to the 
intersection of R/W 13-31 and R/W 4-22, and the terminal apron area. The 
facility will be designed to accommodate all existing equipment and 
personnel as required by TSA while configured in a manner to allow for 
future expansion. The Facility will also house Airport monitoring and 
communications equipment necessary to support all manner of security 
and emergency situations. 
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Crisis Command Center will be responsible for dispatching and 
coordinating all emergency and security staff in addition to coordinating 
the activities of off-airport respondents, such as the U.S. Coast Guard 
during water-related incidents involving the Airport. The Crisis Command 
will be an integral part of the Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield 
Rescue and Firefighting Facility {ARFF) and Police Facility. 

With the TSA security regulations established in response to the events of 
September 11th, 2001, the Airport has been required to accommodate a 
larger security presence than was previously housed in the ARFF Facility. 
As a result, the existing ARFF Index requirements coupled with the 
upgraded security requirements have outstripped the already strained 
existing facility's capacity to house staff and equipment for both ARFF and 
security. Garage bays for the ARFF vehicles are currently undersized to 
provide the mandated clearances for the vehicles, and to provide storage 
for necessary equipment in close proximity to the vehicles. As a short
term measure, the Port Authority has placed additional temporary trailers 
adjacent to the existing ARFF Facility to accommodate the added staff and 
equipment. 

The Federal Security Director (FSD) has endorsed this project as a part of 
the security requirements for the airport. See TSA support letter in 
Attachment I Additional Information. 
*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************** 
a. Is justification adequate? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
In response to mandated security requirements that were established in the 
months after September 11th, the Port Authority made significant 
accomplishments in accommodating TSA, police and fire/rescue needs. As 
a result, the existing facilities housing security, police, and ARFF are 
temporary in nature, with additional trailers provided for locker rooms, 
offices and equipment storage. In order to provide the most efficient 
facilities that security, police and fire/rescue forces need, a consolidated 
police and ARFF facility has been conceived that locates command staff, 
emergency crews and required equipment in a single facility. The facility 
will be designed to accommodate specific security requirements as defined 
by the FSD responsible for LGA. 

Incorporated into the design of the new Facility will be vehicle bays 
expressly configured for emergency and security vehicles. These vehicle 
bays will be sized to accommodate the ARFF vehicles and security 
response vehicles assigned to the Airport. The bays will be designed with 
quick-acting roll-up doors along with water/foam dispenser system and 
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_ Security, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Capacity, Preserve [ ] Enhance [ ] 
_ Furnish opportunity for enhanced competition between or among air carriers at the airport 
_ Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
_ Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 4711 O(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 

following - project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study: 

] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 

percentage of annual boardings ); or 
] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: July 2005 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2008 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Six (6) air carriers certified 
agreement with this project. All six were conditional agreements. Please 
refer to Attachment H Response to Air Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: Two (2) air carriers 
certified disagreement with this project. Please refer to Attachment H 
Response to Air Carrier Comments. 
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b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 

a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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LaGuardia Airport Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
LaGuardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE[ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE[ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 

Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The funds for this project are to reimburse the Port Authority for 
compliance with unfunded security mandates promulgated by the FAA 
after the events of September 11th, 2001. This request is in addition to the 
Airport Improvement Program (AIP) funds received by the Port Authority in 
2002. 

b. If applicable for terminal projects, 
1. Prior to this project, number of ticket counters _, gates _. , and 
baggage facilities __ . 
2. Number of ticket counters_, gates_, and baggage facilities_ to 
be constructed or rehabilitated. 
3. Net change in ticket counters_, gates_, and baggage 
facilities 

*****FOR FAA USE ******************************************************************* 
a. Description adequate [ ] not adequate [ ] (indicate deficiencies below) 

b. If the project involves the construction of a new runway or modification of an existing runway, 
the requirements of Order 5200.8, with regard to runway safety areas have been met. YES[ ] 
NO [ ]. 

c. For terminal projects, information regarding ticket counters, gates, and baggage facilities for 
construction and/or rehabilitation indicated. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 

d. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 6J 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 
6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
The project will reimburse the Port Authority for funds expended in 
complying with unfunded security mandates promulgated by the FAA for 
the period beginning September 11th, 2001 and extending to September 
30th, 2002. The funds requested in this PFC application were expended by 
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Mitigate noise impacts resulting from aircraft operations at the airport 
Project does not meet any PFC objectives (explain) 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
a. Project Eligibility: 

1) Indicate project eligibility by checking the appropriate category below. 
[ ] Development eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or 

PGL_); 
[ ] Planning eligible under AIP criteria (paragraph_ of Order 5100.38_ or PGL __ ); 
[ ] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 4711 O(d); 
[ ] Noise compatibility planning as described in 49 U.S.C. 47505; 
[ ] Noise compatibility measures eligible under 49 U.S.C. 47504. Check one of the 

following - project approved in an approved Part 150 noise compatibility plan [ ]; or, 
project included in a local study[ ]. Include Title and Date of local study: 

] Terminal development as described in 49 U.S.C. 40117(a)(3)(C); 
] Shell of a gate as described in 49 U.S.C 40117(a)(3)(F) (air carrier ____ _ 

percentage of annual boardings ); or 
] Project does not meet PFC eligibility (explain). 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************* 
10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: September 11, 2001 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: September 30, 2002 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************* 
a. For IMPOSE AND USE or USE-ONLY project, project will begin within 2 years of 120-day 
approval date? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

b. For IMPOSE ONLY project, project will begin within 5 years of the charge effective date or 
approval date, whichever is sooner? YES[ ] NO [ ] 

c. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the date within 3 years of the estimated charge effective date or approval date, whichever is 
sooner? YES [ ] NO [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Seven (7) air carriers have 
certified agreement with this project. Of those seven, one (1) was a 
conditional agreement. Please refer to Attachment H Response to Air 
Carrier Comments. 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
One air carrier certified disagreement with this project. Please refer to 
Attachment H Response to Air Carrier Comments. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Comments: 
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LaGuardia Airport Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs 

b. For any proposed AIP discretionary funds, does the Region intend to support? YES [ ] NO (] 

c. For any proposed AIP funds, is the request within the planning levels for the Region's five year 
CIP? YES [ ] NO [ ] 

d. For project requesting PFC funding levels of $4.00 and $4.50: 
Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be available through AIP 
funding. YES [ ] NO [ ] 
Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made adequate 
provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including runways, taxiways, aprons, 
and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

e. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A, AIP Grant previously awarded. 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 

a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 

ADO/RO RECOMMENDATION: Approve [ ] Partially Approve [ ] Disapprove [ ] 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (If appropriate, include explanation of recommendation, 
congressional interest, pertinent background, etc.): 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Draft PFC Application 

The Draft PFC Application was sent by overnight delivery to all air carriers and foreign air carriers 
operating at Newark Liberty International Airport, John F. Kennedy International Airport and 
LaGuardia Airport. Delivery confirmation was provided by the overnight courier to ensure that 
each air carrier had at least 30 days to review the PFC Application before the Consultation Meetings 
scheduled for May 1 ih, 18th and 20th. 

The Draft PFC Application included the cover letter that described the Consultation Meeting time, 
date and location. The Draft Application included Exhibit A, which described the PFC Exempted 
Air Carriers. Exhibit B described the anticipated PFC revenue, annual and cumulative collections, 
at the rate of $4.50 per passenger. Exhibit C included the Attachment B Project Information. 

Before the Consultation Meeting, Exhibits A and B were revised and copies were provided to the 
airlines at the consulting meeting. The revised copies of Exhibits A and B are included in this 
application under Attachment C Materials Presented to Air Carriers at the Consultations -
PowerPoint Presentation and Revised Handouts. 

Following the consultation meetings, the airlines had 30 days to provide written comments on the 
draft application. Port Authority responses to these written comments are provided in Attachment H 
- Responses to Air Carrier Comments. 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports Attachment C 
Nntlfir.ation and Draft PFC Aool/cation Sent to Air Carriers 



111E PORT AUTHORIIYOO~E!iW 

April 15,2004 

TO: Air Carriers and Foreign Air Carriers Serving: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK) 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) 
LaGuardia Airport (LGA) 

WILLIAM R. DECOT!\ 
DIRECTOR 
AVIATION Dt.PARTMENT 

225 PARK AVENUE SOUTH, 9TH FLOOR 
NEW YORK, NY 10003 

(212) 435-3703 
(212) 435,3833 Fl'IX 

Subject: Application for Authority to Impose and Use Passenger Facility Charge Revenue for: 
Airside and Landside Development Projects at JFK, EWR and LGA 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (P ANYNJ) will be conducting a consultation meeting with 
air carriers and foreign air carriers prior to submitting an application to the FAA for authority to impose and 
use a Passenger facility Charge (PFC) revenue at JFK, EWR and LGA for various airside and landside 
development projects. There will be separate consultation meetings describing the PFC projects for each 
airport. The consultation meetings are scheduled for each airport as fo11ows: 

EWR: May 17, 2004 @ 9:30 am 
Newark Liberty International Airport 
General Manager's Conference Room, Building 1 

JFK: May 18, 2004 @ 9:00 am 
Ramada Inn at John F. Kennedy International Airport 
Jamaica, NY 

LGA: May 20, 2004 @ l 0:00 am 
LaGuardia Airport 
Hangar 7, Operations Conference Room 

The PANYNJ is requesting an exemption for the requirement to collect PFC's for the following airline 
classifications: 

EWR: Non-Scheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers 
Commuters or Small Certificated Air Carriers 

JFK: Non Scheduled/On-Demand Air Carriers 
Commuters or Small Certificated Air Carriers 

LGA: Non-ScheduledJOn-Demand Air Carriers 

The individual airlines included in these classifications represent less than 1 % of total passenger 
enplanements for each respective airport. The individual airlines are identified in Exhibit "A". 

The P ANYNJ will be submitting an application for $4.50 PFC Projects to the FAA for authority to impose 
and use a PFC at EWR, JFK and LGA. Total estimated PFC revenue is $815,000,000. The charge effective 
date is December 2004 and the charge expiration date is March 2011. A breakdown of the anticipated PFC 
Revenue is included in Exhibit "B" 

The carriers are reminded that FAR 158.23c requires that carriers provide written aclmowledgement of 
receipt of this notice within 30 days of issuance. Fwthermore, carriers have 30 days from the ~eeting.~te to 
provide written certification of agreement or disagreement with the proposed project. Camers fatlmg to 
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PFC Exempted Airlines 
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EXHIBITB 

Anticipated PFC Revenue 
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Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure 



Newark Liberty International Airport Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure 

and regional jet aircraft. In 2003, over 405,000 aircraft operations occurred 
on the airport and the FAA has reported that EWA was the 3rd most delayed 
airport in the nation. 

This project represents a significant contribution to the Airport by 
improving the storm drainage system on the north side of the airport, in the 
vicinity of the intersection of R/W 4L-22R and R/W 11-29. The already 
overloaded storm drainage system is incapable of accommodating the 
additional flow generated by the 20 acres of new runway and taxiway 
pavement that was constructed in 1999. 

This project is significant in order to reduce both the extent and frequency 
of future runway and taxiway reconstruction and repairs in the critical R/W 
4R·22L and R/W 11-29 intersection. If and when runway repairs are needed 
at this location, major arrival and departure delays occur at EWA that will 
ripple throughout the National Aerospace System (NAS). 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to improve the drainage characteristics of 
the north area and to extend the life of the runway and taxiway pavement in 
the area, and particularly at the intersection of R/W 4R-22L and R/W 11-29. 
This area is critical due to the fact that the thresholds for all three runways 
are located in this area. When pavement repairs are needed at this location, 
major arrival and departure delays occur at EWA that ripple throughout the 
National Aerospace System (NAS). 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)**********************************************~** 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 2004 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2005 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

******************************************************************************************** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

******************************************************************************************** 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $28,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $2,000,000 
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Newark Liberty International Airport RIW and TIW Pavement Rehabilitation Project 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE[] IMPOSE AND USE[X] USE[] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Runway/Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation Project 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project includes the planning, design and construction of a pavement 
rehabilitation on R/W 4L-22R, 4R-22L, and T/W P. The project will 
incorporate fillet widening on selected taxiways to accommodate long 
wheel-based aircraft such as the Boeing 777 and the Airbus A340-600. 
Other aspects of the project include Surface Movement Guidance and 
Control System (SMGCS) expansion, associated drainage, airfield signage 
and marking improvements. The SMGCS improvements include additional 
taxiway centerline lighting to guide aircraft from the runway to the terminal 
gates areas during severely limited visual conditions, and additional 
runway stop bars to further reduce the likelihood of runway incursions. 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go.to 6) 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large pub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 
6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
Runway 4R-22L and 4L-22R are the primary runways at EWR and Taxiway P 
is the parallel taxiway positioned between the two runways. For each year, 
over the past several . years, approximately 1,200 daily aircraft operations 
are conducted on R/W 4L-22R and 4R-22L and Taxiway P with aircraft that 
vary in size from the largest variants of the 747 to Regional Jet aircraft. 
The asphalt pavement for the runways and taxiways is structurally sound. 
However, the wearing course is beginning to exhibit signs of age related 
stress cracking. 

As a result, pavement rehabilitation is required that will replace the existing 
wearing course with revitalized asphalt pavement to preserve the structural 
sections of the runway and taxiway pavement and permit safe and efficient 
aircraft operations. By rehabilitating the runways and taxiways before 
more extensive pavement degradation occurs, the structural section will 
not deteriorate, thereby eliminating the need for more extensive pavement 
reconstruction. Some selective structural repairs will be made on an as 



Newark Liberty International Airport RIW and T/W Pavement Rehabilitation Project 

significant periods of time for a major reconstruction to be performed that 
will bring the pavement strength up to the required load bearing 
capabilities. 

In addition to the required pavement rehabilitation, there are several 
runway and taxiway intersections where aircraft with long wheelbases have 
difficulty negotiating turns due to inadequate fillet design. The main 
landing gear of aircraft such as the B-777 routinely cross onto low-strength 
taxiway shoulder areas during turning operations because the fillet radius 
is not adequate to accommodate these aircraft. Approximately 4,000 
operations occur each year of the B-777 aircraft. 

In order for the B-777 aircraft to negotiate turns in a safe manner, the 
aircraft must taxi at a slower than optimal speed thereby reducing capacity 
on the airport and contributing to departure and arrival delays. With the 
completion of the project, air carriers operating long-wheel based aircraft 
will be able to operate on all airfield areas at EWA in a similar manner 
without having to conduct modified operational procedures. 

In addition to the pavement improvements, this project will expand the 
current SMGCS system by installing additional taxiway centerline and edge 
lighting. This will allow additional low visibility taxiway routes to be 
designated for use during visibility conditions that occur during CAT II and 
CAT Ill operations. Furthermore, runway guard lights will be installed at 
key runway and taxiway intersections to reduce the likelihood of runway 
incursions. 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
This project will preserve the runway and taxiway pavement, reduce 
congestion, improve low visibility operations, and permit normal 
maneuvering by long wheel-based aircraft. This project will enhance 
airfield capacity, improve safety and reduce delays. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 2004 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2008 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

******************************************************************************************** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: , 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Airfield Expansion Project 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWA), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE[ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Airfield Expansion Project 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project includes the planning, design and construction of airfield 
enhancements on the airport's north side to better accommodate Group V 
aircraft currently in EWR's fleet mix. These improvements will include 
apron, taxiway fillet, and taxiway enhancements designed to meet Group V 
standards. 

The design for this project will also include an extensive rehabilitation of 
the two existing airfield lighting switch houses and the construction of a 
third additional airfield lighting switch house at the south end of the 
airport. Modifications to airfield marking, lighting and signage will be 
performed as required. Taxiways A and B will be reconfigured from the 
existing 250 foot centerline separation to 267 feet to meet current FAA 
standards. The Terminal C apron will be reconfigured to provide a 138-foot 
separation between Taxiway A to meet Taxiway Object Free Area 
standards. The approximate 29 acres of the airfield, commonly referred to 
as the Ballpark, which contains an area for Remain Overnight (RON) 
aircraft parking, the former Port Authority Administration Building, and the 
old air traffic control tower, will be converted to a concrete hardstand upon 
the demolition of the existing structures. 

******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION; $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 6) 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

**********************************************************************************~******** 
6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
EWA has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Currently, Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate 
that over 405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at 
the airport accounting for over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places 
EWA as #13 in the nation and #23 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. Port Authority 
projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will continue to 



Newark Liberty International Airport Airfield Expansion Project 

This project will greatly improve airfield efficiency by expanding the 
useable airfield pavement within the existing airfield boundaries by a total 
of 29 acres. The 29 acres will allow the reconfiguration of the existing 
taxiway net~ork and will provide additional aircraft parking areas. This 
airfield enhancement will allow a reduction in delays at EWR by increasing 
taxiway separations to meet Group V standards stipulated in FAA airfield 
design criteria. Currently, FAA statistics reveal that EWR is the 3rd most 
delayed airport in the nation. This project will remove operational 
restrictions when Group V aircraft taxi in the vicinity of Terminal C by 
permitting simultaneous aircraft taxi operations in the vicinity of the 
Terminal C Concourses. The project will also provide expanded RON 
aircraft parking space. 

This project is vitally important to ensure the safe and efficient operation of 
Group V aircraft currently in the fleet mix at EWR. Approximately 7 ,000 
operations by Group V aircraft occur at EWA each year. The taxiways are 
not adequately separated to accommodate the operation of Group V 
aircraft in the vicinity of Terminal C Concourses. This restriction prevents 
the simultaneous use of taxiways thereby reducing the overall capacity of 
the Airfield. 

Presently, Remain Overnight (RON) parking spaces are limited to the three 
hardstand areas adjacent to Terminal A. These hardstands can 
accommodate up to 30 aircraft. RON demand above that number requires 
aircraft to be parked at vacant terminal gates. There is typically an average 
daily demand for 32-35 RON parking spaces. As aircraft are prepared for 
flight, airport staff must continually relocate RON aircraft to make room for 
additional aircraft or to free up gates. As a result, aircraft must be towed 
several times to different parking areas on the airfield as parking spaces 
are shifted from one aircraft to another. Each time an RON aircraft is 
towed, the capacity of the airfield to accommodate an operating aircraft is 
reduced. Additional RON spaces will accommodate current and future 
RON demand while reducing the requirement to relocate RON aircraft. 

Furthermore, the expanded ramp space will provide up to 13 additional 
RON parking spaces. There is currently a demand for 32-35 RON parking 
spaces each night. This demand requires aircraft to be parked in all of the 
designated RON spaces along with unoccupied terminal gates. Daily 
demand for RON spaces has been fairly consistent at 2.5% of daily 
operations. This trend is expected to continue and with operations · 
projected to grow at an annual rate of 1.7%, the capacity of EWA to 
accommodate future RON aircraft will be extremely limited if this project is 
not undertaken. 



Newark Liberty International Airport Airfield Expansion Project 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement$ Discretionary$ Total $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A. 

OTHER FUNDS: 
· State Grants $NIA 

Local Funds $N/A 
Other (Port Authority Capital Funds) $79,970,000 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $79,970,000 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $164,970,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of-the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ X ] , 

d. Comments. 

******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: NIA 

******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Perimeter Security Project 

high technology security monitoring and intrusion detection equipment will 
supplement the existing security measures used to protect the AOA. The 
Federal Security Director {FSD) has provided a letter supporting the 
measures contained in this project. 

Perimeter security enhancement will be conducted through a combination 
of hardening and a multi-layered technological approach consisting of 
perimeter fencing, barriers, gates, access control, lighting, surface radar, 
fiber-optic sensing cable, closed-circuit television, and video motion 
detection. 

The details of this project are consistent with the FSD Security Plan for 
EWA. 
*************************************~***************************************************** 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to enhance the security of the Airport while 
minimizing the exposure of airline and airport operations to criminal and 
terrorist threats. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 2004 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2005 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

***************************************************************************************~**** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

******************************************************************************************** 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $8,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $2,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $10,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project$ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 

PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWA), Newark,' New Jersey 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A · 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project consists of the planning and preliminary design for 
improvements to Terminal A that will enhance passenger processing 
efficiency, improve security, provide additional gates and space for new 
entrant airlines, and expand gates areas to meet anticipated passenger 
demand. 

Since Terminal A was completed in 1973 few projects have been conducted 
to improve passenger throughput from the check-in areas to the boarding 
areas of the Terminal A concourse complex. These areas now experience 
significant passenger congestion due to the recent security mandates that 
require additional security staff and passenger screening equipment that 
the terminal was not originally designed to accommodate. 

This project seeks to analyze and develop preliminary designs for the 
following terminal improvement concepts aimed at alleviating existing 
passenger congestion and accommodating future growth. The analysis 
and preliminary design is anticipated to include the following concepts: 

• Modify existing ticketing areas to improve interior circulation; 
• Add gates and ticket counters to fulfill the EWA Competition Plan; 
• Expand the existing terminal footprint and reconfigure the existing 

gate layout to include additional gates; 
• Provide space for improved passenger screening points; 
• Improve vertical circulation throughout the terminal building; 
• Relocate baggage claim facilities to ground level; 
• Convert existing baggage claim facilities to ticketing areas; 
• Modify outbound baggage belt systems and provide for in-line 

checked baggage screening, and, 
• Provide replacement airline ticket office space to replace office 

space lost during modifications to existing ticket counter areas. 

Each of these proposed terminal improvements are focused on reducing 
passenger congestion in the terminals, improving security functions, 



Newark Liberty International Airport Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 

A major element driving the expansion of the Terminal is the Airport's 
Competition Plan. The Competition Plan is designed to enhance 
competition on domestic routes that have passenger volumes of a 
sufficient magnitude to accommodate service from several airlines. 
According to Port Authority Statistics, 31 % of domestic flights scheduled 
at the Airport occur on competitive routes. Currently, the goals of 
maximizing consumer choice are being met through higher utilization of 
Terminal facilities such as ticket counters and gates. 

However, this high utilization results in reduced levels of service for air 
passengers. The long-term solution to meet the goals of the Competition 
Plan is to provide additional gates and ticket counters in order to 
accommodate demand without reducing passenger service levels. 
Currently a high percentage of the Airport's gates are exclusively 
controlled through leases by Master Airlines. Master Airlines are 
scheduled airlines that have entered into a long-term exclusive lease 
agreement for defined space within the Terminals. Non-Master Airlines do 
not have exclusive control over ticket counters or gates. 

Presently, approximately 82% of the gates at EWA are held exclusively by 
Master Airline Agreements and 18% of gates are available to Non-Master 
Airlines. Based on the high percentage of Airport service and terminal 
capacity represented by Master Airline exclusively controlled gates, and 
the high percentage of non-competitive or under-served routes at the 
Airport, ·the Competition Plan recommends that the additional capacity at 
Terminal A be operated on a short-term, common-use basis so as to 
provide the flexibility required to improve competition. 

Overall, the goals of the project are to provide adequate accommodations 
for security personnel and equipment, enhance passenger level of service, 
and redirect passenger flows for more efficient routing through the 
terminal complex. 

This Terminal A Expansion Planning will be divided into two phases. The 
first phase of the planning effort will address project definition, conceptual 
design, construction feasibility, environmental documentation, financing 
costs, and overall program management. 

The second phase will further refine the conceptual design completed in 
the first phase. This will include conceptual plans, cost estimates, and 
construction and terminal operations phasing plan. 

It is anticipated that Phase 1 and Phase 2 planning will be conducted over a 
3-4 year period. Total construction of the Terminal A Expansion is 
projected to cover a 5-6 year period with total costs estimated in the $1 



Newark Liberty International Airport Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 

more serious consequences during emergency incidents within the 
terminal. 

As passengers progress from the ticketing areas to their respective 
concourses, they are confronted with additional congestion in the security 
screening areas. The existing concourse connectors are narrow and were 
never designed to accommodate the level of security that is presently 
conducted at the security checkpoints. Along with passenger convenience 
issues, there are airline competition issues at stake that will also be 
addressed as part of the Terminal A Expansion design. In order to 
accommodate new carriers to satisfy the conditions of EWR's Competition 
Plan, it is necessary to expand the ticketing areas and construct additional 
gates. 

The existing ticketing areas cannot be expanded without increasing the 
terminal footprint and requiring substantial structural modification. Thus 
additional ticket counter space will be constructed by expanding the 
existing grade level lobby. In the past, this lobby was used for vehicle 
parking. With the new parking restrictions, this area is presently 
underutilized. The proposed project will utilize the existing vertical 
circulation (i.e. escalators, elevators, and stairs) and the area will 
incorporate both arrival and departure functions. This will include baggage 
check in, ticketing, and ground transportation information center. It is 
anticipated that Common Use Terminal Equipment (CUTE) will be 
incorporated into the design. Furthermore, it is anticipated that a fourth 
terminal concourse will have to be added in order to accommodate an 
increase in the number of gates. 

This Terminal A Expansion Planning will be divided into two phases. The 
first phase of the planning effort will address project definition, conceptual 
design, construction feasibility, environmental documentation, financing 
costs, and overall program management. 

The second phase will further refine the conceptual design completed in 
the first phase. This will include conceptual plans, cost estimates, and 
construction and terminal operations phasing plan. 

It is anticipated that Phase 1 and Phase 2 planning will be conducted over a 
3-4 year period. Total construction of the Terminal A Expansion is 
projected to cover a 5-6 year period with total costs estimated in the $1 
billion to $1.5 billion range. Costs for this initial planning will be 
approximately 1 o/o - 2% of the total estimated construction costs. 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objectives of the project are to define terminal expansion concepts and 
develop stage 1 designs for an expansion of terminal A to enhance security 



Newark Liberty International Airport Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 

a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through Al P funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match tp be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ X ] NO [ ] N/ A [ ] 

d. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Modernization of Terminal B 

******************************************************************************************* 

5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to BJ 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 
******************************************************************************************* 

6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Currently, Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate 
that over 405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at 
the airport accounting for over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places 
EWR as #13 in the nation and #23 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. Port Authority 
projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will continue to 
expand over the near term as an annual passenger growth rate of 2.6% is 
anticipated over the next ten years. This will result in the Airport serving 
40 million annual passengers by Year 2013. 

Despite the opening of a new Federal Inspection Station (FIS) facility in 
1996, substantial increases in security measures and the dramatic increase 
in passenger enplanements, the departure facilities for Terminal B remain 
essentially as they were when the terminal was dedicated in 1973. For 
example, the concourses leading from the ticketing areas to the gates are 
very narrow and were not designed to accommodate passenger screening 
staff and equipment. 

As a result, there is significant passenger congestion throughout the 
terminal complex that can only be remedied through extensive 
reconfiguration of the existing floor plan. This modernization will enhance 
passenger level of service, provide adequate accommodations for security 
personnel and equipment, and redirect passenger flows for more efficient 
routing through the terminal complex. 
******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Currently, Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate 
that over 405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at 
the airport accounting for over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places 
EWR as #13 in the nation and #23 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. Port Authority 
projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will continue to 
expand over the near term as an annual passenger growth rate of 2.6% is 
anticipated over the next ten years. This will result in the Airport serving 
40 million annual passengers by Year 2013. 

As a result of this substantial growth, Terminal B, which was dedicated in 
1973, has undergone several significant modifications to improve 
passenger services. The latest projects in Terminal B involved the creation 
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International Arrivals Area. Presently, passengers can inadvertently 
reenter the sterile area from the non-sterile area via a baggage cart return 
area. As a short-term measure, the Port Authority has stationed guards to 
prevent non-screened passengers from entering the sterile area. The 
reconfiguration of International Arrivals Area will remove this potential and 
eliminate the need for additional guard posts. 

Along with the security concerns in the International Arrivals Area, the 
current passenger routing from the arrivals area to the meeter-greeter area 
may allow screened and non-screened passengers to commingle. The 
reconfiguration of the International Arrivals Area will include direct routing 
for destination passengers to reach the meeter-greeter areas and for 
interline passengers to connect with their continuing flights. 

In addition to the passenger convenience issues, there are airline 
competition issues at stake that will also be addressed in the Terminal B 
Modernization. A major element driving the modernization of the Terminal 
is to enhance domestic and international airline competition. For domestic 
airline competition, the Airport has developed an Airline Competition Plan 
designed to enhance consumer choice on domestic routes that have 
passenger volumes of a sufficient magnitude to accommodate service from 
several airlines. According to Port Authority statistics, 31% of domestic 
flights scheduled at the Airport occur on competitive routes. Although an 
Airline Competition Plan is not required for international service, the 
Airport has applied a similar principal to provide consumers with maximum 
travel alternatives on international routes. Currently, the goals of 
maximizing consumer choice for both international and domestic routes 
are being met through higher utilization of terminal facilities, such as ticket 
counters and gates. 

However, this high utilization of terminal facilities results in lower levels of 
service for air passengers. The long-term solution to meet the goals of the 
Airline Competition Plan is to provide additional ticket counters in order to 
accommodate demand without reducing passenger service levels. 
Currently, a high percentage of the Airport's gate and ticket counter space 
is exclusively controlled through leases by Master Airlines. Non-Master 
Airlines do not have exclusive control over ticket counters or gates. 

Presently, approximately 82% of the gates are held exclusively by Master 
Airline Agreements and 18% of gates are available to Non-Master Airlines. 
Based on the high percentage of Airport service and terminal capacity 
represented by Master Airline exclusively controlled gates, and the high 
percentage of non-competitive or under-served routes at the Airport, the 
Competition Plan recommends that any added terminal capacity be 
operated under non-exclusive, Non-Master Airline agreements so as to 
provide the flexibility required to improve airline competition. 



Newark Liberty International Airport Modernization of Terminal B 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $122,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $3,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $125,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant# Grant Funds in Project $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/A 
*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $NIA 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (Port Authority Capital Funds) $53,244,000 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $53,244,000 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $178,244,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport! including 
runways 1 taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ X ] NO l ] N/A [ ] 
******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Reimbursement of Mandated Security Costs 

that the Port Authority is obligated to accomplish in accordance with FAA 
Grant Assurances can be funded. 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objectives of the project are to reimburse the Port Authority for funds 
expended on security measure post September 11th 2001. This will allow 
the funding of projects that the Port Authority is obligated to accomplish 
under FAA Grant Assurances. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

******************************************************************************************** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

******************************************************************************************** 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: $9,000,000 
Bond Capital $ 
Bond Financing & Interest$ 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $9,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # 3-34-0027-81-02 Grant Funds in Project $3,083,814 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $3,083,814 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $3,083,814 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/ A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 
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Newark Liberty International Airport 

· .. 

Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A 
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Despite the dramatic increase in passenger enplanements, certain critical 
elements of the Terminal remain essentially the same since it was 
completed in 1973. As a result, there is significant passenger congestion 
throughout the terminal complex that can only be remedied through 
extensive reconfiguration of the terminal. An important element for 
reducing congestion is achieved by aiding passengers to efficiently move 
through the terminal. This can be accomplished by strategically locating 
properly sized elevators and escalators along the main traffic areas that are 
vertically separated, where passengers transition from key areas within the 
terminal. In Terminal A this occurs between the ticketing area, the main 
concessions area and concourse level, the baggage claim area and the 
lower level ground transportation and parking level. 
******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
This project makes a significant contribution to the operation of Terminal A 
by alleviating existing congestion issues and improving passenger 
throughput in Terminal A. The existing elevators are inadequate in 
number, size and location and are responsible for creating passenger 
bottlenecks at key areas throughout the Terminal. 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to improve vertical circulation within 
Terminal A by installing modern elevators and escalators, as required, that 
are designed to serve the current daily passenger demands while 
accommodating future passenger growth. The modern elevators and 
escalators will include the latest safety and security features and will be 



Newark Liberty International Airport Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A 

a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ X] NO [ ] N/A [ ] 

d. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Newark Liberly International Airporl North Area Roadway Improvements 

project will also increase efficiency by providing a direct route to and from 
the airport for this traffic. 
******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
According to Airports Council International (ACI), EWA ranked 9th 
nationwide and 19th worldwide in total revenue cargo. In 2003, EWA 
shipped over 890,000 tons of cargo on domestic and international routes 
by 15 air cargo carriers. 

The significant contribution of this project is that it will enhance vehicular 
traffic safety by separating cargo traffic from other airport traffic while 
providing a more direct and efficient route for cargo handlers to travel to 
and from the airport. · 

There are currently 15 cargo carriers operating at EWA that hauled over 
890,000 tons of cargo in 2003. There are 6 dedicated air cargo carriers 
operating at the Airport. Two of these operators (Airborne and OHL) are 
located in the multi-tenant cargo building located in the North Area. The 
North Area Roadway Improvement project will allow these carriers to more 
efficiently utilize standard 53-foot tractor-trailers to transfer cargo to and 
from the Airport. Presently, these trucks are limited on the current 
roadway system requiring the carriers to make additional trips using 
smaller trucks. 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the North Area Roadway Improvement . Project is to 
enhance safety and reduce airport roadway congestion by further 
separating cargo truck traffic from other airport traffic by providing a more 
direct route from the Port of Newark to the North Cargo Area of EWA. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 2005 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2008 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

******************************************************************************************** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements_: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

******************************************************************************************** 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade NAVA/OS on RIW 22R-22L 

ATTACHMENT 8: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWA), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [X] IMPOSE AND USE[ ] USE[] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Upgrade Navigational Aids R/W 22R - 22L 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project is designed to enhance the navigational aids (NAV AIDS) on 
R/W 22R and 22L. RIW 22R presently has a Category (CAT I) Instrument 
Landing System (ILS) approach and this project will upgrade the existing, 
earlier generation localizer and glideslope equipment to modern Mark XX 
equipment. This will improve the reliability of the ILS during Instrument 
Flight Rules (IFR) conditions. 

The improvement to the R/W 22L NAVAIDS includes an upgrade from the 
existing CAT I approach to CAT Ill approach. This requires the installation 
of modern Mark XX localizer and glideslope equipment and the installation 
of an Approach Lighting System with Sequenced Flashers - 2 (ALSF-2). 
These two projects will improve the ILS system performance while 
enhancing the IFR capacity of the Airport. 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to BJ 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 
6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Currently, Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate 
that over 405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at 
the airport accounting for over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places 
EWA as #13 in the nation and #23 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. Although the 
airline industry has experienced a worldwide downturn since 2001, Port 
Authority projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to expand over the near term as an annual passenger growth rate 
of 2.6% is anticipated over the next ten years. This will result in the Airport 
serving 40 million annual passengers through 483,000 aircraft operations 
by Year 2013. 



Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade NA VAIDS on R/W 22R-22L 

After applying EWR Aircraft Operations, obtained from FAA Operational 
Data for Year 2002 and 2003, the ratio value is 8,994. Based on criteria from 
FAA Order 7031.2C, an airport with a ratio greater than 1.00 is qualified for 
an ILS with an approach light system. The value for EWR is 8,994, which 
well exceeds the ILS ratio limit. 

Typically, the FAA purchases and installs ILS equipment. However, the 
Port Authority will purchase and install equipment to rectify the operational 
issues with the existing NAVAIDS equipment on this runway. Therefore, 
the Port Authority is requesting funds to support the construction, 
purchase and installation of the CAT Ill equipment. The equipment 
purchased will be fully compatible with FAA procured equipment. The 
system will be turned over to the FAA when the system is instal.led and 
commissioned to FAA standards. 
******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWA has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Currently, Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate 
that over 405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at 
the ·airport accounting for over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places 
EWA as #13 in the nation and #23 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. Although the 
airline industry has experienced a worldwide downturn since 2001, Port 
Authority projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to expand over the near term as an annual passenger growth rate 
of 2.6% is anticipated over the next ten years. This will result in the Airport 
serving 40 million annual passengers through 483,000 aircraft operations 
by Year 2013. 

Presently, the Visual Flight Rules (VFR) capacity of the Airport is 92 -108 
flights per hour. This drops to 74-78 flights per hour during IFR conditions. 
According to FAA statistics, scheduled traffic at EWR exceeds capacity for 
five to seven hours per day, during IFR weather. Furthermore, on adverse 
weather days about 18% of EWA flights experience significant delays. The 
very latest in NAV AIDS technology will be used to maximize the capacity of 
the Airport and to ensure the reliability of NAV AIDS performance. 

This project resolves the ILS reliability issue by providing the latest 
generation Mark XX ILS equipment on R/W 22R to support the existing CAT 
I approach. This equipment provides unprecedented reliability and allows 
snow removal crews additional time to clear the ILS area of accumulated 
snow. 



Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade NAVA/OS on RIW 22R-22L 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement$ Discretionary$ Total $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/ A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $10,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ X ] 

d. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
******************************************************************************************** 
Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade NAVA/OS on R/W 4L 

during CAT Ill conditions, then the airport would be essentially closed for 
arrivals until the equipment is repaired or weather conditions improve. 

The CAT Ill upgrade on 4L will require new Mark XX localizer and glideslope 
equipment and the installation of an ALSF-2. A significant portion of the 
existing CAT I infrastructure will be reused for the CAT Ill upgrade, thereby 
minimizing construction costs. The installation of CAT Ill on R/W 4L will 
provide for system redundancy and air traffic control flexibility during CAT 
Ill conditions. 

Typically, the FAA purchases and installs ILS equipment. However, the 
Port Authority will purchase and install equipment to rectify the operational 
issues with existing NAV AIDS equipment on this runway. Therefore, the 
Port Authority is requesting funds to support the construction, purchase 
and installation of the CAT Ill equipment. The equipment purchased will be 
fully compatible with FAA procured equipment. The system will be turned 
over to the FAA when the system is installed and commissioned to FAA 
standards. 

FAA Order 7031.2C, Airways Planning Standard Number One - Terminal Air 
Navigation Facilities and Air Traffic Control Services provides further 
justification for the installation of upgraded ILS equipment. This Order 
describes a ratio formula the FAA uses to justify ILS installation with 
approach lights. This ratio considers the total number of instrument 
operations compared with total aircraft operations and multiplied using an 
FAA designed runway design factor. 

After applying the EWR Aircraft Operations, obtained from FAA Operational 
Data for Vear 2002 and 2003, the ratio value is 5,750. Based on criteria from 
FAA Order 7031.2C, an airport with a ratio greater than 1.00 is qualified for 
an ILS with an approach light system. The value for EWR is 5,750, which 
well exceeds the ILS ratio limit. · 
******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Currently, Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate 
that over 405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at 
the airport accounting for over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places 
EWR as #13 in the nation and #23 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. Although the 
airline industry has experienced a worldwide downturn since 2001, Port 
Authority projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will 
continue to expand over the near term as an annual passenger growth rate 
of 2.6% is anticipated over the next ten years. This will result in the Airport 
serving 40 million annual passengers thrqugh 483,000 aircraft operations 
by Year 2013. 



Newark Liberty International Airport Upgrade NAVA/OS on RIW 4L 

******************************************************************************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 2006 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $9,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $1,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $10,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $NIA 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $NI A 
Local Funds $NIA 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $10,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 
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Newark Liberty International Airport Improvements to Runway Safety Areas 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), Newark, New Jersey 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [X] IMPOSE AND USE [ ] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Improvements to Runway Safety Areas 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
The Improvements to Runway Safety Areas (RSA) project will enhance the 
dimensional standards on Runways 11 and 29 for compliance with FAA 
safety standards for RSA's and improve the RSA for parallel A/W's 4-22. 
The RSA for Runways 11 and 29 presently do not meet FAA standards and 
are not easily expandable due to the location of the New Jersey 
Turnpike/Interstate 95 to the east, Route 1 &9 and significant industrial 
development to the west. 

******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to BJ 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X ] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, ail others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 
6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
The FAA requires that airport sponsors bring RSA up to FAA standards by 
October 2007. The Port Authority has recently conducted an analysis of 
each runway end and is developing viable alternatives for RSA 
improvements that meet FAA standards while complementing the existing 
airline operations. The study includes construction feasibility, cost 
estimates and environmental analysis for all alternatives. Based on the 
analysis contained in the study, a viable alternative will be selected and the 
project will construct the selected alternative. 

******************************************************************************************* 
7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
EWR has experienced substantial domestic and international air passenger 
growth since 1989. Currently, Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate 
that over 405,000 international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at 
the airport accounting for over 29,400,000 annual passengers. This places 
EWA as #13 in the nation and #23 worldwide for commercial passenger 
enplanements, according to Airports Council International. Port Authority 
projections indicate that the Airport's passenger base will continue to 
expand over the near term as an annual passenger growth rate of 2.6% is 



Newark Liberty International Airport Improvements to Runway Safety Areas 

State Grants $N/ A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $20,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A ·[ X] 

d. Comments. 

******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 

*****FOR FAA USE*****************************************************************,***** 
a. Is the back-up financing/phasing plan viable? Yes [ ] No [ ]. 

b. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 

******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Reloc. and Rehab. of T/W A and Rehab. T/W B 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE[ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A and Rehabilitation of Taxiway B 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
Taxiways A and B are the primary circulation taxiways to the passenger 
terminals at JFK. This project will provide necessary clearance between 
Taxiway A and the adjacent restricted service road by relocating the 
taxiway centerline. In addition, the project will widen the taxiway throats 
and rehabilitate the asphalt and concrete pavement of Taxiway A to provide 
a 20-year design life and to strengthen the pavement to withstand regular 
passage of the Airbus A380 and also rehabilitate T/W 8 pavement. T/W B 
will not have to be relocated. 

The Airbus A380 is scheduled to begin operations at JFK at Terminals 1 
and/or 4 in September 2006. A program of airfield improvement projects is 
necessary to safely accommodate the physical size and operational 
characteristics of the A380. The taxiway relocation, in addition to providing 
adequate separation between T/W A and the restricted vehicle service road, 
will shift the existing taxiway shoulders to meet FAA Group VI design 
standards for the A380. The mission of this program is to complete all 
phased implementation of the projects within budget and prior to the 
arrival of the A380. The T/W 8 pavement is nearing the end of its design 
life and requires rehabilitation to prevent excessive deterioration of the 
pavement structural section. 

The taxiway pavement, including shoulders, pavement markings, drainage, 
signing, lighting, of the 21,913-foot long T/W A are to be rehabilitated and 
centerline relocated (approximately sixteen feet). The pavement will be 
designed to accommodate higher wheel loads, increase the lateral clear 
zone to an existing Restricted Service Road (RSA), and accommodate 
larger turning radii associated with the A380. Twenty-two cross taxiways 
connecting to T/W B and the throats to the aprons will be widened to 100 
feet. The RSR will be strengthened for the full width of the throat where 
aircraft will cross to access the· apron. 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to eJ 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 
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Supporting this level of passenger and aircraft operational activity is a 
complex network of taxiways and taxilanes that interconnects the terminal 
buildings with the runways. A key component of the taxiway system is T/W 
A and T/W 8. Encircling the Central Terminal Area (CTA), T/W A and B is 
critical to providing efficient routing of aircraft from the passenger 
terminals to any location on the airport via a network of taxiways radiating 
out from the T/W A & 8 ring. At JFK, nearly every air carrier, air cargo, and 
passenger commuter aircraft uses some part of T/W A & 8 during its 
operation. 

T/W A forms the inner ring of a concentric circle of taxiways made up of 
T/W A and T/W 8 and centered around the 880 acre Central Terminal Area 
(CTA). The taxiways were originally constructed in the 1960's and 1970's. 
T/W A and 8 provide an efficient route for aircraft to taxi between the CTA, 
the airfield and the north, south and east side of the Airport. The current 
dimension of T/W A relative to T/W B allows simultaneous two-way traffic 
by Group V aircraft. 

Although pavement maintenance and repair 1s performed on a regular 
basis, the pavements are nearing the end of their useful lives. A pavement 
evaluation performed in June 2003 indicated that the pavement-wearing 
surface is beginning to exhibit signs of significant deterioration that cannot 
be rectified through routine maintenance. If this deterioration is permitted 
to continue, the pavement subgrade will degrade requiring a full 
reconstruction of the pavement. A full reconstruction will cost significantly 
more in terms of construction and operational impacts, result in the 
closure of large portions of T/W A and 8, and increase airline congestion 
and delays. 

Along with pavement rehabilitation, the project will include the replacement 
and improvement of incidental items such as taxiway edge lighting 
component replacement, modern signage, improved drainage, and new 
pavement markings. 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
This project will widen and rehabilitate T/W A by relocating the taxiway 
centerline and will rehabilitate T/W B pavement. The project will include 
widening of taxiway throats and rehabilitation of the taxiway pavement to 
accommodate the A380 aircraft. Other improvements include lighting, 
signage, drainage and marking. This project will support the continued 
safe and efficient routing of aircraft between the terminal areas and the 
runway/taxiway system. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9.. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 2004 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2007 

******************************************************************************************** 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Construction of TIW A & P Connector 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE[ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Construction of Taxiway A and Taxiway P Connector 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
Taxiway A is one of two primary circulation taxiways allowing access to the 
passenger terminals at JFK from the runway complex. This project will 
construct a new taxiway that will connect Taxiways A and P and provide 
aircraft with a safe and efficient taxiway route between RIW 13R-31 L and 
the terminal areas. 

With the current taxiway configuration, R/W 13R-31 L is closed to arriving 
aircraft when aircraft are transitioning from the main parallel taxiway to T/W 
A. This problem is exacerbated during peak activity periods when large 
aircraft must be cleared to taxi from T/W P to T/W A. This situation reduces 
airfield capacity and presents an unnecessary safety concern. 

The new taxiway connector will be designed and constructed to 
accommodate the A380, which is anticipated to enter service at the Airport 
in 2006, serving airlines in Terminals 1 and 4. Construction of the Taxiway 
A and P Connector will provide a taxiway that has load bearing capabilities 
and adequate separation required to accommodate Design Group VI 
aircraft, like the A380, while allowing uninterrupted runway operation. 

Construction of the Taxiway A and P connector will include paved 
shoulders, pavement markings, signing, and lighting. 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to BJ 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X ] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 
6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
On the airfield, Taxiway A forms the inner ring of a concentric circle of 
taxiways that consists of T/W A and T/W B, centered around the 880 acre 
Central Terminal Area (CT A). The taxiways, as well as the connectors, were 
originally constructed in the 1960's and 1970's. Taxiway A and P 
Connector will provide an efficient route for aircraft to taxi between the 
CTA, the airfield and Runway 13R-31 L. 
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Terminal Area (CT A). The taxiways as well as connectors were originally 
constructed in the 1960's and 1970's. Taxiway A and P Connector will 
provide an efficient route for aircraft to taxi between the CT A and Runway 
13R-31 L. The new taxiway will allow aircraft operations to occur without 
reducing runway capacity and eliminating congestion at the T/W P and T/W 
A intersection. 

Along with the pavement, the project will include the realignment and 
replacement of items such as taxiway edge lighting component 
replacement, modern signs, and new pavement markings. 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
This project will construct the Taxiway A and P Connector to allow 
unrestricted operations between the CT A and R/W 13R-31 L. The project 
will incorporate design criteria to accommodate the A380 aircraft. Other 
improvements include lighting, signage, and marking. This project will 
support the continued safe and efficient routing of aircraft between the 
terminal areas and the runway/taxiway system. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 2005 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2006 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

******************************************************************************************** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

******************************************************************************************** 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $3,200,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $800,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $4,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Recon. and Strengthen TIW A and TIW B Bridges 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport {JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A and B Bridges 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will reconstruct and strengthen the two pairs of bridges that 
serve Taxiways A and B in the vicinity of the Van Wyck Expressway 
(Bridges J11 & J12) and the JFK Expressway (Bridges J13 & 14), where 
those roadways enter the Central Terminal Area (CTA). The bridge deck 
and girders will be replaced and strengthened to accommodate existing 
aircraft fleet mix and the A380. 

The approaches to the T/W A and T/W B Bridges will be repaved to match 
the cross-slope and profile of the bridges. Paving on the bridge 
approaches is anticipated not to exceed two hundred feet on each 
approach. The bridge foundations are not affected so all reconstruction 
will be above ground. Each pair of bridges for T/W A and T/W 8 will be 
closed simultaneously for reconstruction and strengthening. Aircraft will 
use T/W 8 bridges when T/W A bridges are closed and vice versa. The 
expressways will be closed and traffic diverted for intermittent periods 
during reconstruction. The road closures will be planned to ensure 
continuous availability of access/egress roads serving the CTA. All 
construction requiring full closure of the bridges will be accomplished 
between mid-September and mid-June to ensure that taxiway bridges are 
available during summer peak periods. 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 6) 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 
6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
The Reconstruction and Strengthening of the T/W A and T/W B Bridges is 
important to ensure the safe and efficient operation of wide body aircraft 
such ·as 8777, A340-600 and the A380. The bridges were constructed in the 
1960's and as a result are nearing the end of their useful lives. Currently, 
the bridges are load restricted for certain aircraft currently in use at JFK. 
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cargo areas, aircraft maintenance areas, and the north and south side of 
the Airport. Each taxiway incorporates two bridges each that cross over 
the main access roads entering and exiting the Airport. The current 
dimensions of T/W A and T/W B relative to each other allows simultaneous 
two-way traffic by Group V aircraft. 

The Taxiway Bridges constitute a vital link in the T/W A and T/W B ring. 
Without these bridges, several key areas on the Airport will be 
inaccessible. These areas include Terminals 8 and 9 where American 
Airlines conducts Domestic and International passenger service; aircraft 
maintenance hangars for United Airlines and American Airlines; and the air 
cargo area housing 31 domestic and international airline air cargo facilities. 
There are no alternative routes that allow access to these areas if the 
taxiway bridges are not available. 

The reconstruction of the Taxiway A & B Bridges will allow the bridges to 
continue to be utilized by passenger and air cargo aircraft to access the 
apron areas serving Terminals 8 & 9, air cargo and aircraft maintenance 
areas. Presently, the Bridges are load restricted reducing B-777 and A340 
taxiing operations to eight per day by airlines operating from Terminals 8 & 
9. These restrictions result in congestion on the runways and taxiways and 
can potentially result in safety hazards as aircraft must hold or are rerouted 
to alternate taxiways. The reconstruction project will be designed to 
accommodate current aircraft and future aircraft expected to operate at 
JFK. 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
This project is required to rehabilitate the taxiway bridges in order to 
restore unrestricted aircraft accessibility to the taxiways and tenant spaces 
located between the JFK and Vanwyck Expressways. It also allows for the 
safe and efficient routing of aircraft between the terminal areas and the 
runway and taxiway system. It is anticipated that this project will be 
conducted during the taxiway rehabilitation project. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 2004 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2007 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

******************************************************************************************** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport R/W 13L-31 R Rehabilitation Project 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE********-************************************************************ 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Runway 13L- 31 R Rehabilitation Project 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project consists of pavement rehabilitation along the entire length of 
R/W 13L-31 R, and pavement rehabilitation of the northern end of R/W 4L-
22R. R/W 13L-31 R is currently 10,000 feet long by 150 feet wide and was 
originally constructed in the 1960's. The asphalt concrete pavement is 
routinely inspected and crack sealed as needed. However, the pavement is 
deteriorating due to age related stress. In order to prevent further 
pavement degradation and subsequent damage to the pavement sub
grade, an asphalt rehabilitation must be performed to extend the life of the 
pavement. 

As part of the Runway 13L-31 R Rehabilitation Project edge lighting, 
centerline fixtures, signage, drainage, pavement markings and shoulders 
will be modified as needed. The design will include provisions to maxi,mize 
construction activity during overnight hours to minimize operational 
impacts to airlines. 
******************************************************************************************* 
5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[] $2.00[] $3.00[] (goto6) 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 
6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
The Runway 13L-31 R Rehabilitation Project is critical to ensure the safe 
and efficient operation of air passenger and air cargo aircraft. The runway 
was originally constructed in the 1960's and as a result is nearing the end 
of its useful life. 

Since original construction, regular maintenance and periodic pavement 
overlaying has been conducted to preserve the runway pavement 
structural section and subgrade. However, as a result of a pavement 
assessment conducted in June of 2003 as part of the pavement 
management system, it had been noted that the pavement is beginning to 
exhibit signs of significant cracking and age related stress. In order to 
prevent further deterioration, it is imperative that the pavement be 
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rehabilitated to prevent the need for a full-depth pavement reconstruction. 
The pavement rehabilitation will be designed to meet the load requirements 
of the current aircraft fleet mix. 
******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
JFK International Airport consists of nine terminal buildings with a total of 
175 gate positions. The Airport contributes approximately $22 billion in 
economic activity to the New York/New Jersey Region, which includes over 
$7 billion in wages and salaries. A major economic force, the Airport 
provides about 207 ,000 jobs through on and off Airport businesses and 
indirectly related business. Port Authority statistics indicate that over 
280,000 aircraft operations occurred at the Airport in 2003, carrying nearly 
32 million passengers to 127 domestic and international destinations. 
According to Port Authority statistics, JFK is the fastest growing airport in 
the New York Region. Although listed by the FAA as the 13th most delayed 
airport in the nation, this current activity level ranks JFK as #14 in the 
nation and #25 in the world for total number of air passengers. 

Forecasts for passenger growth at JFK indicate that the Airport will grow 
faster than the national average. Currently, the FAA anticipates a 3.4% 
national average growth rate for passenger enplanements. However, JFK 
is expected to experience an average 3.6% growth rate. At this rate, the 
Airport will reach its pre-9/11 passenger enplanement levels by late 2004. 
This growth can mainly be attributed to expanded domestic passenger 
service by low fare airlines. By 2013, the Airport is expected to serve 43 
million annual passengers through total aircraft operations of 375,000. 

In order to support this level of activity, all runways at JFK must be fully 
operational and not subject to load restrictions that would constrain the 
types of aircraft or number of operations occur on any of the runways. A 
constraint on any runway would have a ripple effect that would impact 
other airports in the New York Region and airports throughout the nation. 

The R/W 13L-31 R Rehabilitation Project is critical to ensure the continued 
and unrestricted utilization of the Runway. This runway measures 10,000 
feet by 150 feet and is equipped with a Category I ILS. Because of these 
capabilities, R/W 13L-31 R is one of the primary use runways on JFK, 
particularly during inclement weather conditions. 

The proposed pavement overlay design not only preserves the surface 
pavement, but will also prevent deterioration and subsequent damage to 
the pavement sub-grade. Presently, the runway's asphalt pavement is 
structurally sound. However, the wearing course is beginning to exhibit 
signs of age related stress cracking. As a result, pavement rehabilitation is 
required that will replace the existing wearing course with revitalized 
asphalt pavement and preserve the structural sections of the runway. By 
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13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************** 
a. Comments: 
******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $33,600,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $2,400,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $36,000,000. 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant # Grant Funds in Project $ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement$ Discretionary$ Total $NIA 
*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHi=R FUNDS: 
State Grants $NIA 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $NI A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $NIA 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $36,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/ A [ X ] 
******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
******************************************************************************************** 
Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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as a result of a recent evaluation study, it has been noted that the 
pavement is beginning to exhibit signs of significant cracking and age 
related stress. In order to prevent further deterioration, it is imperative that 
the pavement be rehabilitated to prevent the need for a full-depth pavement 
reconstruction. The pavement rehabilitation will be planned to meet the 
load requirements of the current aircraft fleet mix and to accommodate the 
anticipated future aircraft fleet mix. 

In addition to the pavement condition issue, during the winter months there 
is a recurring problem of ice damming along the southern edge of the 
runway adjacent to Jamaica Bay. Ice damming is caused by large slabs of 
ice being driven past the shoreline by tidal action occurring on the Bay. 
This presents a Foreign Object Damage (FOO) potential to jet engines, 
particularly to outboard engines on large four-engine aircraft. This project 
will include engineering modifications that will prevent ice slabs from 
encroaching onto the runway pavement. 

Along with the pavement rehabilitation, the project will include widening to 
accommodate the Airbus A380 aircraft that is expected to be in service with 
eight air passenger and air cargo airlines currently operating at JFK in late 
2006. It is anticipated that the pavement will be widened from the current 
150 feet to 200 feet in accordance with Group VI design standards as 
stipulated by the FAA. 
******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
JFK International Airport consists of nine terminal buildings with a total of 
175 gate positions. The Airport contributes approximately $22 billion in 
economic activity to the New York/New Jersey Region, which includes over 
$7 billion in wages and salaries. A major economic force, the Airport 
provides about 207 ,000 jobs through on and off Airport businesses and 
indirectly related business. Port Authority statistics indicate that over 
280,000 aircraft operations occurred at the Airport in 2003, carrying nearly 
32 million passengers to 127 domestic and international destinations. 
According to Port Authority statistics, JFK is the fastest growing airport in 
the New York Region. Although listed by the FAA as the 13th most delayed 
airport in the nation, this current activity level ranks JFK as #14 in the 
nation and #25 in the world for total number of air passengers. 

Forecasts for passenger growth at JFK indicate that the Airport will grow 
faster than the national average. Currently, the FAA anticipates a 3.4°/o 
national average growth rate for passenger enplanements. However, JFK 
is expected to experience an average 3.6% growth rate. At this rate, the 
Airport will reach its pre-9/11 passenger enplanement levels by late 2004. 
This growth can mainly be attributed to expanded domestic passenger 
service by low fare airlines. By 2013, the Airport is expected to serve 43 
million annual passengers through total aircraft operations of 375,000. 
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operating at JFK. In anticipation of the A380, there is a distinct need to 
provide a runway that meets Group VI standards. This will require 
modification of the runway edge lighting system to relocate the edge light 
fixtures outside of the runway edge, along with new signage and markings. 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to complete planning efforts to 
accommodate the A380 and at the same time to rehabilitate the runway 
pavement to preserve the pavement structure and prevent the need for a 
full-depth reconstruction. The runway rehabilitation will preclude the need 
for extensive runway closures and will reduce delay impacts on the New 
York Airport System and the National Airport System (NAS). 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 2004 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2006 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

******************************************************************************************** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 
13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 

Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

******************************************************************************************** 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $4,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $1,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $5,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant# Grant Funds in Project$ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement$ Discretionary$ Total $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/ A 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Perimeter Security Project 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE******************************************************************** 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 
1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
John F. Kennedy International Airport (JFK), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Perimeter Security Project 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 

This project will enhance perimeter and airport operations area (AOA) 
security at JFK. The project will complement overall security measures 
and will be coordinated with the JFK Federal Security Director (FSD) and 
will be consistent with Transportation Security Administration (TSA) 
guidelines for airport security. It is anticipated that the project will 
incorporate a multi-layered hardening approach consisting of ·perimeter 
fencing, barriers, gates and lighting, along with multiple technologies such 
as surface radar, fiber-optic sensing cable, closed-circuit television, and 
video motion detection. 
******************************************************************************************* 

5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go·to 6) 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 

6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of JFK. 
These security improvements will aid airport security personnel in 
thwarting unauthorized access to the AOA, the airport, and operational 
areas. By adding to and updating the perimeter security to complement 
improved security systems, security personnel will be able to more closely 
and thoroughly monitor activities in and around the AOA. The security 
enhancements will also enable staff to more quickly respond to incidents 
and concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to intrusion. 

The details of this project are consistent with the FSD Security Plan for 
JFK. 
******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of JFK. 
New technologies will also enable staff to more quickly respond to 
incidents and concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to intrusion. 
For example, the Airport's perimeter is difficult to consistently monitor and 
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ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $~/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $10,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] · N/A [ X]. 

d. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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SECTION 7 

Infrastructure Study and Preliminary Design to 
Accommodate a New Terminal 



John F. Kennedy International Airport Terminal Area Study (Terminal 5/6 Site) 

All alternatives considered in the study will include an examination of 
adaptive reuse concepts for Terminal 5. 
******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
JFK International Airport consists of nine terminal buildings with a total of 
175 gate positions. The Airport contributes approximately $22 billion in 
economic activity to the New York/New Jersey Region, which includes over 
$7 billion in wages and salaries. A major economic force, the Airport 
provides about 207 ,000 jobs through on and off Airport businesses and 
indirectly related business. Port Authority statistics indicate that over 
280,000 aircraft operations occurred at the Airport in 2003, carrying nearly 
32 million passengers to 127 domestic and international destinations. 
According to Port Authority statistics, JFK is the fastest growing airport in 
the New York Region. Although listed by the FAA as the 13th most delayed 
airport in the nation, this current activity level ranks JFK as #14 in the 
nation and #25 in the world for total number of air passengers. 

Forecasts for passenger growth at JFK indicate that the Airport will grow 
faster than the national average. Currently, the FAA anticipates a 3.4°/o 
national average growth rate for passenger enplanements. However, JFK 
is expected to experience an average 3.6% growth rate. At this rate, the 
Airport will reach its pre-9/11 passenger enplanement levels by late 2004. 
This growth can mainly be attributed to expanded domestic passenger 
service by low fare airlines. By 2013, the Airport is expected to serve 43 
million annual passengers through total aircraft operations of 375,000. 

The passenger market at JFK has changed significantly over the past three 
years. In 2001, TWA ceased operations in Terminal 5, the landmark Eero 
Saarinen-designed terminal, and the terminal has since remained vacant. 
Simultaneously, Terminal 6 has experienced a dramatic growth in 
passenger enplanements. 

The study will consider the infrastructure requirements for reconfiguring 
the terminal area in the vicinity of Terminals 5 & 6 to better accommodate 
passenger services and to allow for future terminal expansion. Study 
considerations will include an examination of: 

• Existing utilities; 
• Roadway network; 
• Auto Parking availability; and, 
• Air Train Access. 

All alternatives considered in the study will include an examination of 
adaptive reuse concepts for Terminal 5. 



John F. Kennedy International Airport Terminal .Area Study (Terminal 5/6 Site) 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ X] 

d. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 

******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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SECTION 8 

Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs 
from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 



John F. Kennedy International Airport Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objectives of the project are to reimburse the Port Authority for funds 
expended on security staff and equipment for the period covering 
September 11th, 2001 to September 30th, 2002. This will allow the Port 
Authority to fund projects that it is obligated to accomplish under FAA 
Grant Assurances. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: N/A 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: N/A 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

******************************************************************************************** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

******************************************************************************************** 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: $21,894,475 
Bond Capital $ 
Bond Financing & Interest $ 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $21,894,475 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant #3-36-0066-99-02 Grant Funds in Project $2,894,455 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $2,894,455 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement$ Discretionary$ Total $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 
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La Guardia Airport CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

****************************************************************************************** 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
La Guardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE[ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Feasibility Study 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will perform a feasibility analysis of the CTB Modernization at 
LGA. The project will analyze the construction and financial feasibility of a 
broad based terminal modernization plan that is designed to dramatically 
improve landside and airside access. 

It is anticipated that the project will analyze a range of facility and 
infrastructure enhancements at LGA intended to accommodate future 
passenger growth. Included in the project will be an analysis of options for 
accommodating passenger growth at the airport. This element of the 
project will examine alternatives to modernizing the CTB that could be 
employed to absorb expected passenger growth. This alternative analysis 
will be used in the environmental assessment phase of the project. 

The project also seeks to improve the level of pas~enger service in the CTB 
and associated concourses, while improving passenger safety and sec,urity 
and reducing congestion. Furthermore, the project is anticipated to assess 
a reconfiguration of the aircraft-parking apron to allow a broader range of 
aircraft to serve the airport and meet the needs of airlines and air 
passengers. 

The project will analyze improvements that may require the displacement, 
expansion, and/or relocation of existing facilities, including: CTB 
Concourses; Hangars 1, 2 and 4; Cargo and Ground Service Equipment 
(GSE) facilities; aircraft Remain Overnight Parking (RON); Central Heating 
and Refrigeration Plant (CHAP}, Central Electrical Substation, and public 
and employee vehicle parking lots. In addition, the project may involve the 
installation of a new hydrant fueling system. Furthermore, baggage 
facilities will be modified to provide in-line baggage screening to improve 
Transportation Security Administration (TSA) efficiency. Also, passenger 
screening will be improved and gates and holdroom areas will be upgraded 
to enhance passenger flows and allow access for larger, more fuel-efficient 
and cost-effective aircraft. 



La Guardia Airport CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 

are limited in their ability to upgrade their fleets to larger, more efficient 
aircraft. 

This project represents the first phase of development for the CTB 
Modernization Program. It will involve the development and approval of a 
single program detailing: a review of passenger accommodation 
alternatives; the scope of the CTB Modernization Program; how the 
construction will be phased and implemented while normal terminal and 
airside operations are conducted: and how the Program will be financed 
and what roles the airlines, the Port Authority of NY & NJ, the TSA, the 
FAA, and other stakeholders will play in the implementation of the Program 
elements. It is anticipated that this project will be conducted over a 3-4 
year period and will serve as the basis for commencing the companion 
CTB Modernization Planning and Design project. 

******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
LGA contributes $6.1 billion in economic activity to the New York/New 
Jersey metropolitan area. This includes 63,000 jobs generated through on 
and off-airport aviation and indirectly related businesses accounting for $2 
billion in wages and salaries. According to Airports Council International, 
LGA is #21 nationwide for total U.S. passenger enplanements and is #39 
worldwide for total passenger enplanements. In 2003, this Airport served 
22,482, 770 total enplaned passengers through 72 gates. Future projections 
indicate that LGA's passenger enplanements are expected to experience a 
2.1 % annual growth rate over the next ten years. By Year 2014, passenger 
traffic is expected to reach 29 million annual passengers. 

LGA is an extremely congested Airport, with all facilities (runways, 
taxiways, terminals and parking areas) contained within a 680-acre area. 
As a result, there is no available space remaining to construct additional 
passenger handling facilities. However, in order to accommodate existing 
passenger demand and future passenger growth, it is necessary to expand 
and reconfigure the CTB. The most feasible option is to reconfigure and 
expand existing facilities at, and adjacent to, the CTB to realize more 
efficient use of available space. 

The current configuration of the CTB consists of four concourses: 
Concourses A, B, C and D. These concourses have been in active 
passenger service since 1964 and, with the exception of Concourse D, have 
changed little despite the enormous growth the Airport has experienced 
since that time. These concourses are currently undersized for the existing 
levels of activity at the CTB. As a result, the airlines are currently 
artificially constrained thereby preventing smaller air carriers from 
expanding and serving larger numbers of passengers. 



La Guardia Airport CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 

CTB. The size and possible relocation of the electrical substation and the 
CHAP will be thoroughly examined. 

The CTB Modernization Program also envisions the replacement of RON 
aircraft parking spaces displaced by the terminal improvements. The 
feasibility studies and environmental analyses would also address 
potential hangar, GSE Maintenance facilities, cargo facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, and roadway and vehicular parking impacts 
resulting from the CTB improvements. 

The study will consider the technical and financial feasibility of a new 
Hydrant Fueling System. Currently, tanker trucks transport jet fuel over 
public roads from the fuel farm, which is located on the west side of the 
Airport. A Hydrant Fueling System will eliminate the safety and security 
issues related to the current fueling operations, and will improve fuel 
delivery to the aircraft. 

The Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Feasibility Study is 
critical to ensure that the recommended program for the CTB 
Modernization includes all necessary support projects and infrastructure 
enhancements. Without this analysis it would be difficult if not impossible 
to understand and quantify the construction, operational and 
environmental issues that must be accounted for before design starts on 
the modernization program. 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of this project is to analyze all reasonable alternatives to 
address existing and forecast shortcomings at the CTB, develop a CTB 
Modernization Program incorporating the selected alternatives, and to 
secure the environmental approvals needed for the Program to move 
forward to implementation. The CTB Modernization Feasibility Study and 
Environmental Permitting project will be coordinated with the CTB 
Modernization Planning and Design project to develop conceptual and 
preliminary designs for the various elements of the Program. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 2004 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2008 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

******************************************************************************************** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
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La Guardia Airport 
CENTRAL TERMINAL BUILDING (CTB) 

CONSTRUCTION AND FEASIBIUTY STUDY 



La Guardia Airport CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

****************************************************************************************** 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
La Guardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE[ ] IMPOSE AND USE[X] USE[ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Planning and Engineering 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will develop engineering concepts and preliminary designs for 
the CTB Modernization Program at LGA in a phased approach tailored to 
address critical feasibility and constructability aspects for the 
implementation of this program. 

This project will provide preliminary design for facility and infrastructure 
enhancements at LGA to improve holdroom and gate areas and the level of 
passenger service in the CTB and associated concourses while improving 
passenger safety and security and reducing congestion. Furthermore, the 
project is anticipated to develop a selected concept to a level adequate to 
serve as the basis for the future preparation of contract drawings and 
specifications for bidding and awarding the construction of the proposed 
improvements. 

The project will analyze improvements that may require the displacement, 
expansion, and/or relocation of existing facilities, including: CTB 
Concourses; Hangars 1, 2 and 4; Cargo and Ground Service Equipment 
(GSE) facilities; aircraft Remain Overnight Parking (RON); Central Heating 
and Refrigeration Plant (CHAP), Central Electrical Substation, and public 
and employee vehicle parking lots. In addition, the project may involve the 
installation of a new hydrant fueling system. Furthermore, baggage 
facilities will be modified to provide in-line baggage screening to improve 
Transportation Security Administration (TSA) efficiency. Also, passenger 
screening will be improved and gates and holdroom areas will be upgraded 
to enhance passenger flows and allow access for larger, more fuel-efficient 
and cost-effective aircraft. 

This project will utilize the CTB Modernization Feasibility Study project 
results as a basis for further design development. It is anticipated that the 
terminal development program resulting from this initial planning effort 
may involve total project costs in the $1 - $1.5 billion range. The costs for 
the Planning and Engineering Study are approximately 1 %-2% of the total 
anticipated construction budget. 



La Guardia Airport CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering 

LGA contributes $6.1 billion in economic activity to the New York/New 
Jersey metropolitan area. This includes 63,000 jobs generated through on 
and off-airport aviation and indirectly related businesses accounting for $2 
billion in wages and salaries. According to Airports Council International, 
LGA is #21 nationwide for total U.S. passenger enplanements and is #39 
worldwide for total passenger enplanements. In 2003, this Airport served 
22,482, 770 total enplaned passengers through 72 gates. Future projections 
indicate that LGA's passenger enplanements are expected to experience a 
2.1 % annual growth rate over the next ten years. By Year 2014, passenger 
traffic is expected to reach 29 million annual passengers. 

LGA is an extremely congested Airport, with all facilities (runways, 
taxiways, terminals and parking areas) contained within a 680-acre area. 
As a result, there is no available space remaining to construct additional 
passenger handling facilities. However, in order to accommodate existing 
passenger demand and future passenger growth, it is necessary to expand 
and reconfigure the CTB. The most feasible option is to reconfigure and 
expand existing facilities at, and adjacent to, the CTB to realize more 
efficient use of available space. 

The current configuration of the CTB consists of four concourses: 
Concourses A, 8, C and D. These concourses have been in active 
passenger service since 1964 and, with the exception of Concourse D, have 
changed little despite the enormous growth the Airport has experienced 
since that time. These concourses are currently undersized for the existing 
levels of activity at the CTB. As a result, the airlines . are currently 
artificially constrained thereby preventing smaller air carriers from 
expanding and serving larger numbers of passengers. 

The CTB Modernization Program is anticipated to provide expanded CTB 
Concourse areas, reconfigure the existing concourses to better 
accommodate larger aircraft at the gate aprons, space for TSA mandated 
s.ecurity-screening areas, and expansion areas to accommodate future 
passenger traffic growth. The following paragraphs describe the program 
elements for the CTB Modernization at LGA. 

The reconstructed concourses will take advantage of modern terminal 
design techniques that will' result in vast improvements in passenger 
safety, service and amenities. The vision for the reconfigured concourses 
encompasses the concept of right-sizing the CTB with the airfield capacity 
and the current and projected passenger demand. The design will include 
the latest baggage screening equipment, expanded passenger screening 
areas, expanded concessions areas, larger passenger holdrooms, larger 
circulation spaces, increased bathroom facilities, and overall improved 
passenger processing. 



La Guardia Airport CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering 

The objective of this project is to develop preliminary design 
documentation for the selected concepts for the CTB Modernization 
Program, to address the existing and forecast shortcomings at the CTB in 
order to handle future passenger growth. It will utilize the CTB 
Modernization Feasibility Study project results as a basis for this further 
design development. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 2008 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2010 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

******************************************************************************************** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

******************************************************************************************** 

"14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $23,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $2,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $25,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant# Grant Funds in Project$ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ Total $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 
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La Guardia Airport Runway Rehabilitation Project 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

****************************************************************************************** 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
La Guardia Airport {LGA), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE[] IMPOSE AND USE[X] USE[] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Runway Rehabilitation Project 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will rehabilitate the asphalt pavement on Runway 13-31, 
Runway 4-22, and the associated taxiways serving the runways. The 
project al,so includes the replacement of the in-pavement lighting system 
and the installation of runway guard bar lights, as well as runway safety 
area improvements and storm drainage system improvements. 

The asphalt concrete runways were repaved in 1994 and the keel sections 
overlayed in 1999 and 2000, for Runways 13/31 and 4/22 respectively, due 
to accelerated pavement deterioration. The runway is routinely inspected 
and crack sealed as needed. However, the pavement is exhibiting age and 
stress related deterioration that cannot be remedied through routine 
maintenance. In order to prevent further pavement degradation and 
subsequent damage to the pavement sub-grade, pavement rehabilitation is 
needed to extend the life of the pavement, preserve the subgrade and to 
accommodate the loads from aircraft. 
******************************************************************************************* 

5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 6) 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X ] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 

6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
This project is critical to ensure the continued utilization of Runway 13-31, 
Runway 4-22 and the associated taxiways. Both runways measure 7,000 
feet by 150 feet and are equipped for Category I ILS approaches. The 
proposed pavement rehabilitation not only preserves the surface 
pavement, but will also prevent deterioration and subsequent damage to 
the pavement sub-grade. The runway rehabilitation of the associated 
taxiways serving the runway will ensure the continued use of these 
pavements. 

LGA is a slot controlled Airport with 1,200 aircraft operational slots 
available each day. Without this project, the runway pavement will 
continue to degrade and subsequently deteriorate the pavement subgrade. 
If this occurs, the pavement will require a full-depth reconstruction that will 
require significantly more time when compared with a pavement 



La Guardia Airport Runway Rehabilitation Project 

ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2006 
****************************************************************~*************************** 
11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 

submitted to the FAA: 
******************************************************************************************** 
12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

******************************************************************************************** 
14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $31,000,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $4,000,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $35,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant# Grant Funds in Project$ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement$ Discretionary$ Total $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/ A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $35,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X ] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 
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La Guardia Airport Perimeter Security Project 

ATTACHMENT 8: PROJECT INFORMATION 

****************************************************************************************** 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
La Guardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Perimeter Security Project 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will enhance perimeter and airport operations area (AOA) 
security at LGA. The project will complement overall security measures 
and will be coordinated with the LGA Federal Security Director (FSD) and 
will be consistent with Transportation Security Administration (TSA) 
guidelines for airport security. It is anticipated that the project will 
incorporate a multi-layered hardening approach consisting of perimeter 
fencing, barriers, gates and lighting, along with multiple technologies such 
as surface radar, fiber-optic sensing cable, closed-circuit television, and 
video motion detection. 
******************************************************************************************* 

5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to BJ 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 
******************************************************************************************* 

6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of LGA. 
These security improvements will aid airport security personnel in 
thwarting unauthorized access to the AOA, the airport, and operational 
areas. By adding to and updating the perimeter security to complement 
improved security systems, security personnel will be able to more closely 
and thoroughly monitor activities in and around the AOA. The security 
enhancements will also enable staff to more quickly respond to incidents 
and concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to intrusion. 

The details of this project are consistent with the FSD Security Plan for 
LGA. 
******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of LGA. 
New technologies will also enable staff to more quickly respond to 
incidents and concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to intrusion. 
For example, the Airport's perimeter is difficult to consistently monitor and 
control using manual methods such as vehicle patrols. The addition of 
high technology security monitoring and intrusion detection equipment will 



La Guardia Airport 

Fiscal Year: Entitlement $ Discretionary $ 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $10,000,000 

Perimeter Security Project 

Total $N/A 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding, the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ X] 

d. Comments. 

******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
******************************************************************************************** 
Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 
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La Guardia Airport Crisis Command Center/Police and ARFF Facility 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

****************************************************************************************** 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
La Guardia Airport (LGA), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE[ ] IMPOSE AND USE[X] USE[ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield Rescue and Firefighting Facility 
(ARFF). 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will construct a new 45,000 square feet facility that will 
combine all security, police and ARFF personnel in a single facility along 
with a Crisis Command Center. The new facility will be completely located 
within the secure perimeter of the Airport. The existing ARFF facility was 
originally constructed in the 1940's, expanded in the 1970's, and expanded 
once again in 1986 to fulfill the needs for office and garage space. 
However, due to increased responsibilities and security requireme~ts at 
the Airport, supplementary office and vehicle bays are needed for 
additional security, police and fire fighting personnel and associated 
response equipment. 

In order to provide adequate space to accommodate police, ARFF and 
security functions for the airfield and terminal facilities, and to meet the 
FAR Part 139 Index requirements for LGA, an expanded and modernized 
Crisis Command Center and ARFF Facility is required. The new Facility will 
be located on the west side of the Airport to allow quick and efficient 
access to the runway and taxiway network, while facilitating airside and 
landside access to the terminal area. The facility will be designed to 
accommodate all existing equipment and personnel as required be TSA 
while configured in a manner to allow for future expansion. The Facility 
will also house Airport monitoring and communications equipment 
necessary to support all manner of security and emergency situations. 
******************************************************************************************* 

5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 6) 

$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 
airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 

******************************************************************************************* 

6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
Currently, Port Authority statistics for 2003 indicate that over 375,000 
international and domestic aircraft operations occurred at LGA, accounting 
for over 22,480,000 passengers. This places LGA as #21 in the nation and 
#39 worldwide for commercial passenger enplanements, according to 
Airports Council International. Aircraft movement and passenger activity 
levels of this magnitude, combined with FAA ARFF Index requirements and 



La Guardia Airport Crisis Command Center/Po/ice and ARFF Facility 

will be designed to accommodate specific security requirements as defined 
by the Federal Security Director (FSD) responsible for LGA. 

Incorporated into the design of the new Facility will be vehicle bays 
expressly configured for emergency and security vehicles. These vehicle 
bays will be sized to accommodate the ARFF vehicles and security 
response vehicles assigned to the Airport. · The bays will be designed with 
quick-acting roll-up doors along with water, foam dispenser system and 
electrical connection points to support the emergency response 
equipment. 

In addition to housing staff and equipment, the new Facility will also 
function as a Crisis Command Center. This center will act as a focal point 
for all emergency and security efforts and will tie together all 
communications during incidents involving the airfield and terminals. The 
Crisis Command Center will be responsible for dispatching and 
coordinating all emergency and security staff in addition to coordinating 
the activities of off-airport respondents, such as the U.S. Coast Guard 
during water-related incidents involving the Airport. The Crisis Command 
will be an integral part of the Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield 
Rescue and Firefighting Facility (ARFF) and Police Facility. 

The types of emergencies that the Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield 
Rescue and Firefighting Facility ARFF Facility will respond to and 
coordinate include aircraft and terminal incidents (including fire and 
medical emergencies); security breaches within the terminal and the 
Airport Operations Area (AOA); and on-airport traffic incidents. , The 
anticipated location of the Facility will also impr9ve on-airport response to 
airfield and terminal emergencies. 

This project is critical to ensure that Police and ARFF personnel have 
adequate accommodations at the Airport. The proposed Facility will not 
only have sufficient office space, but will also have the needed space for 
communications equipment, emergency vehicles and other security 
equipment. 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The project objective is to construct a new Crisis Command Center/Police 
& Airfield Rescue and Firefighting Facility (ARFF) that will accommodate all 
security, police and ARFF personnel and equipment dedicated to providing 
security and emergency services to the Airport. The facility will 
accommodate all security requirements for LGA as stipulated by the FSD. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE {Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 2004 



La Guardia Airport Crisis Command Center/Po/ice and ARFF Facility 

c. Terminal and surtace transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons, and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A [ X] 

d. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 

15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 



~ PORTAIRHORD'Y OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

SECTION 6 

Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs 
from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 



La Guardia Airport Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs 

The objectives of the project are to reimburse the Port Authority for funds 
expended on security staff and equipment that is now provided by the 
federal government. This will allow the funding of projects that the Port 
Authority is obligated to accomplish under FAA Grant Assurances. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)************************************************* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

******************************************************************************************** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

******************************************************************************************** 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: $10,000,000 
Bond Capital $ 
Bond Financing & Interest $ 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $10,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant #3-36-0068-79-02 Grant Funds in Project $2,274,885 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $2,274,885 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement$ Discretionary$ Total $NIA 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $N/A 
Local Funds $N/A 
Other (please specify) $N/ A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $N/A 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $12,274,885 
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~PORTAUIHORffY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

PFC CONSULTATION 
MEETING WITH 

AIR CARRIERS AND 
FO-REIGN AIR CARRIERS 

.May l71h, l81h and 201h, 2004 

·EWR, JFK and LGA Airports 



~ PORTAUIHORffY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

lmeortant Dates 

All Air Carriers have 30 days from the 
PFC Consultation Meeting date to provide written 
certification of agreement or disagreement with the proposed application. 

for purposes of official correspondence and notification, 
please send all correspondence to: 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor 
Port Authority· of .NY & NJ 
Aviation. Department 
225 Park Avenue· South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY'l0003·· 

,EWRt -JFK and ~GA Airports 



~ PORTAIRHORDY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

PFC Program and its Relationship to AIP 

PFC Revenue can be used for: 
Local matching share of AIP 
Financing and debt service 

PFC's can fund proiects not normally eligible under AIP: 
Gates and Related Areas 
Concessions Areas 

PFC proiects must meet the following criteria: 
l)'-,·Prese.rye safety, security or enhance capaci_ty 

· ···· i),,~g.d"'.c;E! o~e:g'1ifiga,t@":.ne>l~~ imp9cts frg.rn ClifPC>lit 

EWR, -JFK and LGA Airports 



~ PORTAUIHORDY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Reimbursement of Mandated Security Costs 

• The FAA authorizes the one-time collection of unfunded 
mandated security costs that airports incurred from 9/11/2001 
to 9/30/2002. 

- In accordance with airline requests, the Port Authority is 
seeking in this application PFC funds as reimbursement for 
mandated security costs in the following amounts: 

Newark Liberty lnternational,Airport - $9,000,000 
Jo_·ho f,-. Ke.onedy _Jnteroqtlonal Airp9.rt - $.21,894,.475 
La(;u~~~i~ Airp~;~ - . . . . . $J·P,OQl}tfJf!)Q · 

·~ ~~ .. r~ ~~,~~~~d ~t~·~~i~~r~~ 
as pelrf ofthi PorlAothority's capital improvement plClh. · 
EWR,. JFK and LGA Airports 



~PORTAVIHORRY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Project Description: 
This project will improve the drainage 
characteristics of the northeast area of 
the Airport through the construction of 
additional storm drain lines. 

ProjectJusuflcauon: 
The project is required to modify the 
storm sewer system to provide adequate 
drainage for the R/W 4L-22R northern 
extension, associated new taxiway 
pavement and for existing development 
adjacent to R/W 11-29 and the adjacent 
taxiways. 

Project Objective: 
.. The o~Jecth/e. ot thEtprqJ~ct is.·.tQ irTJprove 
. the dtj:~age cbaradt~tihtlbS Of,fhe:f1orth 
·area/~rra to:extendjHeilife:·ofJhe- runway 

.. ·._,ctr,dJcpdvvay;payern:ept$fih:1he: area, and . 
. \p'iinrcul~frr:~riattlireii:riters:'3otion-qf R/W 4R-

22L.andR/W ·rff~2:tf ,: <·.' •:.,.,.,. 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports iii,• . 



~ PORTAIRHORRY OF NY & NJ 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports 

Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Project Description: 
This project includes the planning, 
design and construction of airfield 
enhancements on the airport's north side 
to better accommodate Group V aircraft 
currently in EWR's fleet mix. 

ProjectJusttficatton: 
This project is vitally important to ensure 
the safe and efficient operation ofGroup 
V aircraft currently in the fleet mix at 
EWA. Taxiways Aand 8 are not 
adequately separated·to accommodate 
operation of Group V a:ircraft in the 
vicinity of the TerminalGConcourses . 

. Project Objective: 

!;e:~:f!fJft[B!~1:1fr!xisting 
ai rtiet:dJJgh~ing.:$.Y§~~rp,~/arid .•. to 
·iebonflgure:aidiel~:'taii:wc1ys,.: a:n.d· .aircraft 
parking areas toJmprqver-~«~¢..i~:o~y\~,\.· ... · 



~ PORTAUlHORDY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Project Description: 
This project consists of the planning and 
preliminary design for improvements to 
Terminal A that will enhance passenger 
processing efficiency, improve security, 
provide additional gates and space for 
new entrant airlines, and expand gate 
areas to meet anticipated passenger 
demand. 

Project Justification: 
A major element driving the expansion of 
the Terminal is the Airport's Competition 
Plan. 

Project Obj~c.tive: 
. To define 1.erm:in~.L~~R98?i.9n 99rc~pts . . ·. =~-l~0:t~::1J~t.;re~:~~:!: ... 
~ecudty-_JJ"ro.ced(Jr~$:,:.,ieclube_.passenger 

.···:tJ6h1Jestibn'~: j nC:r-e:as·e,:'.Jhterior9ircu lation 

......... .. .• ..... · :cr ... "·· :i;~:;:~::~:~i~,le·p~~:Q~ri~r$. 
EWR1 JFKand LGAAirports . . . .i 



~ PORI' AUIHORRY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Project Description: 
This project will construct new large 
capacity elevators serving all four levels 
of Terminal A. The project may also 
include new escalators connecting the 
baggage claim areas to the lower level 
ground transportation and parking level. 

Project Justification: 
This project will contribute to alleviati~g 
congestion by improving passenger 
throughput in Terminal A. The existing 
elevators are inadequate in number, 
size, and location. 

Project Obj~gtiv;e.;_ 
. The·, opjective. _ot th.~ •.. P-:r9J~Gl .. ~-~_Jo .. _i '!'P rrve 

verti:gjK,~i rcul~tia~·:w,t.nin,SFe'Hni rial:•·A:·by'. 
instatit~~ _modet'ri::elev.atois·:and··· 
escafators. . . 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports .i 



~PORTAIRHORRY OF NY& NJ Passenger facility Charge Consultation 

Project Description: 
This project is designed to enhance the 
navigational aids (NAVAIDS) on R/W 
22R and 22L. 

ProjectJusUffcaUon: 
Since the existing equipment was 
originally installed, major advances have 
been made in ILS technology that have 
increased the accuracy and reliability of 
the equipment. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the project is to 
enhance ILS system performance on 
R/W 22R while expanding>CATIII ILS 
c~pability on·· RNJ:.22L.:.: .. Th.i$ •.. yvilJ_:•improve 
the QV~.r~U saf e,y a:nd·i'c~p~cJty: of]he . 
Airpor,t\Nhile. prdyiding. additlohal 
flexibility du ring,reduced:\tisibility 

'conditions.; 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports -



~ PORTAUIHORRY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Project Description: 
The Improvements to Runway Safety 
Areas (RSA) project will enhance the 
dimensional standards on Runways 11 
and 29 for compliance with FAA safety 
standards for RSA's. 

ProjectJusuficauon: 
The FAA requires that airport sponsors 
bring RSA up to FAA standards by 
October 2007. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of the Runway Safety Area 
Project· is to enhance aircraft and 
passenger safety by bringing the RSA's 
u_p to FAA standards py applying FAA 
ctppt;QV:~d alte niatiVes:. · '· · 

,· ~ ";.'-: ' ."•, 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports -



~PORTAIRHORffY OF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Project Description: 
This project will extend the useful life of 
the pavement and provide the necessary 
clearance between T/W A and the 
adjacent restricted service road by 
relocating the taxiway centerline. 

ProjectJusuficauon: 
Although routine pavement maintenance 
and repair is performed on a regu.lar 
basis, T/W A and B pavements are 
nearing the end of their useful lives. 

Project Objective: 
This project will widen .and rehabilitate 
T/W A and will r~t,abilitate T/W B 

. paverr1ent. The prpl~Ct'{\'ill in~lu~e 
-reloq?i:tJng the .taiiw¢~y::pedtE3'rlin.e;. 
widen;i~il ottaxlwa.y<throats and 

. rehabilitation otthe,ta}(.tway pavement to 
accommodate·. the.'.A38Clai rcraft. 

EWR,· JFK and LGA Airports R· ?.,·· . .r,,·.'"'·.· ... "· .. :i,i;,.•.,,,· .. ·:, ; ~' ' . 
:·.' , .. 



~PORTAUlHORDY OF NY & NJ 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports 

Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Project Description: 
This project will reconstruct and 
strengthen the two pairs of bridges that 
serve T/W A and Bin the vicinity of the 
Van Wyck Expressway (Bridges J11 & 
J12) and the JFK Expressway (Bridges 
J 13 & 14), where those roadways enter 
the Central Terminal Area (CTA). 

ProjectJusUffcaUon: 
Field studies and analyses have been 
completed that clearly, demonstrate a 
need to rehabilitate and strengthen the 
bridges to meet road requirements of the 
current aircraft fleet mix and to 
accommodate the a~ticipated future 
~._ircraft fleetmix. 

Praf_'IJCt Objective: 
,This p:rqJect is r~qdire,d.'to· rehabilitate the 
taxiway .. bridges,:frl.,.·Orderto. restore 
unrestricted ai rcraftaqpessJ~UityJ9,.tt1e:. 
taxiways and ten an. t spaces· :,located· 
between JFK and Van\/Vyck: 



v!.PORTAUIHORffY OF NY& NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Project Description: 
This project is a planning effort for the 
future pavement rehabilitation and 
widening of R/W 13R-31 L. 

ProjectJusttficatton: 
The Planning Project for the 
Rehabilitation and Widening of R/W 13R 
will define a detailed scope of work, 
costs, schedule and operational impacts 
during and after construction, ensuring 
the safe and efficient operation of air 
passenger and air cargo aircraft. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of th.e project is to 
preserve the pavernentstruGture and 
pre\{~rtt)Jhe need,fo.c:a:ft1IP·d~pth... . . 
recory:sfruction, ·.complete pianhing efforts 
fpr the rehabilitation. of the runway 
pavementand to accommodate the 
A380. 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports R 



~ PORTAUlHORnY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Consultation 

Project Description: 
This project will conduct a study to 
examine the current infrastructure layout 
of the Central Terminal Area (CTA) at JFK 
in support of new terminal development in 
the vicinity of Terminals 5 & 6. 

ProjectJusuficauon: 
The study will consider the infrastructure 
requirements for reconfiguring the 
terminal area in the vicinity of Terminals 5 
& 6 to better accommodate passenger 
services and to allow for future terminal 
expansion. 

Pr~j~pt Objec-tiv~-: 
-The\~ojective:.is.to,.e~c1rT1ine·. i.nfrastructure 
. retju:fr~_'rnE3nts ancfiq~v~iop::.pians to safely 
:clnd. effici~ntly ap~omrnodate:domestic 
and in.ternationaf passe'nger growth at 
JFK. 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports R 
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Project Description: 
The project will analyze the construction 
and financial feasibility of a broad based 
terminal modernization plan that is 
designed to dramatically improve 
landside and airside access. 

ProjectJusuficauon: 
Concessions and passenger screening 
areas do not meet current standards and 
contribute to significant passenger 
congestion within the terminal area. 

Project Objective: 
The objective of this project is to analyze 
all reasonable alternaUves to address 
existing and foreca$t:shortcomings,?}tthe 
CTEt/~:~velop a-CTB\MQde.miz.ation 
Program incorporating. the·-set·ected 
.J;tlt~rnative$, .~ndrs.~c~re::envirpnmental 
·appr6v~il·rfeed'~~<fot.tbet·Pt99f?tm to 
move forward to irnpleffientatihh; . 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports i.ii 
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Project Description: 
This project will rehabilitate the asphalt 
pavement on R/W 13-31 , R/W 4-22, and 
the associated taxiways serving the 
runways. 

ProjectJusuficauon: 
The proposed pavement rehabilitation 
not only preserves the surface 
pavement, but will also prevent 
deterioration and subsequent damage to 
the pavement sub-grade. 

Project Objective: 
The project objective is to preserve the 
pavement on R/'W 13~3.1, R/W 4-22 and 

. the associated taxiway§ in .9_rq<3r to avoid 
mor,j~ostly pavern~rtf+eio"n·$ffµction ; 
invorvln:g significant: airc.raftoperational 
impacts for LGA. 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports i.ii 
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Project Description: 
This project will construct a new 45,000 
S.F. facility that will combine all security, 
police and ARFF personnel in a single 
Crisis Command Center. 

ProjectJusttficattQ.n: 
This current facility is undersized to 
accommodate existing functions. Some 
personnel and activities are housed in 
adjoining trailers and other temporary 
buildings, leading to inefficiencies in 
operations. 

. . Project· Obj~ctive: 
To_.cc>.:nstruct-a .. new>Qfi~ls>Coforpandc·· ·. ·.·· 
Gertt~t(P,olice·. 8(At=i:F.t=.-:fJeiiJty_·that-.will' 
accorriffiodflte fll{s,E3C~t[~; poljce and 

.· :AR RF.::.J;)erst?nn.el:.:,.f:lqcf:.~g:Q.ip.nient 
dedicated· .. t6. provfdihg}s'.et~t1.rit.faryd: . 
emergency··services to:.the::Airport 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports w 
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Exhibit "B" 
Anticipated Passenger Facility Charge Revenue 

(Revised) 

The following table describes anticipated PFC revenue from charge effective date through charge 
expiration date. 

Port Authority of New York and New Jersey 
Anticipated Passenger Facility Charge Revenue 
Annual and Cumulative Collections at $4.50 

Annual Collections Un thousandsl 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 

Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) $ 20,499 $ 21, 160 $ 21,774 $ 65,760 $ 67,149 $ 69,233 $ 14.894 
LaGuardia Airport (LGA) $ 15,253 $ 15,574 $ 16,035 $ 48,036 $ 49,146 $ 50,532 $ 10,833 
John F. Kennedy International Alroort (JFK) $ 23,086 $ 24153 $ 25,121 $ 76695 $ 79,493 $ 82,645 $ 17 928 
Total Annual $ 58,839 $ 60,887 $ 62,929 $ 190,491 $ 195,788 $ 202,411 $ 43,665 

Cumulative Collectlons (In thousands) 2006 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 

Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR) $ 20,499 $ 41,659 $ 63,433 $ 129,193 $ 196,343 $ 265,576 $ 280,470 
LaGuardiB Airport (LGA) $ 15,253 $ 30,827 $ 46,862 $ 94,898 $ 144,044 $ 194,576 $ 205,409 
John F. Kennedy International Alroort (JFK) $ 23,086 $ 47.239 $ 72,359 $ 149,055 $ 228,548 $ 311,193 $ 329, 121 
Total Cumulattve $ 58,838 $ 119,725 $ 182,655 $ 373,146 $ 568,936 $ 771,345 $ 815,000 

Nole: This PFC revenue schedule reflects collectlons for new application only. 



John F. Kennedy International Airport Perimeter Security Project 

control using manual methods such as vehicle patrols. The addition of 
high technology security monitoring and intrusion detection equipment will 
supplement the existing security measures used to protect the AOA. The 
Federal Security Director (FSD) has provided a letter supporting the 
measures contained in this project. 

Perimeter security enhancement will be conducted through a combination 
of hardening and a multi .. layered technological approach consisting of 
perimeter fencing, barriers, gates, access control, lighting, surface radar, 
fiber .. optic sensing cable, closed-circuit television, and video motion 
detection. 

The details of this project are consistent with the FSD Security Plan for 
JFK. 
******************************************************************************************* 

8. PROJECT OBJECTIVE: 
The objective of the project is to enhance the security of the Airport while 
minimizing the exposure of airline and airport operations to criminal and 
terrorist threats. 
******************************************************************************************* 

9. FOR FAA USE (Public agencies go to 10)***************************************1i********* 
******************************************************************************************* 

10. ESTIMATED PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION DATE: 2004 
ESTIMATED PROJECT COMPLETION DATE: 2005 

******************************************************************************************** 

11. For an IMPOSE ONLY project, estimated date USE application will be 
submitted to the FAA: 

****************************************************************************************~*** 

12. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: 

13. LIST CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: 
Recap of Disagreements: 
Public Agency Reasons for Proceeding: 

******************************************************************************************** 

14. FINANCING PLAN: 

PFC FUNDS: 
Bond Capital $35,500,000 
Bond Financing & Interest $9,500,000 

*** SUBTOTAL PFC FUNDS: $45,000,000 

EXISTING AIP FUNDS: 
Grant# Grant Funds in Project$ 

*** SUBTOTAL EXISTING AIP FUNDS: $NIA 

Page 2 of 3 Revised 1012/00 



Newark Liberty International Airport Perimeter Security Project 

ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT INFORMATION 

*****FOR FAA USE****************"'"'******************"'******************************* 
PFC Application number: 
****************************************************************************************** 

1. AIRPORT WHERE PROJECT IS LOCATED: 
Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), New York, New York 

2. CHECK ONE: IMPOSE [ ] IMPOSE AND USE [X] USE [ ] 

3. PROJECT TITLE (And Public Agency Project Number, If Appropriate): 
Perimeter Security Project 

4.a. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
This project will enhance perimeter and airport operations area (AOA) 
security at EWR. The project will complement overall security measures 
and will be coordinated with the EWR Federal Security Director (FSD) and 
will be consistent with Transportation Security Administration (TSA) 
guidelines for airport security. It is anticipated that the project will 
incorporate a multi-layered hardening approach consisting of perimeter 
fencing, barriers, gates and lighting, along with multiple technologies such 
as surface radar, fiber-optic sensing cable, closed-circuit television, and 
video motion detection. 
******************************************************************************************* 

5. LEVEL OF COLLECTION: $1.00[ ] $2.00[ ] $3.00[ ] (go to 6J 
$4.00[ ] $4.50[ X] (public agencies of medium and large hub 

airports go to 7, all others go to 6) 
******************************************************************************************* 

6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION: 
This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of EWR. 
These security improvements will aid airport security personnel in 
thwarting unauthorized access to the AOA, the airport, and operational 
areas. By adding to and updating the perimeter security to complement 
improved security systems, security personnel will be able to more closely 
and thoroughly monitor activities in and around the AOA. The security 
enhancements will also enable staff to more quickly respond to incidents 
and concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to intrusion. 

The details of this project are consistent with the FSD Security Plan for 
EWR. 
******************************************************************************************* 

7. SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION: 
This project is vitally important to enhance the security posture of EWR. 
New technologies will also enable staff to more quickly respond to 
incidents and concentrate their efforts in areas most prone to intrusion. 
For example, the Airport's perimeter is difficult to consistently monitor and 
control using manual methods such as vehicle patrols. The addition of 

Page 1 of 3 Revised 10/2/00 



Newark Liberty International Airport Perimeter Security Project 

ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS (List Each Year Separately): 
Fiscal Year: Entitlement$ Discretionary$ Total $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL ANTICIPATED AIP FUNDS: $N/A 

OTHER FUNDS: 
State Grants $NIA 
Local Funds $NIA 
Other (please specify) $N/A 

*** SUBTOTAL OTHER FUNDS: $NIA 

*** TOTAL PROJECT COST: $30,000,000 

***PROJECT REQUESTING PFC FUNDING LEVELS OF $4.00 AND $4.50: 
a. Project costs cannot be paid for from funds reasonably expected to be 
available through AIP funding. YES [ X] NO [ ] 

b. If the FAA determines that the project may qualify for AIP funding! the public 
agency would prefer that the FAA approve the amount of the local match to be 
collected at a $4.50 PFC level [X] OR the entire requested amount at a $3.00 
PFC level [ ]. 

c. Terminal and surface transportation projects. The public agency has made 
adequate provision for financing the airside needs of the airport, including 
runways, taxiways, aprons 1 and aircraft gates. YES [ ] NO [ . ] NIA [ X ] 

d. Comments. 
******************************************************************************************** 
15. BACK-UP FINANCING PLAN: N/A 
******************************************************************************************** 

Application Reviewed by: 

Name Routing Symbol Date 

Page 3 of 3 Revised 10/2100 
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lHE PORT AU1HORRY OF NY & NJ 
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Newark Liberty International Airport 
PFC Airline Consultation Meeting 

May 17, 2004 
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SECTION 5 

Consultation Meeting -Transcribed Meeting.Notes 
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NEW ARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
May 17, 2004, 9:30 a.m. 

Transcribed Meeting Notes 

On April 15, 2004, in accordance with 14 CFR Part 158 Section 158.23, the Port Authority sent 
letters to all non-exempted domestic air carrier and foreign air carrier operating at JFK, EWR and 
LGA airports notifying them of the Port Authority's intention to submit an application to the FAA 
requesting authority to impose and use PFC revenue to fund airfield, landside, and security capital 
development projects at EWR, JFK, and LGA. Attached to the letter were the description of the 
proposed PFC projects, the PFC dollar level, the proposed charged effective date and the estimated 
charge expiration date and the air carrier at the airport that will be excluded from collecting the 
PFC, include an explanation for the exemptions and the estimated number of passengers enplaned 
annually. At the meetings the Port Authority provided project justifications, detailed financial 
plans, and other presentation materials to the airline representatives. The following is an account of 
the proceedings of the airline consultation meeting held at EWR. 

At 9:30 a.m., May 17th, 2004 Port Authority staff met with the four airlines who elected to attend 
the consultation meeting in the General Manager's Conference Room, Building 1 at EWR. At 
approximately 9:45 a.m., Mr. Richard Louis, Acting Assistant Director for Capital Programs, 
opened the meeting by welcoming the airline representatives and other participants. Mr. Louis 
further explained the format of the presentation and stated that his discussion would be informal and 
that individuals should feel free to interrupt the presentation with questions or comments. He also 
noted that copies of the slides were available to the meeting attendees to follow along with the 
presentation. With that being said, Mr. Louis began the presentation. 

The following provides a paraphrased version of questions, comments and responses. 

1. Airline Representative Comment 
Continental Airlines 

• Funds from AIP grants and PFC revenue should be used to reduce landing fee rates; 
• This application does not offset current landing fee rates; and, 
• PFC application should fund projects that benefit carriers in proportion to their operations 

and should not create a competitive disadvantage for any airline. 

Port Authority Response 

• The projects included in this application are designed to enable the airports to realize their 
capacity airside, terminal, and landside. Each airport was evaluated based on its unique 
situation and needs. For example, several of the projects will enable airports to provide 
additional opportunities for competition. Projects were also included to help the airports 
meet mandated security needs at the airport consistent with their individual Airport Security 
Plan. All of this is consistent with the original intent of the PFC program. 
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Continental Airlines 

• Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A has $20 million allocated for planning studies. 
Why spend funds on additional studies when several studies have already been completed. 
Also, why is the Port Authority planning to expand the terminal when there are airlines 
seeking to give gates back to the Port Authority. 

Port Authority Response 

• We concur that a number of studies have been undertaken, all of which have validated our 
approach to this project. The original draft called for $80 million for preliminary design of 
terminal expansion. The Project to Plan for an Expanded Terminal A will take the Port 
Authority to Stage I design and will designate a preferred option and will develop cost 
estimates. The Port Authority is obligated to make necessary preparations at the airport to 
ensure that forecasted passenger growth can be accommodated. 

In addition, previous studies prescribed a range of terminal development scenarios and did 
not detail a preferred terminal expansion plan. Using the preferred detailed expansion plan, 
the Port Authority will complete a financial plan and a terminal business development plan 
that will validate the financial feasibility of the proposed project. 

• In order to provide for adequate planning, the Port Authority must take a long-term approach 
in addressing future demands and cannot base terminal planning on current conditions. The 
Port Authority will develop a stakeholders group to discuss terminal development plans and 
will seek alternative sources to fund the terminal development. The financial plan contained 
within this project will provide a formula for recovering costs associated with· terminal 
development. 

• There has been no official notice to the Port Authority regarding the give back of gates from 
any airline at EWR. We understand that there is some discussion among some Master 
Lessees regarding the consolidation and/or reconfiguration of their leasehold and gate 
properties. These discussions are ongoing and have not resulted in any request or 
agreements between or among these carriers to date. 

6. Airline Representative Comment 
Continental Airlines 

• For the Modification of Terminal B Project, we have similar comments as the Project to 
Plan for Expanded Terminal A. Continental prefers that PFC's benefit all carriers and not 
just select carriers in specific terminals. Port Authority Capital should be used rather than 
PFC revenue. 

Port Authority Response 
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P6) that air passengers for all airlines utilize. Current statistics indicate that air passengers 
park over 800 automobiles per day in Economy Lot P6. 

10. Airline Representative Comment 
Continental Airlines 

• For the ILS and RSA Projects, AIP should be used rather than PFC revenue. 

Port Authority Response 

• The Port Authority is seeking AIP funding for the planning phase of the project. 

This concludes the transcript of comments presented by the airlines to the Port Authority. The 
consultation meeting concluded at approximately 12:35 p.m., May 17th, 2004. 
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JOHN F. KENNEDY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
May 18, 2004, 9:00 a.m. 

Transcribed Meeting Notes 

On April 15, 2004, in accordance with 14 CFR Part 158 Section 158.23, the Port Authority sent 
letters to all non-exempted domestic air carrier and foreign air carrier operating at JFK, EWR and 
LGA airports notifying them of the Port Authority's intention to submit an application to the FAA 
requesting authority to impose and use PFC revenue to fund airfield and landside capital 
development projects at EWR, JFK, and LGA. Attached to the letter were the description of the 
proposed PFC projects, the PFC dollar level, the proposed charged effective date and the estimated 
charge expiration date and the air carrier at the airport that will be excluded from collecting the 
PFC, include an explanation for the exemptions and the estimated number of passengers enplaned 
annually. At the meetings the Port Authority provided project justifications, detailed financial 
plans, and other presentation materials to the airline representatives. The following is an account of 
the proceedings of the airline consultation meeting held at JFK. 

At 9:00 a.m., May 18th, 2004 Port Authority staff met with the ten airlines that elected to attend the 
consultation meeting at JFK Ramada Inn, Jamaica, New York. At approximately 9: 15 a.m., Mr. 
Richard Louis, Acting Assistant Director for Capital Programs, opened the meeting by welcoming 
the airline representatives and other participants. Mr. Louis further explained the format of the 
presentation and stated that his discussion would be informal and that individuals should feel free to 
interrupt the presentation with questions or comments. He also noted that copies of the slides were 
available to the meeting attendees to follow along with the presentation. With that being said, Mr. 
Louis began the presentation. 

The following provides a paraphrased version of questions, comments and responses. 

1. Airline Representative Comment 
Delta Airlines 

2. 

• Does the PFC application fund concessions development within terminals? 

Port Authority Response 

• Concession areas are not a PFC-eligible project. However, it should be noted that Section 
40117(a)(3)(F) of AIR-21 effectively expands the PFC eligibility of gates and related areas 
to include concession space directly under or adjacent to a gate and its associated hold room 
or ticket counter. Tenant finishes are not eligible nor are ineligible facilities outside the 
footprint of gates or related areas. 

Airline Representative Comment 
American Airlines 
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Port Authority Response 

• At this time the Port Authority is making accommodations for the NLA at JFK airport only. 

4. Airline Representative Comment 
New York Airline Liaison Office (NYALO) 

• Has the Perimeter Security Project been coordinated with the TSA? Will the project result 
in reduced security costs? 

Port Authority Response 

• The security projects have been coordinated with the Federal Security Director (FSD) at 
each airport. The projects may result in reduced security costs due to the fact that modern 
security technology will reduce the need for physical patrols of the airport perimeter. 

5. Airline Representative Comment 
Delta Airlines 

6. 

• Will the technology the project proposed to install be obsolete within a few years? 

Port Authority Response 

• 

• 

No, the project addresses security infrastructure such as conduits, cabling, fencing, and the 
installation of high-technology security applications such as closed-circuit television 
cameras and intrusion detection systems. Airport security systems rely on computer-based 
technologies and as such are constantly evolving to provide the operator with the latest 
commercially available capabilities. As a result, the systems included as part of this project 
will be provided with the latest security technology available. However, flexibility will be 
designed into the security systems to facilitate the integration of technology advancements 
in order to avoid system obsolescence. To accommodate future technology advances, the 
systems may require minimal improvements such as software enhancements and individual 
component upgrades to maintain effectiveness, but complete system redesign will not be 
necessary. Given the pace of technological advances, it is common practice for modern 
security systems to be designed in this manner in order to take advantage of rapid 
technological advances. The Port Authority will apply this same design- criteria to ensure 
the operational and cost-effectiveness of the system. 

Airline Representative Comment 
Delta Airlines 

Will Port Authority capital be used to fund ineligible project elements? 
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• The Relocation and Rehabilitation of T/W A and T/W B Project is mainly for existing 
aircraft. Approximately 30% of the project is associated with the A380. T/W A will be 
spaced farther from the RSR. 

10. Airline Representative Comment 
New York Airline Liaison Office (NY ALO) 

• What is the current weight restriction on the T /W A and B Bridges? Is new underpinning 
included in the project? 

Port Authority Response 

• The current limit is one A340 per day at 700,000 lbs on the Van Wyck Bridges only. The 
A340 and B777 are prohibited from using the JFK Expressway Bridges. The project will 
utilize existing piers but will include new decking. 

11. Airline Representative Comment 
Delta Airlines 

• Is the T/W A and P Connector Project all A380 related? 

Port Authority Response 

• Yes, this project will accommodate the A380. However, the T/W A and P Connector will 
benefit all aircraft departing from R/W 13R and arriving on R/W 31 L. The T /W will be 
designed to accommodate the A380 as well as the current aircraft fleet-mix serving JFK. 

12. Airline Representative Comment 
Delta Airlines 

13. 

• Is the Planning Project for the Rehabilitation and Widening of R/W l 3R just planning? 

Port Authority Response 

• 

• 

Yes, this project is for planning purposes only for 13R-31L and the northernmost section of 
R/W 4L-22R. This project may include such planning requirements as environmental review 
and a landside access capacity and flow improvement analysis. 

Airline Representative Comment 
New York Airline Liaison Office (NY ALO) 

Will there be any TSA funding in the Perimeter Security Projects? 
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• It is likely that regardless of the alternative selected that the adjacent roadways will be 
impacted. An important element of the analysis included in this study is landside access. It 
is critical that the impact to the entire airport roadway network is considered. 

17. Airline Representative Comment 
New York Airline Liaison Office (NY ALO) 

• When a facility is constructed at LGA, some other facility has to be moved. Will there be a 
cost/benefit analysis of relocated existing structures? 

Port Authority Response 

• Yes, this is a very complex project. All elements of the project will be subject to financial 
feasibility analysis. 

18. Airline Representative Comment 
New York Airline Liaison Office (NYALO) 

• The project will involve key airport issues. It is important to emphasize these issues in order 
to achieve buy-in from the airlines. 

Port Authority Response 

• Yes, there are a number of project aspects that will directly benefit the airlines such as the 
hydrant fueling system and modified aircraft parking needs. 

19. Airline Representative Comment 
American Airlines 

• If the FAA will not provide 100% funding for the ARFF project, why is the Port Authority 
pursuing the project? 

Port Authority Response 

• The project meets TSA requirements and is a supporting element of the airport's overall 
security requirements. At this stage of the process the Port Authority is estimating that most 
portions of the facility are eligible for PFC funding. A project's eligibility will be 
determined once the design drawings and functional analysis are finalized. If the Port 
Authority finds more eligible project elements, we will seek to maximize the amount of PFC 
funding for the project 

This concludes the transcript of comments presented by the airlines to the Port Authority. The 
consultation meeting ended at approximately 11:20 a.m., May 18th, 2004. 
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LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 
May 20, 2004, 10:00 a.m. 

Transcribed Meeting Notes 

Passenger Facility Charge Application 

On April 15, 2004, in accordance with 14 CPR Part 158 Section 158.23, the Port Authority sent 
letters to all non-exempted domestic air carrier and foreign air carrier operating at JFK, EWR and 
LGA airports notifying them of the Port Authority's intention to submit an application to the FAA 
requesting authority to impose and use PFC revenue to fund airfield and landside capital 
development projects at EWR, JFK, and LGA. Attached to the letter were the description of the 
proposed PFC projects, the PFC dollar level, the proposed charged effective date and the estimated 
charge expiration date and the air carrier at the airport that will be excluded from collecting the 
PFC, include an explanation for the exemptions and the estimated number of passengers enplaned 
annually. At the meetings the Port Authority provided project justifications, detailed financial 
plans, and other presentation materials to the airline representatives. The following is an account of 
the proceedings of the airline consultation meeting held at LGA. 

At 10:00 a.m., May 20th, 2004 Port Authority staff assembled for the airline consultation meeting at 
the location prescribed in the consultation notification letter. The location of the meeting was at 
LaGuardia Airport, in the Hangar 7 Operations Conference Room. The Port Authority staff waited 
in the Operations Conference Room for over one hour and no airlines arrived for the consultation 
meeting. 

At 11:30 a.m. the meeting was closed. No airlines arrived to provide verbal comments on the 
draft application. 
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ATTACHMENT D 

Request to Exclude Class(es) of Carriers 
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ATTACHMENT D 

REQUEST TO EXCLUDE CLASS(ES) OF AIRCARRIERS 

In accordance with 14 CPR Part 158.11, the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey requests 
that certain air carriers be exempt from PFC collections. 

The Port Authority has not randomly or arbitrarily selected individual air carriers for exemption; 
only groups of carriers based on specific criteria have been selected for exemption. The air carrier 
groups selected for exemption are classified based on criteria contained in the F AAJDepartment of 
Transportation, Air Carrier Activity Information System (ACAIS) database. Currently, the Port 
Authority is permitted to exempt groups of air carriers classified within this database that are 
responsible for less than 1 % of the total annual passenger enplanements that occur at each airpor.t. 

In addition to exempting carriers with less than 1 % of total enplanements, the FAA also permits the 
airport sponsor to designate other groups of carriers for exemption, provided that the basis for 
exemption is reasonable, not arbitrary, and nondiscriminatory. 

In accordance with the criteria contained in FAA Order 5500.1, airlines that are exempted from 
2005 Port Authority PFC collection are based on the following criteria: 

1. Groups of airlines with less than 1 % of total passenger enplanements for each airport; 
2. Unscheduled Part 121 charter carriers that do not use the terminals; and 
3. Unscheduled Part 121 charter carriers that use the terminal, but do not report individual 

passenger enplanements. 

The airlines that are included in Group 1 were selected based on their reported passenger 
enplanements. If the air carriers belonged to a group of airlines that represented less than 1 % of 
total enplanements, they were included in Group 1. In addition to Group 1, it was determined that 
charter airlines operate at each airport that either do not use the terminal or do not report individual 
enplanements; these carriers are included in Groups 2 and 3. For example, there are unscheduled 
charter air carriers at EWR and JFK that sell package tours to tourist destinations. These carriers 
typically make short-term arrangements with airlines holding long-term leases to use the established 
airlines ticket counters and gates for these flights. Due to the nature of Unscheduled Part 121 
operations, these particular carriers are not required to record and report individual passenger 
enplanements. Therefore, it is impossible to record and track the level of passenger enplanements 
for these unscheduled charter operations. 

The main reason for exempting carriers from PFC collection is that the amount of PFC revenue 
collected from the airlines in these categories is not worth the burden of managing the PFC program 
from both the airline and Port Authority perspective. Furthermore, the comparative benefit that 
these groups of airlines realize from the capital projects is inconsequential to their respective 
operations, given the limited level of enplanements these carriers bring to the airport. 
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ATTACHMENTE 

Alternative Uses/Projects 
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ATTACHMENT E 

ALTERNATIVE USE PROJECTS 

The following document represents the alternative projects that the Port Authority may seek to fund 
with PFC revenue in the event that any or all of the "Impose Only" projects contained in the 
application are ultimately abandoned or disapproved. These projects have been reviewed by the 
airlines and the projects are eligible under the current PFC Regulations. Each of the projects listed 
below can be implemented within 5 years. 

These projects are currently included in the Port Authority's Airport Capital Improvement Plan 
(ACIP), as shown in Attachment A. 

Alternative Projects Summary 

Airport Project Estimated Cost 

Newark Liberty International Airport Inter-Terminal Walkways $190,000,000 
Newark Liberty International Airport Blast Fence North Area $4,000,000 
Newark Liberty International Airport Fire Alarm Upgrade $4,000,000 
Newark Liberty International Airport Guard Post Security $10,000,000 
Newark Liberty International Airport School Soundproofing $78,000,000 

John F. Kennedy International Airport Guard Post Security $15,000,000 
John F. Kennedy International Airport Rehabilitation and Widening of Runway 13R $92,000,000 
John F. Kennedy International Airport School Soundproofing $24,000,000 

LaGuardia Airport Hardening Guard Posts $10',000,000 
LaGuardia Airport Perimeter Security Phase II $45,000,000 
LaGuardia Airport Runway Deck Rehbilitation Phase Ill $50,000,000 
LaGuardia Airport Taxiway Rehabilitation $25,000,000 
LaGuardia Airport School Soundproofing $67,000,000 

Total Alternative Projects $614,000,000 

ALTERNATIVE PROJECTS DESCRIPTIONS 

NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Inter-Terminal Walkways - This project will plan, design and construct elevated and moving 
pedestrian walkways between Terminals A, Band C. The Walkways will be enclosed with heating 
and cooling. The purpose of constructing the walkways is to separate pedestrians from taxi, bus and 
automobile traffic vehicle. Presently, there are no public walkways that allow airport patrons to 
efficiently walk between terminals. These walkways will be designed to accommodate the full-
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positive control and monitoring of individuals entering and exiting the AOA and other sensitive 
areas of the airport. Guard posts are a critical component of gate control. The project will also 
consider the placement and protection of guard posts and prescribe basic capabilities that each 
guard post will possess, such as bullet resistance, crash proof, and remote surveillance and 
detection. These capabilities will provide security staff with protection and communications 
capability to respond to illegal entry onto the AOA. 

Rehabilitation and Widening of Runway 13R-31L - This project will include design and 
construction for pavement widening and rehabilitation and the relocation of lighting, signage, 
drainage, marking and shoulders. The pavement will be widened to 200' to accommodate the 
Airbus A380, a Design Group VI aircraft, which is scheduled to enter service at JFK in late 2006. 
R/W 13R-31L was originally constructed to 200' width and was subsequently reduced to 150' for 
Group V aircraft; the original pavement is currently maintained as runway shoulder. 

Lighting, shoulder pavement, drainage, signing and striping will be repositioned and upgraded as 
needed. The project may also consider the feasibility of moving the displaced thresholds on R/W 
13R and R/W 3 lL to the end of each respective runway. This will enable better operational flow 
and reduce the need for longer taxiing. As with all airside projects, the planning study will examine 
methods to maximize construction activities during overnight hours in order to minimize 
operational impacts to airlines. 

School Soundproofing - Aircraft operations (take-offs and landings) in the vicinity of John F. 
Kennedy International Airport create noise which affects the teaching environment in schools 
situated in close proximity to the Airport. In order to mitigate the effect of aircraft noise, a multi
year school-soundproofing program was initiated. Noise contour maps were developed and 
impacted schools within these contours were identified to be included in the program. This project 
involves the replacement of existing windows with dual glazed operable windows, modern air 
conditioning systems and other ancillary items, acoustically designed to achieve an interior noise 
level of 55 dB(A) (Decibels A Weighted). 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

Hardening Guard Posts - This project includes the planning, design and construction of new 
guard posts and rehabilitation of existing guard posts. Gates and guard posts are currently used at 
various locations throughout the airports. Gates and guard posts are typically located in areas where 
access to terminal areas, fuel farms, and other areas that allow direct access to the air operations 
area (AOA). This project will review the number, size, and location of access gates. Each one of 
the gates presents a potential intrusion point and therefore must be carefully examined to ensure 
positive control and monitoring of individuals entering and exiting the AOA and other sensitive 
areas of the airport. Guard posts are a critical component of gate control. The project will also 
consider the placement and protection of guard posts and prescribe basic capabilities that each 
guard post will possess, such as bullet resistance, crash proof, and remote surveillance and 
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Mr. Wlllllffl ft. DeCall 
Dlr.ctor. Aviation Deplltmtnt 
The Port Authority of NY 6 NJ 
Port Authority Techntcat Center 
2'41 Erle Streat 
Jeraey City, NJ 0731 O 

Dear Mr. DtCota: 

1 ... 

Thank you for aubmiltJng the Port Authority of New Yark & New Jeraeye (Port 
Autliortty}'• FY 201M Competitlon Pllln update for Newark Liberty 1ntem1tlonal 
Alfpcrt (EWR) and for partlclplttng in our •cent telaphOne conferenca cal. We 
have reviewed your Plan Update and have determined 1h'1 l ll In ICCOrunce 
with the requnmente or aectton 165 of the Wendel H+ Ford Aviation lnveatmtnt 
and Reform Act far the 211t C1ntury (AIR-21), Pub. L.108-1811 AJ,rlJ 5, lOOO. 
codified u ~ 49 U.S. Code sections .«)117(k} ind 47106(1}~ . 
Toe EWR fY 2004 Update Indicates the Pon Authority ha Implemented the 
following compe1itive action a. including 1he fdlowtng po1idea and practlcls: 

• Prepared I gate utilizltion •••a:sment for 2003 for use In enforcing 
contractual utmzltion 1tand1rda to enaure grater gate effldency and· 
to accommodate requnting canlers: 

• The gate "'IUzatlon aaseamenl reautted Irr. 
o Plana tc recaptUrt 1n underutfflztd exctu,tvely luaed gate 

(Gall 23. 1 former TWA gate) and to oorwert 1hllt gale to 
COfflfflOIMtle, Ind 

o Plane to reneaottate the 1e- of an lntern,Uonal can1er~, 
uncl1rutlzecl aatea. 

• Accommodated the entry of dome.UC camera (u wll u lntafflltlonal 
eervloe): . 
o Alaka Alrlln11. on I common-use gate and on I aubllaee wlh a 

qn11ory Olrrler; and 
o Sout111nt Alrlnei. which 1Ubleued an lntematlonal Clffllr'1 

A ... • ·, • ... -. ' 
• Compltled • d1ta111d ~Cid Gate and TlcMt Counter Utllzltlon 

study, to updlta the conditions and 1cMU11 of the airport and to 
provide fflanlDlffllnt with lnformdon needed to flcltate requuta for 
new entrlnt aecommadltlon ind apanelon by lncUmbent cafflll'I: 



\ 
,I 

we look torward to NVlewlng future upd1tes to your Competition Plan. Yaur 
next uP41te wll be dlle 11 monthl from the date of this letter~ We WII notify you 
before th• Ind of your 1 a.month cycle 11 to whether you l'lffllln I GDV1,ed 
airport. Al you may lcnoW, the 81crt11ry le rl:CIU1rld by Mellon ~0117(1c) to 
revieW tmplementa11on Of Competition Plw fram time to tfnw ta ver1ft each 
covered alrpart Implements ftl pfln IUCCNlfut,. In connection wflh our revlew1 
we may determine thlt 11te YIIHI tc, or tt11oonterencn \\th, Gne or mare 
foaaliona would be uHful We wil notify you should we decldl to visit EWR In 
coMectton Wllh kl CorTll*ltlon Plan. . . 

If YoU have any quutianl reoardlng this letter or the FAA'• revfeW of your Plan, 
pleaae contact Ma. JaAnn Horne~ M1111gert AlrpOlfl Fln.neilll Anatpit and 
P1uenger Facility Charge Branch, at (202) 287~3831. 

Sincerely. ... .... ~ .... II ,__. . 
... 

Dennis E. Roberta 
Director, Office of Airport Pllnnfng 
and Programming 

EnclOIUre 
APP·&10; Jhome 79922 th 5/e/CM 
APP500/11510/AGC/AASIC·10/APO 
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Newark Liberty International Airport 

ATTACHMENT G: AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN (ALP), AIRSPACE, AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS 

Attachment G 

ALL PROJECTS FOR WHICH IMPOSE AND USE OR USE AUTHORITY IS REQUESTED IN THE 
APPLICATION MUST BE LISTED UNDER EACH TYPE OF FINDING BELOW. 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************************************* 
PFC Application Number: 
******************************************************************************************************************* 
I. ALP Findings 

1. Current ALP approval date: January 2005 
List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: 
Airfield Expansion Project; 
North Area Roadway Improvements; 
Perimeter Security Project. 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: 
Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure; 
Runway/Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation Project; 
Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A; 
Modernization of Terminal B; 
Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02; 
Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A. 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************************************** 
Public agency information confirmed? YES [ ] PARTIALLY [ ] NO [ ] 
For each project which the ADO/RO disagrees with the public agency's finding, discuss the reason(s) for the 
FAA's nonconcurrance below. 
******************************************************************************************************************** 
11. Airspace Findings 

1. FAA Airspace finding date: Listed Below (repeat as nec~ssary) 
List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
Airfield Expansion Project - June 2003; 
Perimeter Security Project - April 2004; 
Runway/Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation Project- February 2005; 
North Area Ro~dway Improvements - February 2005. 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination 
Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure; 
Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A; 
Modernization of Terminal B; 
Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02; 
Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A. 

*****FOR FAA USE=********************************************************************************************** 
Public agency information confirmed? YES [ ] PARTIALLY [ ] NO [ ] 
For each project which the ADO/RO disagrees with the public agency's finding, discuss the reason(s) for the 
FAA's nonconcurrance below. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 
Ill. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the requirement 
for formal environmental review: 
Airfield Expansion Project 

• TNVs RL, W & Y at Terminal C 04/08/04; 
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John F. Kennedy International Airport Attachment G 

ATTACHMENT G: AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN (ALP), AIRSPACE, AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS 

ALL PROJECTS FOR WHICH IMPOSE AND USE OR USE AUTHORITY IS REQUESTED IN THE 
APPLICATION MUST BE LISTED UNDER EACH TYPE OF FINDING BELOW. 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************************************* 
PFC Application Number: 
******************************************************************************************************************* 
I. ALP Findings 

1. Current ALP approval date: 
List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: Listed Below 
Relocation and Rehabilitation of T/W A and Rehabilitation of T/W B 
- May 2004; 
Perimeter Security Project - February 2005. 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: 
Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A and B Bridges; 
Runway 13L-31 R Rehabilitation Project; 
Planning Project for the Rehabilitation and Widening of R/W 13R; 
Infrastructure Study/Preliminary Design to Accommodate a New Terminal; 
Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02. 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************************************** 
Public agency information confirmed? YES [ ] PARTIALLY [ ] NO [ ] 
For each project which the ADO/RO disagrees with the public agency's finding, discuss the reason(s) for the 
FAA's nonconcurrance below. 
******************************************************************************************************************** 
II. Airspace Findings 

1. FAA Airspace finding date: Listed Below (repeat as necessary) 
List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 

Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A and Rehabilitation of Taxiway B 
- January 7, 2005; 
Perimeter Security Project - February 2005; 
Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A and B Bridges -
February 16, 2005; 
Runway 13L-31 R Rehabilitation Project - February 16, 2005. 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination 
Planning Project for the Rehabilitation and Widening of R/W 13R 
Infrastructure Study and Preliminary Design to Accommodate a New Terminal 
Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************************************** 
Public agency information confirmed? YES [ ] PARTIALLY [ ] NO [ ] 
For each project which the ADO/RO disagrees with the public agency's finding, discuss the reason(s) for the 
FAA's nonconcurrance below. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 
111. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the requirement 
for formal environmental review: 
Rehabilitation of T/W B 
Runway 13L-31 R Rehabilitation Project 

Page 1 of 2 

05/22/03; 
04/22/04; 
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LaGuardia Airport 

ATTACHMENT G: AIRPORT LAYOUT PLAN (ALP), AIRSPACE, AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS 

Attachment G 

ALL PROJECTS FOR WHICH IMPOSE AND USE OR USE AUTHORITY IS REQUESTED IN THE 
APPLICATION MUST BE LISTED UNDER EACH TYPE OF FINDING BELOW. 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************************************* 
PFC Application Number: 
******************************************************************************************************************* 
I. ALP Findings 

1. Current ALP approval date: Listed Below 
List proposed project(s) shown on this ALP: 
Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield Rescue and 
Firefighting Facility (ARFF) - September 2002; 
Perimeter Security Project - February 2005. 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to be shown on an ALP: 
Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Feasibility Study 
Runway Rehabilitation Project; 
Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02. 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************************************** 
Public agency information confirmed? YES [ ] PARTIALLY [ ] NO [ ] 
For each project which the ADO/RO disagrees with the public agency's finding, discuss the reason(s) for the 
FAA's nonconcurrance below. 
******************************************************************************************************************** 
11. Airspace Findings 

1. FAA Airspace finding date: Listed Below (repeat as necessary) 
List proposed project(s) covered by this finding: 
Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield Rescue and 
Firefighting Facility (ARFF) - June 2003; 
Perimeter Security Project - February 2005; 
Runway Rehabilitation Project- February 2005. 

2. List proposed project(s) not required to have an airspace determination 
CTB Modernization Feasibility Study; 
Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02. 

*****FOR FAA USE********************************************************************************************** 
Public agency information confirmed? YES [ ] PARTIALLY [ ] NO [ ] 
For each project which the ADO/RO disagrees with the public agency's finding, discuss the reason(s) for the 
FAA's nonconcurrance below. 
******************************************************************************************************************* 
111. Environmental Findings 

1. List proposed project(s) which are categorically excluded from the requirement 
for formal environmental review: 
Perimeter Security Project 

• LGA Interim Security Fencing, Buoys, and Piles 04/06/04. 

Runway Rehabilitation Project 
• Rehabilitation of Runways 13-31 and 4-22 08/17/04. 

CTB Modernization Feasibility Study N/A; 
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~ PORTAUTHORnY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

RESPONSE TO AIR CARRIER COMMENTS 

The Port Authority received twelve (12) letters from ten (10) air carriers and their respective 
affiliates at EWR, JFK, and LGA offering comments on the agency's PFC application. Pakistan 
International Airlines also provided a letter agreeing or disagreeing with the application, but did not 
provide comments on the specific projects contained in the application. In most instances, the air 
carrier comments were similar, if not identical to one another. All but one of the air carriers who 
responded via a letter to the Port Authority certified their agreement, disagreement, or conditional 
agreement/disagreement with respect to specific projects and not the application in its entirety. The 
remaining air carriers certified agreement by not providing a written certification of disagreement. 

The air carrier comments were fully considered by the Port Authority in its preparation of the PFC 
application. The comments have been summarized and categorized by project. For each issue, the 
Port Authority has given a response, including the reasons for proceeding in the face of opposing 
comments. 

PROJECTS AT NEW ARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
(EWR) 

• Runway Extension Drainage Infrastmcture 
• Runway/Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation 
• Airfield Expansion Project 
• Perimeter Security Project 
• Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 
• Modernization of Terminal B 
• Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 
• Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A 
• North Area Roadway Improvements 
• Upgrade of Navigational Aids for Runway 22R-22L 
• Upgrade of Navigational Aids for Runway 4L 
• Improvements to Runway Safety Areas 

The air carriers that responded with written comments and certified agreement, disagreement, 
and/or conditional agreement with all or some of the components of these projects are as follows: 

• American Airlines 
• Comair 
• Continental Airlines 
• Delta Airlines 
• Midwest Airlines 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports Page 1 of28 
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Northwest Airlines 
Pakistan International Airlines 
United Airlines 
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Attachment H 
Responses to Air Carrier Comments 



v!. PORT AUTHORRY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

4. PERIMETER SECURITY PROJECT 

CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Northwest 
CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: American, Comair, Continental, Delta, 
Midwest, United, USAirways 

COMMENT: Although the project will provide for the safety and efficient operation of the 
airfield, as well as provide additional capacity to the airfield, funds should be provided by the 
Department of Homeland Security. The Port Authority must seek funding from the TSA, or 
other appropriate grants-in-aid programs to limit the exposure to the carriers' rates and charges. 

CARRIERS: American, Comair, Continental, Delta, Midwest, United, USAirways 

RESPONSE: The Port Authority actively pursues alternative methods for funding security 
related projects at the airports. It is incumbent upon the Port Authority to ensure the security and 
safety of air travel at the Airports and this can only be accomplished through the application of a 
thorough security program that is coordinated with the TSA Federal Security Director (FSD) at 
the Airport. Presently, security projects are PFC eligible and as such, this project represents an 
effective application of PFC funds. The project achieves the goal of providing the highest level 
of security systems available that enhances the overall security posture of the airport. 

5. PROJECT TO PLAN FOR EXPANDED TERMINAL A 

CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Delta, Comair, Northwest, Midwest 

CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: American, Continental, United, USAirways. 

COMMENT 1: Although the ,project may serve as an enhancement to competition and capacity 
at the airport, it must, too, include an analysis of the current demand within the terminal. A plan 
that would include best utilization of the current facilities should be addressed prior to 
implementing any plan that would expand the terminal facility. This project should not be 
approved for PFC funding until it is confirmed that a lack of facilities exists for new entrants. 

CARRIERS: American, Comair, Delta, Midwest, United, USAirways 

RESPONSE 1: The Port Authority has conducted a series of gate utilization studies that 
considers the current use of terminal facilities on a yearly basis by each individual airline. 
These studies are performed in accordance with FAA requirements for the completion of a 
Competition Plan that is updated and approved every 18 months. In addition to the analysis of 
current gate and ticket counter utilization, the Port Authority is responsible for developing plans 
to accommodate future passenger enplanement growth. The Port Authority has developed 
forecasts of passenger and aircraft operational activity that incorporates projections based on 
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v!. PORT AUIHORRY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

Although the primary goal of this application is not to reduce landing fees, the Port Authority is 
working with the FAA for a Type A amendment to the existing PFC application that funded the 
Newark Monorail - Northeast Corridor. When the Type A is approved, the airlines at Newark 
would receive monorail fee relief of almost $5 million per year. In the first year (2005) the 
airlines will get prorated relief. 

COMMENT 2: The required amount is out of line (significantly higher) with similar planning 
costs for a seemingly larger project scope at EWR Terminal C. 

RESPONSE 2: The Terminal A Expansion project is significantly different from other recent 
terminal projects for several reasons. First, this project requires a sizeable increase in the 
amount of terminal planning required compared to that which was allocated for other terminal 
projects. Secondly, the degree of flexibility that was afforded to those projects does not exist 
for the Terminal A project. In the case of Terminal C, there was a single unit terminal operator, 
which allowed the redevelopment of Terminal C to occur with little inconvenience to 
operations. 

However, this is not the case at Terminal A. There are currently nine (9) air carriers that operate 
at Terminal A with widely varying arrival and departure schedules. Comparisons with other 
Terminal projects are difficult to make because of the nature of work performed in the other 
terminals. For example, the Terminal C project constituted a nearly full reconstruction of the 
terminal building with certain operations relocated to other available terminals during 
construction. In comparison, Terminal A must provide a consistently safe, secure and 
operational environmental for uninterrupted passenger accommodation during construction. 
Finally, the Terminal A project involves both roadway and terminal frontage improvements, 
which were not included in other terminal projects, increasing the total cost of the project. 

COMMENT 3: The Port Authority has previously commissioned a number of expansion 
studies for a Terminal A site that has a very limited number of ways to increase gates. Such 
prior studies should be "refreshed" at a fraction of the proposed cost. 

RESPONSE 3: This project builds on previous terminal design studies. The results of this 
project will form the basis for detailed architectural and engineering design efforts that will 
directly follow this project. Before detailed design can be accomplished it is vital to address 
alternative development options that must be explored to ensure that the most cost-effective and 
operationally accommodating terminal expansion concept is adopted. It should be noted that 
this project includes a much larger scope then previous efforts. This project will advance 
terminal design concepts to the designation of a preferred alternative and approximately Stage 1 
design and include environmental documentation. It could prescribe an expansion that could 
double the Terminal floor space from the present 520,000 square feet to 1, 100,000 square feet, 
add 80 ticket counters, eight (8) passenger loading gates, reconfigure seven (7) baggage claim 
facilities and add two (2) claim devices. The costs associated with this initial planning effort 
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~ PORTAUlHORffY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

improving security functions, and providing greater utilization of the terminal to meet the 
competitive objectives of the Port Authority for the Airport. The project will add a total of 30 
ticket counters and will reconfigure three of the baggage claim facilities. Prior to entering into 
construction, the Port Authority will review the modernization design with all terminal 
stakeholders to ensure maximum participation by all concerned tenants. The EWR Federal 
Security Director (FSD) has provided key insight into the security improvement aspects of the 
project. 

COMMENT 2: When this and the Terminal A projects are completed, nothing will have been 
done to alleviate the passenger screening congestion in the B 1 Terminal. Yet carriers in all of 
Terminal A, and those carriers operating in terminals B2 and B3 will have benefited to the 
extent that the B 1 carriers will be at a competitive disadvantage. The Port needs to include the 
B 1 passenger-screening checkpoint in this project in order to maintain competitive equilibrium. 

CARRIER: Northwest 

RESPONSE 2: Passenger screening in Terminal B-1 will be addressed as part of a separate 
project that will be conducted concurrently with the Terminal B Modernization. Project 
elements that will alleviate security-screening congestion will be conducted utilizing a separate 
funding source. 

COMMENT 3: Although the proposed project appears to meet FAR statute requirements, it is 
noted that the Port did not include PFC project funding in its application for prior similar 
improvements made to Terminal A, which is similar in age and condition to Terminal B and 
raises serious questions of fairness and equity. Terminal A air carriers made similar 
improvements and upgrades to Terminal A in the mid-1990' s (Relifing Project), which could be 
reimbursable pursuant to the statute. We strongly urge the Port to modify its application to 
include reimbursement of those Terminal A Relifing Project improvements and upgrades for 
subsequent reimbursement to, Terminal A air carriers covering their payment of Additional 
Rents. Further in its application, the Port attempts to justify the use of PFCs to "improve airline 
competition" and "accommodate new carriers to satisfy the conditions of EWR's Competition 
Plan for domestic carriers and to enhance international air carrier competition". Today, two
thirds of Terminal B supports international flight activity outside the scope of the Port 
Authority's Competition Plan. 

CARRIER: United 

RESPONSE 3: The Terminal Relifing Projects were comprehensively coordinated with each 
airline operating from Terminal A. The airline tenants mutually agreed to the purpose and need 
for the Relifing Project and the Port Authority and the airlines amended their existing lease 
agreements to reflect the investment made in terminal upgrades. 
Since Terminal B was originally dedicated in 1973 few projects have been conducted to 
improve passenger throughput from the check-in areas to the boarding areas of the Terminal B 
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~ PORTAUTHORRY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

Newark Monorail - Northeast Corridor. When the Type A is approved, the airlines at Newark 
would receive monorail fee relief of almost $5 million per year. In the first year (2005) the 
airlines will get prorated relief. 

COMMENT 2: The Port Authority in its project description attempts to justify the use of PFCs 
as being in furtherance of its airline competition plan and objectives. Two-thirds of Terminal B 
supports international flights actively outside of the scope of the airline competition plan. 

RESPONSE 2: Although an Airline Competition Plan is only required for domestic service, the 
Port Authority applies a similar principal to provide consumers with maximum travel 
alternatives on international routes. Currently, the goals of maximizing consumer choice for 
both international and domestic routes are being met through higher utilization of terminal 
facilities, such as ticket counters and gates. However, this high utilization of terminal facilities 
results in lower levels of service for air passengers. The long-term solution to meet the goals of 
enhanced airline competition is to provide additional ticket counters to accommodate demand 
without reducing passenger service levels. 

In order to accommodate new carriers to enhance competition for domestic carriers and 
international air carriers, it is necessary to expand airline check-in areas and baggage claim 
areas. Considering that additional ticket counters cannot be added on to the existing departures 
level without increasing the terminal footprint requiring substantial terminal structural 
modification, the additional ticket counters will be added by converting the existing domestic 
baggage claim area on the lower floor of the terminal to a ticketing area. 

Despite the dramatic increase in passenger enplanements, the departure facilities for Terminal B 
remain essentially as they were when the terminal was designed, constructed and dedicated in 
1973 to accommodate approximately 3 million annual passenger enplanements. As a result, 
there is significant passenger congestion throughout the terminal complex that can only be 
remedied through extensive r~configuration of the existing floor plan. This modernization will 
enhance passenger level of service, provide adequate accommodations for security personnel 
and equipment, and redirect passenger flows for more efficient routing through the terminal 
complex. Airlines currently operating out of Terminal B have demonstrated significant support 
for this project. 

7. REIMBURSEMENT OF MANDATED SECURITY COSTS FROM 9/11/01-9/30/02 
All air carriers certified agreement with this project. 

CARRIERS: American, Continental, Comair, Delta, Midwest, Northwest, United, USAirways 

COMMENT 1: The Port should continue to pursue the TSA to pay for these types of projects. 

CARRIER: American 
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dedicated in 1973 with annual passenger enplanements of 3 million per year versus the current 
30 million enplaned passengers per year. 

As passenger volumes increase at EWR, traffic congestion increases on the terminal frontage 
roadways. EWR's strategy for addressing this problem has been to remove unnecessary 
vehicles from the frontage roadways. To this end, a new HOV roadway and frontage was 
recently completed on the ground/operations level in front of the three terminals. At Terminals 
B and C, buses now pick up passengers on this lower level. However, at Terminal A, buses 
cannot yet utilize the new HOV frontage, as the existing vertical circulation within the building 
is inadequate to handle the additional passenger traffic. A peak hour passenger traffic study 
conducted in 2000 determined that 6% of arriving passengers traveled to the parking lots on the 
lower level. This percentage will increase to a total of 19% of arriving passengers once the new 
HOV frontage is in operation. 

CARRIER: Continental 

Continental' s comments are the same as their comments for Project 6, Modernization of 
Terminal B. Responses are broken down into the following: 

COMMENT 1: PFC funds collected and commingled from all carriers should be dedicated to 
projects that impact the costs that account for the airline rate base that is allocated to all carriers. 

RESPONSE 1: The airport is very cognizant of the airlines financial situations and have taken 
steps through both the PFC program (e.g. the reimbursement of mandated security costs 
included in this application), AIP program and in other ways to reduce landing fees at its 
airports. 

Although the primary goal of this application is not to reduce landing fees, the Port Authority is 
working with the FAA for a Type A amendment to the existing PFC application that funded the 
Newark Monorail - Northeast Corridor. When the Type A is approved, the airlines at Newark 
would receive monorail fee relief of almost $5 million per year. In the first year (2005) the 
airlines will get pro~ated relief. 

COMMENT 2: The Port Authority in its project description attempts to justify the use of PFCs 
as being in furtherance of its airline competition plan and objectives. Two-thirds of Terminal B 
supports international flights actively outside of the scope of the airline competition plan. 

RESPONSE 2: This comment is not germane to the Port Authority's objectives to enhance 
competition. The goal of this project is to improve vertical circulation throughout the terminal 
building and provide elevators and escalators adequately sized to accommodate the levels of 
passengers currently using the facility. 
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This project has been previously deferred and it is now imperative to complete this project to 
alleviate vehicle congestion and safety issues arising from traffic incompatibility between cargo 
trucks and air passenger automobiles. 

10. UPGRADE OF NAVIGATIONAL AIDS FOR RUNWAY 22R-22L 

CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Delta, American, Comair, United, Northwest, 
USAirways, Midwest 

CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: Continental 

COMMENT: The Port Authority should pursue other FAA program funding and other grant 
funds (such as AIP funding) to the maximum extent available. 

CARRIERS: Continental, Northwest, USAirways 

RESPONSE: The Port Authority had previously requested that the FAA provide funding for 
these projects. The FAA informed the Port Authority that funding for these projects would not 
be available until 2009 at the earliest and there is no guarantee that Congress will appropriate 
the funds. The Port Authority understands that significant reductions in delay and associated 
costs to airlines may be realized with the implementation of this project. The Port Authority is 
conducting this project based on recommendations contained in the FAA Delay Reduction 
Strategy Analysis that was completed in 2002 to enhance IFR capacity at the airport during low 
visibility conditions. The Port Authority has coordinated this project with the FAA and the 
FAA has issued a letter of support for the Port Authority to install the equipment and turn the 
system over the FAA for operation and maintenance upon system completion. See, FAA letter 
in Attachment I Additional Information. 

11. UPGRADE OF NAVIGATIONAL AIDS FOR RUNWAY 4L 
I 

CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Delta, American, Comair, United, Northwest, 
USAirways, Midwest 
CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: Continental 

COMMENT: The Port Authority should pursue other FAA program funding and other grant 
funds (such as AIP funding) to the maximum extent available. 

CARRIERS: Continental, Northwest, USAirways 

RESPONSE: The Port Authority had previously requested that the FAA provide funding for 
these projects. The FAA informed the Port Authority that funding for these projects would not 
be available until 2009 at the earliest and there is no guarantee that Congress will appropriate 
the funds. The Port Authority understands that significant reductions in delay and associated 
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1. RELOCATION AND REHABILITATION OF TAXIWAY A AND REHABILITATION 
OFTAXIWAYB 

CARRIERS CERTIFYING AGREEMENT: Aerolineas Argentinas, American (Conditional 
Agreement), Comair, Delta, Midwest, USAirways 

CARRIERS CERTIFYING DISAGREEMENT: Continental, Northwest (Conditional 
Disagreement), United. 

COMMENTS: Although much of this project will enhance the safety & longevity of the 
airfield system, there is a concern that nearly $25 million of this project relates to upgrades to 
the airfield to accommodate new large aircraft (NLA), specifically the Airbus A380. Since the 
projected number of NLA users is relatively small, the amount of PFC's that are dedicated to 
this project are disproportionate. This project can only be supported to the extent that 
expenditures are for the benefit of the broader aviation community and the majority of the users 
at the airport. 

CARRIERS: American, Northwest, United 

RESPONSE: The Airbus A380 is scheduled to begin operations at JFK at Terminals 1 and/or 4 
in late 2006. There are presently eight carriers operating at JFK that are projected to operate the 
A380, and several other airlines at JFK have indicated interest in operating the aircraft as well. 
A program of airfield improvement projects is necessary to safely accommodate the physical 
size and operational characteristics of the A380. The taxiway relocation, in addition to 
providing adequate separation between T /W A and the restricted vehicle service road, will shift 
the existing taxiway shoulders to meet FAA Group VI design standards for the A380. The 
mission of this program is to complete all phased implementation of the projects within budget 
and prior to the arrival of the A380. If this project does not occur, and the runway is not 
widened to accommodate th~se new large aircraft, then airfield operations will be severely 
constrained in order to accommodate the A380. During landing, takeoff, and taxiing operations, 
certain runway/taxiway combinations would have to be shutdown to all other aircraft traffic in 
order to allow the A380 to operate safely. This will result in significant reductions in airfield 
capacity and dramatic increases in delays for all air carriers regardless of aircraft type. 

The elements of this project that are directly related to A380 operations represent approximately 
28% of the entire project budget. The remaining 72% of the project budget is reserved for 
project elements that are required to support operations by aircraft in the current fleet mix. 

COMMENT: The Authority should pursue AIP and other grants-in-aid funds to the maximum 
extent available. 

CARRIER: USAirways 
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as well as the current aircraft fleet-mix serving JFK. 

The Airbus A380 is scheduled to begin operations at JFK at Terminals 1 and/or 4 in late 2006. 
There are presently eight carriers operating at JFK that are projected to operate the A380, and 
several other airlines at JFK have indicated interest in operating the aircraft as well. A program 
of airfield improvement projects is necessary to safely accommodate the physical size and 
operational characteristics of the A380. Considering the impending introduction of the A380 to 
JFK, it is prudent to incorporate Group VI criteria into the project design to accommodate the 
A380. 

COMMENT: The Authority should pursue AIP and other grants-in-aid funds to the maximum 
extent available. 

CARRIER: USAirways 

RESPONSE: The Port Authority seeks funding from all eligible sources, including AIP funding 
to the extent possible. However, it should be noted that the order of magnitude of projects 
included in this application far exceeds the Port Authority's AIP entitlement. 

COMMENT: While expenditures for "state of good repair" elements of this project will 
enhance the safety and longevity of the airfield system, PFC collections at JFK appear fully 
allocated to JFK AirTrain for the period of this Application. 

CARRIER: Continental . 

RESPONSE: This statement is not accurate. The PFC collections for the Air Train are under 
the authority of an existing PFC application that was approved in 1997 at a rate of $3.00 per 
passenger and amended in 2003. The new application prescribes a series of capital improvement 
projects for airfield and security enhancements and future terminal development, at a rate of 
$4.50 per passenger. The collection authority for the previous application will expire in 2008, 
three full years before the authority requested in this new application will expire. 

3. RECONSTRUCTION AND STRENGTHENING OF TAXIWAYS A AND B BRIDGES 

CARRIERS AGREEING: Aerolineas Argentinas, American (Conditional Agreement), 
Comair, Delta, Midwest, Northwest, USAirways 

CARRIERS DISAGREEING: Continental, United. 

COMMENT: Although this project will enhance the safety & longevity of the airfield, this 
project is directly related to the accommodation of NLA aircraft. 

CARRIERS: American, United 
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4. RUNWAY 13L-31R REHABILITATION PROJECT 

CARRIERS AGREEING: Aerolineas Argentinas, American, Comair, Delta, Midwest, 
Northwest, United, USAirways 

CARRIERS DISAGREEING: Continental. 

COMMENT: The Authority should pursue AIP and other grants-in-aid funds to the maximum 
extent available. 

CARRIER: USAirways 

RESPONSE: The Port Authority seeks funding from all eligible sources, including AIP funding 
to the extent possible. However, it should be noted that the order of magnitude of projects 
included in this application far exceeds the Port Authority's AIP entitlement. 

COMMENT: While expenditures for "state of good repair" elements of this project will 
enhance the safety and longevity of the airfield system, PFC collections at JFK appear fully 
allocated to JFK AirTrain for the period of this Application. 

CARRIER: Continental 

RESPONSE: This statement is not accurate. The PFC collections for the Air Train are under 
the authority of an existing PFC application that was approved in 1997 at a rate of $3.00 per 
passenger and amended in 2003. The new application prescribes a series, of capital 
improvement projects for airfield and security enhancements and future terminal development, 
at a rate of $4.50 per passenger. The collection authority for the previous application will expire 
in 2008, three full years before the authority requested in this new application will expire. 

5. PLANNING PROJECT FOR THE REHABILITATION AND WIDENING OF 
RUNWAY13R 

CARRIERS AGREEING: Aerolineas Argentinas, Comair, Delta, Midwest, Northwest 
(Conditional Agreement), USAirways 

CARRIERS DISAGREEING: American, Continental, United. 

COMMENT: Although this project will enhance the safety and longevity of the airfield, this 
project is directly related to the accommodation of NLA aircraft. 

CARRIERS: American, Northwest, United 
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COMMENT: Although this project will provide for the safety and efficient operation of the 
airfield, as well as provide additional capacity to the airfield, the funding should be provided by 
the Department of Homeland Security. The Port Authority must seek funding from the TSA, or 
other appropriate grants-in-aid funding to limit the exposure to the carriers' rates and charges. 

CARRIERS: American, Comair, Continental, Delta, Midwest, Northwest, United, USAirways. 

RESPONSE: The Port Authority is actively pursuing alternative methods for funding security 
related projects. It is incumbent upon the Port Authority to ensure the security and safety of air 
travel at the Airports and this can only be accomplished through the application of a thorough 
security program that is coordinated with the TSA Federal Security Director (FSD) at the 
Airport. Presently, security projects are PFC eligible and as such, this project represents an 
effective application of PFC funds. The project achieves the goal of providing the highest level 
of security systems available that enhance the overall security posture of the airport. 

7. INFRASTRUCTURE STUDY AND PRELIMINARY DESIGN TO ACCOMMODATE A 
NEW TERMINAL 

CARRIERS AGREEING: American, Comair, Delta, Midwest, USAirways. All were 
conditional agreements. 

CARRIERS DISAGREEING: Aerolineas Argentinas, Continental, Northwest (Conditional 
Disagreement), United. 

COMMENT: The project scope must be limited to the landside evaluation and analysis for 
possible use in conjunction with any project being considered on the current Terminal 5 & 6 
sites. No PFC funding should be made available for any project that will be proprietary to a sole 
carrier. 

CARRIER: American, Comair, Delta, Midwest, Northwest, USAirways 

RESPONSE: This project is limited to landside access analysis and preliminary design. This 
project is necessary to accommodate development at the Terminal 5/6 Site, similar to Port 
Authority-sponsored projects for similar development at other terminals on the airport. This 
project will focus on passenger accessibility to the terminal site through roadway, multimodal 
access, and parking. An element of the project includes utility infrastructure modifications 
required by reconfiguration of the roadway and parking areas. The Port Authority has 
completed these types of projects for all terminal development projects at EWR, JFK and LGA. 

COMMENT: PFC's should not be used for this specific project on the grounds that it does not 
meet FAR statute requirements. 

CARRIER: Northwest 
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COMMENT: The FAA has authorized the use of PFC funds to reimburse airport operators for 
expenditures made to meet unfunded, yet mandated, security requirements due to the events of 
9/11/01. The Port should continue to pursue the TSA to pay for these types of projects. The 
Port Authority must provide a flow of funds chart indicating where these funds will be applied 
and how the use will offset carrier rates and charges at the airport. 

CARRIERS: American, Comair, Delta, Midwest 

RESPONSE: The Port Authority is actively pursuing alternative methods for funding security 
related projects. It is incumbent upon the Port Authority to ensure the security and safety of air 
travel at the Airports and this can only be accomplished through the application of a thorough 
security program that is coordinated with the TSA Federal Security Director (FSD) at the 
Airport. Presently, security projects are PFC eligible and as such, this project represents an 
effective application of PFC funds. The project achieves the goal of providing the highest level 
of security systems available that enhance the overall security posture of the airport. 

Once these funds are received, The Port Authority will enact reductions in the flight fee at each 
airport to reflect the corresponding reduction in operating costs. 

COMMENT: While expenditures for "state of good repair" elements of this project will 
enhance the safety and longevity of the airfield system, PFC collections at JFK appear fully 
allocated to JFK AirTrain for the period of this Application. 

CARRIER: Continental 

RESPONSE: This statement is not accurate. The PFC collections for the Air Train are under 
the authority of an existing PFC application that was approved in 1997 at a rate of $3.00 per 
passenger and amended in . 2003. The new application prescribes a series of capital 
improvement projects for airfield and security enhancements and future terminal development, 
at a rate of $4.50 per passenger. The collection authority for the previous application will expire 
in 2008, three full years before the authority requested in this new application will expire. 

PROJECTS AT LAGUARDIA AIRPORT (LGA) 

• Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Feasibility Study 
• Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Planning and Engineering 
• Runway Rehabilitation Project 
• Perimeter Security Project 
• Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield Rescue and Firefighting Facility 
• Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 
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projects that impact the costs that account for the airline base rate that is allocated to all carriers. 

RESPONSE 1: The airport is very cognizant of the airlines financial situations and have taken 
steps through both the PFC program ( e.g. the reimbursement of mandated security costs 
included in this application), AIP program and in other ways to reduce landing fees at its 
airports. 

COMMENT 2: The Port Authority in its project description attempts to justify the use of PFCs 
here as being in furtherance of its airline competition plan and objectives. Two-thirds of the 
activity at this terminal support flight activity outside the scope of the airline competition plan. 

RESPONSE 2: This statement is not accurate. Due to the current airline service and available 
competition, the Port Authority is not required to develop a Competition Plan for LGA. 

COMMENT: The project should not be approved for use of PFC funding until the 
Modernization Feasibility Study is complete. This project should be limited to Impose Only. 

CARRIERS: American, Comair, Delta, Midwest, Northwest, USAirways 

RESPONSE: In response to this comment, which was also received during the consultation 
meeting at JFK, the Port Authority has agreed to change this project from Impose and Use to 
Impose only. The Port Authority will conduct the required consultation meetings with the 
airlines prior to requesting Use Authority from the FAA, after the determination of the 
Modernization Study is complete. 

3. RUNWAY REHABILITATION PROJECT 

CARRIERS AGREEING: American, Comair, Delta, Midwest, Northwest, United, USAirways 

CARRIERS DISAGREEING: Continental 

COMMENT: While expenditures for "state of good repair" elements of this project will 
enhance the safety and longevity of the airfield system, PFC collections at LGA appear fully 
allocated to the JFK AirTrain for the period of this Application. 

CARRIER: Continental 
RESPONSE: This statement is not accurate. The PFC collections for the Air Train are under 
the authority of an existing PFC application that was approved in 1997 at a rate of $3 .00 per 
passenger and amended in 2003. The new application prescribes a series of capital 
improvement projects for airfield and security enhancements and future terminal development, 
at a rate of $4.50 per passenger. The collection authority for the previous application will expire 
in 2008, three full years before the authority requested in this new application will expire. 
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involving the airfield and terminals. The Crisis Command Center will be responsible for 
dispatching and coordinating all emergency and security staff in addition to coordinating the 
activities of off-airport respondents, such as the U.S. Coast Guard during water-related incidents 
involving the Airport. The Crisis Command will be an integral part of the Crisis Command 
Center/Police & Airfield Rescue and Firefighting Facility (ARFF) and Police Facility. 

These other functions are outside of the normal FAR Part 139 requirements, but due to space 
constraints at LGA it is imperative that these security, police and ARFF functions are combined 
into a consolidated facility. Furthermore, the FSD has reviewed this concept and concurs that 
this approach will enable the facility to provide the highest level of security monitoring and 
response coupled with the required ARFF capability. 

COMMENT: PFC collections at LGA appear fully allocated to the JFK AirTrain for the period 
of this Application. 

CARRIER: Continental 

RESPONSE: This statement is not accurate. The PFC collections for the Air Train are under 
the authority of an existing PFC application that was approved in 1997 at a rate of $3.00 per 
passenger and amended in 2003. The new application prescribes a series of capital 
improvement projects for airfield and security enhancements and future terminal development, 
at a rate of $4.50 per passenger. The collection authority for the previous application will expire 
in 2008, three full years before the authority requested in this new application will expire. 

COMMENT: United does not question the project's justification; however, we are of the 
opinion that less expensive alternatives should be considered in order to eliminate ,the need to 
use Port Bonds and reduce future increases in air carrier rates and charges at the airport. 

CARRIER: United Airlines 

RESPONSE: As a matter of course, the Port Authority is always fiscally responsible in the 
projects performed at the airports. Regardless of the source of funding, the Port Authority 
routinely reviews proposed projects to ensure that each project provides a positive return with 
particular regard to safety, security, and operational efficiency for the tenant airlines. The Port 
Authority will apply these same criteria to this project. . 

For this project the Port Authority has maximized PFC funding for the eligible portions of the 
project. At this stage of the project, approximately 70% of the estimated costs will be funded 
through PFC' s. The PFC revenue collected as part of this application allows the Port Authority 
to fund capital development without direct costs passed on to the airlines. 
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SECTION2 

Copies of Air Carrier Comment Letters 
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/ AmericanAirlines® 
CORPORATE REAL.ESTATE 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor 
Aviation Department 
The Port Authority of NY & NJ 
225 Park Avenue South, gth Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

June 18, 2004 

Re: Application for Authority to Impose and Use Passenger Facility Charge 
Revenue for Airside and Landside Development Projects at EWR, JFK, and LGA. 

Dear Ms. Clark: 

Pursuant to 14 CFR Section 158.23, this letter and attachment shall serve as 
American Airlines, lnc.'s ("American") Certification of Agreement or 
Disagreement with respect to the projects specified in the Port Authority of NY & 
NJ's proposed PFC Application as presented at the Carrier Consultation 
meetings held on May 1?1h, May 18th, and May 20th 2004. 

It is American's understanding that PFC eligible projects, by statute, are those 
that preserve or ent)ance the safety, capacity or security of the national air 
transportation system, reduce airport noise or mitigate airport noise impacts or 
enhance competition among air carriers. In addition, American interprets the 
requirement that PFC-funded projects also qualify as AIP-eligible projects, , 
mandating that PFC-funded projects be limited to those programs for which an 
immediate and justifiable need can be demonstrated. As a general comment, 
projects that cannot be justified based upon substantiated current need should 
be eliminated from the proposed PFC application and deferred for PFC 
application at the time when the need can be substantiated. The projects must 
meet a near-term and justifiable need, and proven to be cost effective and 
warranted. We urge the Port Authority of NY & NJ to apply for other sources of 
grants-in-aid to supplement any PFC funding on the projects. 

American has reviewed the projects that are proposed for funding at the $4.50 
PFC level. American appreciates the effort that the Authority has taken to 
demonstrate the objectives and merit for each of the proposed projects. 

Having said that, however, the instability of the aviation industry does not currently 
have a foreseen conclusion, and the magnitude of industry contractions cannot 
yet be fully understood. American believes that the dramatic changes in the 

P.O. BOX 619616, MD 5317, DALLAS/FORT WORTH AIRPORT, TEXAS 75261-9616 



Attachment A 
American Airlines, Inc. 

Certification of Agreement/Disagreement 
Newark Liberty International Airport 

JFK International Airport 
LaGuardia Airport 

June 18, 2004 

Newark Liberty International Airport 

1. Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$30 ,000,000 .00 
30 ,000 ,000.00 

Comments: The project will enhance the safety and longevity of the 
airfield. 

2. Runway Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$60,000,000.00 
60, 000, 000. 00 

Comments: The project will provide for the safety and efficient operation 
of the airfield, as well as provide for the flexibility to enhance and upgrade 
the pavement strength for future operations at an effective cost. 

3. Airfield Expansion Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 
PANYNJ Bonds: 

Position: Agreement 

$165,000,000.00 
85,000,000.00 
80,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for the safety and efficient operation 
of the airfield, as well as provide additional capacity to the airfield. The 
PANY&NJ must seek additional funding from appropriate grants-in-aid 
programs to limit the exposure to the carriers' rates and charges. 
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6. Modernization of Terminal B 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 
PANY&NJ Bonds: 

Position: Disagreement 

$178,000,000.00 
125,000,000.00 
53,000,000.00 

Comments: This project, much like the project to plan for the expansion of 
Terminal A, must be reviewed in its entirety to ensure the passengers' and 
the carriers' major concerns are being addressed. The PANY&NJ must 
work closely with the carriers and the TSA in order to alleviate the 
congestion in the security areas within the terminal. The PFC's allocated 
form this project could be used to for airfield projects. 

7. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 09/11/01 - 09/30/02 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Conditional Agreement 

$9,000,000.00 
9,000,000.00 

Comments: The FAA has authorized the use of PFC funds to reimburse 
airport operators for expenditures made to meet unfunded, yet mandated, 
security requirements due to the events of 09/11/01. The Port should 
continue to pursue the TSA to pay for these types of projects. The 
PANY&NJ must provide a flow of funds chart indicating where these funds 
will be applied and how the use will offset carrier rates and charges at the 
airport. 

8. Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Conditional Agreement 

$31,000,000.00 
31,000,000.00 
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Comments: The project will upgrade the approach to the runways from a 
CAT I to CAT II. This will enhance the safety and capacity of the airfield. 

12. Improvements to the Runway Safety Areas 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$12,000,000.00 
12,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will enhance the safety and operational capacity 
of Runways 11 and 29 to meet FAA standards. 

JFK International Airport: 

1. Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A and Rehabilitation of Taxiway 
B 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Conditional Agreement 

$90,000,000.00 
90 ,000,000 .00 

Comments: Although much of the project will enhance the safety and 
longevity of the airfield system, there is a concern that nearly $25 million 
of this project relates to upgrades to the airfield to accommodate new 
large aircraft (NLA}. Considering that very few carriers even plan on flying 
NLA, it is highly questionable as to whether the Port should pursue NLA 
projects without having a financial commitment from the aircraft 
manufacturers of the NLA and the airlines intending to fly the NLA which 
would pay for these improvements. NLA projects will not benefit the vast 
majority of the users of the airport, yet a tremendous amount of PFC 
dollars are being proposed to fund these projects. The Port should defer 
the NLA aspect of this project until such time that there is a strong 
demand for these type of improvements. Currently, there is little demand, 
costs to build and maintain will continue to rise, all while the airline 
industry continues to lose billions of dollars. These PFC funds could be 
better used on airfield projects that will benefit the majority of the users of 
the airport. 



PFC Response - PANY&NJ 
American Airlines, Inc. 
June 18, 2004 
Page 7 

Position: Agreement 

Comments: The project will provide for the safe and sufficient operation 
on the airfield and serve to extend the longevity of the runway pavement. 

5. Planning Project for the Rehabilitation and Widening of Runway 13R 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Disagreement 

$5,000,000.00 
5,000,000.00 

Comments: Although the project may enhance the safety and longevity of 
the airfield system, there is a concern the bulk of this project relates to 
upgrades to the airfield to accommodate new large aircraft (NLA). 
Considering that very few carriers even plan on flying these NLA, it is 
highly questionable as to whether the Port should pursue NLA projects 
without having a financial commitment from the aircraft manufacturers of 
the NLA and the airlines which would fly the NLA to pay for these 
improvements. NLA projects will not benefit the vast majority of the users 
of the airport, yet a tremendous amount of PFC dollars are being 
proposed to fund these projects. The Port should defer the NLA aspect of 
this project until such time that there is a strong demand for these type of 
improvements. Currently, there is little demand, costs to build and · 
maintain will continue to rise, all while the airline industry continues to lose 
billions of dollars. These PFC funds could be better used on airfield 
projects that will benefit the majority of the users of the airport. The 
project will provide for the safe and sufficient operation on the airfield and 
accommodate the demands of the new wide-body aircraft serving JFK 
today, as well as providing the requirements for the new large aircraft for 
the future in a cost effective manner 

6. Perimeter Security Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

$45,000,000.00 
45,000,000.00 
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LaG uardia Airport 

1. Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Feasibility Study 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$15,000,000.00 
15,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for an analysis to enable the 
PANY&NJ to plan for the expansion and enhancement of the airport 
landside areas to increase capacity, safety, and competition at the airport. 

2. Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Planning and Engineering 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Disagreement 

$25,000,000.00 
25, 000, 000. 00 

Comments: The project should not be approved for use of PFC funding 
until the Modernization Feasibility Study is complete. This project should 
be limited to Impose Only. 

3. Runway Rehabilitation Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$35,000,000.00 
35,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for the continued safety and capacity 
of the runways and taxiways at LGA. 
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security requirements due to the events of 09/11 /01. The Port should 
continue to pursue the TSA to pay for these types of projects. The 
PANY&NJ must provide a flow of funds chart indicating where these funds 
will be applied and how the use will offset carrier rates and charges at the 
airport 
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Comair, Inc. 

Certification of Agreement/Disagreement 
Newark Liberty International Airport 

JFK International Airport 
LaGuardia Airport 

June 18, 2004 

Newark Liberty International Airport 

1. Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$30,000,000.00 
30,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will enhance the safety and longevity of the airfield. 

2. Runway Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$60,000,000.00 
60,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for the safety and efficient operation of the 
airfield, as well as provide for the flexibility to enhance and upgrade the pavement 
strength for future operations at an effective cost. 

3. Airfield Expansion Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 
PANYNJ Bonds: 

Position: Agreement 

$165,000,000.00 
8 5, 000, 000. 00 
80,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for the safety and efficient operation of the 
airfield, as well as provide additional capacity to the airfield. The P ANY &NJ must seek 
additional funding from appropriate grants-in-aid programs to limit the exposure to the 
carriers' rates and charges. 
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7. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 09/11/01-09/30/02 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$9,000,000.00 
9,000,000.00 

Comments: The FAA has authorized the use of PFC funds to reimburse airport 
operators for expenditures made to meet unfunded, yet mandated, security requirements 
due to the events of 09/11/01. The PANY&NJ must provide a flow of funds chart 
indicating where these funds will be applied and how the use will offset carrier rates and 
charges at the airport. 

8. Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$31,000,000.00 
31,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for the enhanced flow of passengers and 
baggage through the terminal facility and better accommodate the disabled passenger in 
meeting all ADA requirements. 

9. North Area Roadway Improvements 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Disagreement 

$11,000,000.00 
11, 000, 000. 00 

Comments: This roadway will .be used solely by parties conducting business 
with the cargo carriers at the airport. There is no indication that the other users of the 
airport, including the traveling public and the passenger carriers, will see a benefit from 
this project. The P ANY &NJ should seek funding from another source. 
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Comments: The project will enhance the safety and longevity of the airfield 
system. The project will also provide enhancements and upgrades required for the new 
large aircraft in a cost effective manner, thus increasing the capacity and enhancing 
competition. 

2. Construction of Taxiway A and Taxiway P Connector 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$4,000,000.00 
4,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will basically provide safe and sufficient access to the 
terminal areas from Runway 13R-31L for the new large aircraft. However, it will also 
enhance the airfield taxiway system by providing uninterrupted movement of all aircraft 
between the two taxiways. 

3. Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A and B Bridges 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$40,000,000.00 
40,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for the safe and sufficient operation on the 
airfield and accommodate the demands of the current wide-body aircraft serving JFK 
today, as well as providing the requirements for the new large aircraft for the future in a 
cost effective manner. 

4. Runway 13L- 3 IR Rehabilitation Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$36,000,000.00 
36,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for the safe and sufficient operation on the 
airfield and serve to extend the longevity of the runway pavement. 
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8. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 09/11/01- 09/30/02 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$21,894,475.00 
21,894,475.00 

Comments: The FAA has authorized the use of PFC funds to reimburse airport 
operators for expenditures made to meet unfunded, yet mandated, security requirements 
due to the events of 09/11/01. The PANY&NJ must provide a flow of funds chart 
indicating where these funds will be applied and how the use will offset carrier rates and 
charges at the airport. 

LaGuardia Airport 

1. Central Terminal Building (CT.B) Modernization Feasibility Study 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$15,000,000.00 
15,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for an analysis to enable the PANY &NJ.to 
plan for the expansion and enhancement of the airport landside areas to increase capacity, 
safety, and competition at the airport. 

2. Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Planning and Engineering 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Disagreement 

$25,000,000.00 
25,000,000.00 

Comments: The project should not be approved for use of PFC funding until the 
Modernization Feasibility Study is complete. This project should be limited to Impose 
Only. 
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6. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 09/11/01- 09/30/02 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 
AIP Grant-in-Aid: 

Position: Agreement 

$12,274,885.00 
10,000,000.00 
2,274,885.00 

Comments: The FAA has authorized the use of PFC funds to reimburse airport 
operators for expenditures made to meet unfunded, yet mandated, security requirements 
due to the events of 09/11/01. The PANY &NJ must provide a flow of funds chart 
indicating where these funds will be applied and how the use will offset carrier rates and 
charges at the airport 
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flight activity fee. Thus, as stated above, Continental believes that PFCs should be used 
in a manner that will reduce the flight activity fees, which will best enhance competition 
and will equitably benefit all carriers upon whose passengers PFCs are paid. 

The Application also touts the virtues ofEWR's airline competition plan and the desire to 
use PFCs in furtherance of its objectives, but misses the most important opportunity to 
enhance competition. The most effective approach to achieve the maximum enhancement 
of airline competition at EWR is not the Port Authority's proposal but applying PFC 
funds against projects affecting the high level of flight activity fees. The use of PFCs at 
EWR represents the greatest single opportunity to mitigate the harm to competition that 
exceedingly high levels of rates and charges create. We recommend a more aggressive 
and targeted approach to the Port Authority's use of PFCs to achieve this objective, even 
on eligible projects that may have already been commissioned or completed through 
other funding sources. Certain airfield improvement projects, the NEC monorail 
extension and the Southern Access Roadway Project (SARP) are but a few opportunities. 
The Port Authority has commented in prior discussions of the difficulty in accounting for 
project costs funded through the prior issuance of consolidated bonds. Continental 
believes that the Port Authority can perform such an accounting, which is no more 
burdensome than the cost of fixed investments in rates and charges currently being billed 
to and paid by tenant airlines, and pales in comparison with the enormous financial 
burden that airlines bear at EWR in paying such high flight activity fees. 

While not specifically addressed in the Application to increase collection authority from 
$3.00 to $4.50 per passenger, Continental believes a Type B amendment1 is clearly -· 
warranted on the EWR AirTrain system and should be sought without delay to remedy 
the serious imbalance between EWR and JFK on virtually identical Port Authority 
projects (and also should be pursued in respect of any other eligible historic airfield 
project at EWR where doing so will reduce the flight fee for all carriers). The disparity 
between the Port Authority's use of PFCs at EWR and JFK to separately fund AirTrain 
projects is enonnous. In the case of JFK, PFCs represent 70% ($1.3 of the $1.9 billion) 
of total project costs. By comparison, only 46% or $350 million of the investment at 
EWR is paid for with PFCs. This imbalance causes a significant inequity with respect to 
EWR AirTrain rates paid by carriers. The current bill rate for EWR AirTrain is $2.25 per 
1,000 pounds of take-off weight. The 2004 projected rate for JFK, on the other hand, is 
less than fifty cents. That is a 350% rate premium at EWR for the same kind of AirTrain 
system. Accordingly, Continental strongly recommends that the current application be 
further revised so as to include a Type B amendment on the EWR AirTrain system to 
eliminate this disparity and also in respect of any other eligible historic airfield project at 
EWR where doing so will reduce the flight fee for all carriers. 

I See 14 C.F.R. 158.37(b). 



Ms. Patty Clark 
June 18, 2004 
Page 4 of 10 

4. Perimeter Security Project 
Project cost: $30,000,000 
PFC funding: $30,000,000 (impose and use) 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: Consistent with other airline comments, Continental 

opposes the use of PFC revenue to fund TSA mandated 
projects. 

5. Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 
Project cost: $20,000,000 
PFC funding: $20,000,000 (impose and use) 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: (1) In furtherance of Continental's comments and responses 

above, PFC funds collected and commingled from all 
carriers should be dedicated to projects that reduce rate 
base costs, e.g., flight fees and monorail fees. 
(2) The requested amount is out ofline (significantly 
higher) with similar planning costs for a seemingly larger 
project scope at EWR Terminal C. Program planning at 
Terminal C cost less than $4MM even with the inclusion of 
(a) an FIS international arrivals inspection facility, (b) the 
paving over of "Adams Ditch", ( c) the construction of a 
hub operations control tower, and (d) the expansion of 
Terminal C by 19 gates. 
(3) The Port Authority has previously commissioned a 
number of expansion studies for a Terminal A site that has 
a very limited number of ways to increase gates. Such 
prior studies should be "refreshed" at a fraction of the 
proposed cost. 
( 4) Both United and US Airways have offered back gates to 
the Port Authority, which has rejected them with the result 
that the revenue stream to the Port Authority associated 
with these gates has been preserved. These gates could 
have been reclaimed by the Port Authority and used to 
enhance competition. 
(5) Runway capacity rather than terminal capacity is the 
biggest constraint to future growth at EWR. The project 
justification cites a projection of 40 million passengers 
served by 2013. However, it is likely that the combined 
capacities of Terminals A, B and C already meet or exceed 
that processing capability. 
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10. Upgrade Navigational Aids R/W 22R - 22L 
Project cost: $10,000,000 
PFC funding: $10,000,000 (impose only) 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: Continental is opposed to the use of PFCs as a funding 

source for NA VAID projects until it is demonstrated that 
FAA program funding has been thoroughly pursued. 

11. Upgrade Navigational Aids on R/W 4L 
Project cost: $10,000,000 
PFC funding: $10,000,000 (impose only) 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: Continental is opposed to the use of PF Cs as a funding 

source for NA VAID projects until it is demonstrated that 
FAA program funding has been thoroughly pursued. 

12. Improvements to Runway Safety Areas 
Project cost: 
PFC funding: 
AIP funding: 
Position: 
Comment: 

$20,000,000 
$12,000,000 
$ 8,000,000 
Agreement 
This project is required for operational safety. Not having 
this project funded by PFCs will raise flight fees. 

John F. Kennedy International Airport 

1. Relocation & Rehab of Taxiway A and Rehab of Taxiway B 
Project cost: $90,000,000 
PFC funding: $90,000,000 (impose and use) 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: While expenditures for "state of good repair" elements of 

this project will enhance the safety and longevity of the 
airfield system, PFC collections at JFK appear fully 
allocated to JFK AirTrain for the period of this Application. 
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6. Perimeter Security Project 
Project cost: $45,000,000 
PFC funding: $45,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: We oppose using PFC funds for TSA-mandated projects; 

TSA should fund these itself. Airlines are prepared to 
discuss prioritizing elements of this project with reference 
to availability of other funding sources. 

7. Infrastructure Study & Prelim. Design to Accommodate New Terminal 
Project cost: $5 ,000,000 
PFC funding: $5,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: Continental incorporates here by reference its comments 

above, in particular, EWR Project 6. 

8. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 
Project cost: $24, 788,930 
PFC funding: $21,894,4 7 5 
AIP funding: $ 2,894,455 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: PFC collections at JFK appear fully allocated to JFK 

AirTrain for the period of this Application. 

LaGuardia Airport 

1. CTB Modernization Feasibility Study 
Project cost: $15,000,000 
PFC funding: $15,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: Continental incorporates here by reference its comments 

above, in particular, EWR Project 6. 

2. CTB Modernization Planning and Engineering 
Project cost: $25,000,000 
PFC funding: $25,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: Continental incorporates here by reference its comments 

above, in particular, EWR Project 6. 
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3. Runway Rehabilitation Project 
Project cost: $35,000,000 
PFC funding: $35,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: While expenditures for "state of good repair" elements of 

this project will enhance the safety and longevity of the 
airfield system, PFC collections at LGA appear fully 
allocated to JFK AirTrain for the period of this Application. 

4. Perimeter Security Project 
Project cost: $10,000,000 
PFC funding: $10,000,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: We oppose using PFC funds for TSA-mandated projects; 

TSA should fund these itself. Airlines are prepared to 
discuss prioritizing elements of this project with reference 
to availability of other funding sources. 

5. Crisis Command Center/Police & ARFF 
Project cost: $57 ,600,000 
PFC funding: $40,000,000 
PA Capital: $17 ,600,000 
Position: Disagreement 
Comment: PFC collections at JFK appear fully allocated to JFK 

AirTrain for the period of this Application. 

6. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 
Project cost: $12,274,885 
PFC funding: $10,000,000 
AIP funding: $ 2,274,885 
Position: Disagreement 

PFC collections at LGA appear fully allocated to JFK 
AirTrain for the period of this Application. 

Lastly, the section of the application concerning the creation of an exempted class of 
carriers is in need of clarification. As written, confusion is created as to the exemption of 
certain regional affiliate carriers and not others. The Port Authority should more clearly 
state its intention to exempt only charters and· unscheduled commuter carriers rather than 
creating the potential appearance of exemptions within the intended class of carriers. 

In summary, Continental believes the current PFC application falls seriously short of 
maximizing the current opportunity to reduce current and future rate base costs, and thus 
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much of it meets with Continental's disagreement as detailed above. We recommend that 
the improvement, modernization and expansion of any terminal projects are funded other 
than with PFC revenue. Such funding capacities should be dedicated to pre-existing and 
future airfield and ground access projects to help lower costs to all carriers. 

Sincerely, 

-- J2Av--L ~G>e,A., ,4-

Duane M.l. SiguMza / Jy {;t,05, 
Director, Corporate Real Estate 

Copy to: FAA Eastern Regional Office 
EWRAAAC 
NY ALO 
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Delta Air Lines, Inc. 

Certification of Agreement/Disagreement 
Newark Liberty International Airport 

JFK International Airport 
LaGuardia Airport 

June 18, 2004 

Newark Liberty International Airport 

1. Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$30,000,000.00 
30,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will enhance the safety and longevity of the airfield. 

2. Runway Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$60,000,000.00 
60,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for the safety and efficient operation of the 
airfield, as well as provide for the flexibility to enhance and upgrade the pavement 
strength for future operations at an effective cost. 

3. Airfield Expansion Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 
P ANYNJ Bonds;: 

Position: Agreement 

$165,000,000.00 
85,000,000.00 
80,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for the safety and efficient operation of the 
airfield, as well as provide additional capacity to the airfield. The P ANY &NJ must seek 
additional funding from appropriate grants-in-aid programs to limit the exposure to the 
carriers' rates and charges. 
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7. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 09/11/01- 09/30/02 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$9, 000,000.00 
9,000,000.00 

Comments: The FAA has authorized the use of PFC funds to reimburse airport 
operators for expenditures made to meet unfunded, yet mandated, security requirements 
due to the events of09/11/01. The PANY&NJ must provide a flow of funds chart 
indicating where these funds will be applied and how the use will offset carrier rates and 
charges at the airport. 

8. Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$31,000,.000.00 
31,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for the enhanced flow of passengers and 
baggage through the terminal facility and better accommodate the disabled passenger in 
meeting all ADA requirements. 

9. North Area Roadway hnprovements 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Disagreement 

$11,000,000.00 
11,000,000.00 

Comments: This roadway will be used solely by parties conducting business 
with the cargo carriers at the airport. There is no indication that the other users of the 
airport, including the traveling public and the passenger carriers, will see a benefit from 
this project. The P ANY &NJ should seek funding from another source. 
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Comments: The project will enhance the safety and longevity of the airfield 
system. The project will also provide enhancements and upgrades required for the new 
large aircraft in a cost effective manner, thus increasing the capacity and enhancing 
competition. 

2. Construction of Taxiway A and Taxiway P Connector 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$4,000,000.00 
4,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will basically provide safe and sufficient access to the 
terminal areas from Runway 13R-31L for the new large aircraft. However, it will also 
enhance the airfield taxiway system by providing unintenupted movement of all aircraft 
between the two taxiways. 

3. Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A and B Bridges 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$40,000,000.00 
40,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for the safe and sufficient operation on the 
airfield and accommodate the demands of the current wide-body aircraft serving JFK 
today, as well as providing the requirements for the new large aircraft for the future in a 
cost effective manner. 

4. Runway 13L- 3 lR Rehabilitation Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$36,000,000.00 
36,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for the safe and sufficient operation on the 
airfield and serve to extend the longevity of the runway pavement. 
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8. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 09/11/01 - 09/30/02 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$21,894,475.00 
21,894,475.00 

Comments: The FAA has authorized the use of PFC funds to reimburse airport 
operators for expenditures made to meet unfunded, yet mandated, security requirements 
due to the events of 09/11/01. The P ANY &NJ must provide a flow of funds chart 
indicating where these funds will be applied and how the use will offset carrier rates and 
charges at the airport. 

LaGuardia Airport 

1. Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Feasibility Study 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$15,000,000.00 
15,000,000.00 

Comments: The project will provide for an analysis to enable the P ANY &NJ to 
plan for the expansion and enhancement of the airport landside areas to increase capacity, 
safety, and competition at the airport. 

2. Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Planning and Engineering 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Disagreement 

$25,000~000.00 
25,000,000.00 

Comments: The project should not be approved for use of PFC funding until the 
Modernization Feasibility Study is complete. This project should be limited to Impose 
Only. 
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6. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 09/11/01- 09/30/02 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 
AlP Grant-in-Aid: 

Position: Agreement 

$12,274,885.00 
10,000,000.00 
2,27 4,885 .00 

Comments: The FAA has authorized the use of PFC funds to reimburse airport 
operators for expenditures made to meet unfunded, yet mandated, security requirements 
due to the events of 09/11/01. The P ANY &NJ must provide a flow of funds chart 
indicating where these funds will be applied and how the use will offset carrier rates and 
charges at the airport 
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Certification of Agreement/Disagreement 
Newark Liberty International Airport/JFK International Airport/LaGuardia Airport 

June 18, 2004 

Newark Liberty International Airport 

1. Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$30,000,000.00 
30,000,000.00 

2. Runway Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

3. Airfield Expansion Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 
PANYNJ Bonds: 

Position: Agreement 

4. Perimeter Security Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Disagreement 

$60,000,000.00 
60,000,000.00 

$165,000,000.00 
85,000,000.00 
80,000,000.00 

$30, 000, 000. 00 
30,000,000.00 

Comments: Funding for this project should be provided by the Department of Homeland 
Security. The PANY&NJ should seek funding from the TSA, or.other appropriate grants
in-aid programs to limit the exposure to the carriers'. 

5. Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Conditional Agreement 

$20,000,000.00 
20,000,000.00 

Comments: Although the project may serve as an enhancement to competition and 
capacity at the airport, it must, too, include an analysis of the current demand within the 
terminal. A plan that would include best utilization of the current facilities should be 
addressed prior to implementing any plan that would expand the terminal facility. This 
project should not be approved for PFC funding until it is confirmed that a lack of facilities 
exists for new entrants. 

2 



12. Improvements to the Runway Safety Areas 

Project Cost: 
PFC i=unding: 

Position: Agreement 

JFK International Airport: 

$12,000,000.00 
12,000,000.00 

1. Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A and Rehabilitation of Taxiway B 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$90,000,000.00 
90,000,000.00 

2. Construction of Taxiway A and Taxiway P Connector 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$4,000,000.00 
4,000,000.00 

3. Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A and B Bridges 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

4. Runway 13L - 31 R Rehabilitation Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

$40,000,000.00 
40,000,000.00 

$36,000,000.00 
36,000,000.00 

5. Planning Project for the Rehabilitation and Widening of Runway 13R 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Agreement 

6. Perimeter Security Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Disagreement 

$5,000,000.00 
5,000,000.00 

$45,000,000.00 
45,000,000.00 

Comments: Funding should be provided by the Department of Homeland Security. The 
PANY&NJ should seek funding from the TSA, or other appropriate grants-in-aid 
programs to limit the exposure to the carriers' rates and charges. 
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4. Perimeter Security Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Position: Disagreement 

$10,000,000.00 
10,000,000.00 

Comments: Funding should be provided by the Department of Homeland Security. The 
PANY&NJ should seek funding from the TSA, or other appropriate grants-in-aid 
programs to limit the exposure to the carriers' rates and charges. 

5. Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield Rescue and Firefighting Facility 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 
PANY&NJ Bonds: 

Position: Conditional Agreement 

$57,600,000.00 
40,000,000.00 
17,600,000.00 

Comments: The scope of this project should be limited to the actual requirement to fulfill 
the requirements in 14 CFR Part 139. 

6. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 09/11/01 - 09/30/02 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 
AIP Grant-in-Aid: 

Position: Agreement 

6 

$12,274,885.00 
10,000,000.00 
2,274,885.00 



ATIACHMENT A 
Proposed PFC EWR 
6/11/2004 

NORTHWEST AIRLINES, INC. 
CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT/DISAGREEMENT WITH PFC APPLICATION 

NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Po~ Exhibit A: Exempt Airlines: 

The Port has exempted Atlantic Coast Airlines from collection of the PFC. Until recently, as a United 
Express carrier, Atlantic Coasts' passengers were reported along with United's passengers. However this 
relationship no longer exists and Atlantic Coast will operate apart from United as Independence Air. As an 
independent airline the Port should collect future PFC's from the new entity. 

PROJECTS 

1. PROJECT: Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure 

PROJECT COST: $30,000,000 

PFC FUNDING: $30,000,000 

POSITION: CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT 

COMMENTS: None 

2. PROJECT: Runway/Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation Project 

PROJECT COST: $60,000,000 

PFC FUNDING: $60,000,0_00 

POSITION: CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT 

COMM:ENTS: The Port should pursue additional AIP grants for this project. 

3. PROJECT: Airfield Expansion Project 

PROJECT COST: $164,970,000 

PFC FUNDING: $ 85,000,000 

POSITION: CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT 

COMMENTS: The Port should pursue additional AIP grants for this project. 

DRHPFC2 2 
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COMMENTS: 

8. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

9. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

10. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 
• • ... IQ 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

11. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

DRHPFC2 

None 

Vertical Circulation Improvements in Tenninal A 

$31,000,000 

$31,000,000 

CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT 

None 

North Area Roadway Improvements 

$11,000,000 

$11,000,000 

CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT 

None 

Upgrade Navigational Aids Runway 22R/22L 

$10,000,000 

$10, 000, 000 

CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT 

The Port should pursue additional AIP grants for this project. 

Upgrade Navigational Aids Runway 4L 

$10,000,000 

$10,000,000 

CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT 

The Port should pursue additional AIP grants for this project. 

4 
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NORTHWEST AIRLINES® 

June 18, 2004 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor 
Aviation Department 
Port Authority of NY & NJ 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New Y erk, NY 10003 

Certified Mail 
Return Receipt Requested 

Northwest Airlines, Inc. 
Department A 1135 
2700 Lone Oak Parkway 
Eagan MN 55121-1534 
nwa.com 

Re: Proposed Passenger Facility Charge ("PFC") Application - John F. Kennedy International Airport 

Dear Ms. Clark: 

Northwest Airlines, Inc. has been notified by the Port Authority of NY & NJ ("Port") of its intent to submit 
an application to impose and use a PFC at John F. Kennedy International Airport. Pursuant to 14 CFR 
Section 158.23, this letter and attachment serve as Northwest's Certification of Agreement or Disagreement 
with respect to the projects specified within the Port's proposed PFC Application. 

PFC-eligible projects, by statute, are those that preserve or enhance the safety, capacity, or security of the 
national air transportation system, reduce airport noise or mitigate airport noise impacts, or enhance 
competition among air carriers. In addition, we interpret the regulations such that PFC-funded projects 
must be limited to those projects for which a near tenn and justifiable need can be demonstrated. 
Therefore, Northwest cannot recommend approval for those projects, which are based on long-term 
projections of growth, or projects that do not meet statutory requirements. 

Northwest requests that the Port notify this office of any material changes to specific elements of a project 
or projects contained within the proposed PFC program. We would also appreciate a copy of that section 
of your PFC application that summarizes the comments filed by the airlines. We look forward to working 
with you and your staff in developing an airporffacility that meets the needs of the traveling public and the 
carriers serving John F. Kennedy International Airport. 

Sincerely, 

~~~.dit. 
Daniel R. Hindes 
Regional Director Airport Affairs 

cc: FAA Eastern Region 
Tom Browne - AT A 
Barry Molar - FAA 
FAA Regional Office 
JFKAAAC 
R. Harvey NW JFK 
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3. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

4. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

5. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

DRHPFC2 

for this aircraft. With the exception of Federal Express all orders are 
from foreign flag carriers. Federal Express, an all cargo carrier pays no 
PFC's. Foreign flag carriers only pay PFC fees on those tickets actually 
sold in the United States and not on actual enplanements. Thus there is a 
competitive disadvantage to the US carriers for the benefit of foreign-flag 
operators of the A3 80. This seems to be contrary to the statutory 
requirement that a PFC enhance competition 

Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiway A & B Bridges 

$40, 000, 000 

$40,000,000 

CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT 

This project is described as necessary to accommodate not only the A380, 
but also the B777, A340-600, etc. Thus, its benefits are more for the 
broader aviation community as a whole. 

Runway 13L-31R Rehabilitation Project 

$36,000,000 

$36,000,000 

CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT 

NONE 

Runway 13R Rehabilitation and Widening- Planning Only 

$5,000,000 

$5,000,000 

CERTIFICATION OF CONDITIONAL AGREEMENT 

A major justification for this project is the accommodation of the A3 80 
aircraft. According to the Airbus Website there are currently 129 orders 
for this aircraft. With the exception of Federal Express all orders are 
from foreign flag carriers. Federal Express, an all cargo carrier pays no 
PFC's. Foreign flag carriers only pay PFC fees on those tickets actually 
sold in the United States and not on actual enplanements. Thus there is a 
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NORTHWEST AIRLINES,a, 

June 17, 2004 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor 
Aviation Department 
Port Authority of NY & NJ 
225 Park Avenue South, 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

Certified Mail 
Return Receipt Requested 

Re: Proposed Passenger Facility Charge ("PFC,,) Application - LaGuardia Airport 

Dear Ms. Clark: 

Northwest Airlines, Inc. 
Department A 1135 
2700 Lone Oak Parkway 
Eagan MN 55121-1534 
nwa.com 

Northwest Airlines, Inc. has been notified by the Port Authority of NY & NJ ("Port") of its intent to submit 
an application to impose and use a PFC at LaGuardia Airport. Pursuant to 14 CFR Section 158.23, this 
letter and attaclunent serve as Northwest's Certification of Agreement or Disagreement with respect to the 
projects specified within the Port's proposed PFC Application. 

PFC-eligible projects, by statute, are those that preserve or enhance the safety, capacity, or security of the 
national air transportation system, reduce airport noise or mitigate airport noise impacts, or enhance 
competition among air carriers. In addition, we interpret the regulations such that PFC-funded projects 
must be limited to those projects for which a near term and justifiable need can be demonstrated. 
Therefore, Northwest cannot recommend approval for those projects, which are based on long-term 
projections of growth, or projects that do not meet statutory requirements. , 

Northwest requests that the Port notify this office of any material changes to specific elements of a project 
or projects contained within the proposed PFC program. We would also appreciate a copy of that section 
of your PFC application that summarizes the comments filed by the airlines. We look forward to working 
with you and your staff in developing an airport facility that meets the needs of the traveling public and the 
carriers serving LaGuardia Airport. 

Daniel R. Hindes 
Regional Director Airport Affairs 

cc: FAA Eastern Region 
Tom Browne-ATA 
Barry Molar - FAA 
FAA Regional Office 
LGAAAAC 
B. Anderson NW LGA 



ATTACHMENT A 
Proposed PFC LGA 
6/17/2004 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

5. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

6. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

$10,000,000 

CERTIFICATION OF DISAGREEMENT 

This project should be first funded by the Department of Homeland 
Security. The Port must first aggressively seek funding from the TSA 
and/or other grants before consideration for funding through a PFC. 

Crisis Command Center/Police & Airfield Rescue & Firefighting Facility 

$57 ,600,000 

$40,000,000 

CERTIFICATION OF CONDITIONAL AGREEMENT 

Project scope should be limited to only those requirements under 14 CFR 
Part 139. 

Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 9/11/01 - 9/30/02 

$10,000,000 

CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT 

To the extent these costs have already been incurred and paid for by the 
airlines through rates and charges, any PFC receipts must be used to 
offset airline rates and charges. 

This concludes Northwest's comments and certification for LaGuardia Airport. 



Ms. Patty Clark 
June 18, 2004 
Page 2 

Newark Liberty International Airport 

1. Runway Extension Drainage Infrastructure 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

Comments: 

$30,000,000.00 
30,000,000.00 

Agreement 

Meets FAR statute requirements 

2. Runway Taxiway Pavement Rehabilitation Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

Comments: 

$60,000,000.00 
60,000,000.00 

Agreement 

Meets FAR statute requirements 

3. Airfield Expansion Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 
Port Bonds: 

Certification: 

Comments: 

$165,000,000.00 
85,000,000.00 
80,000,000.00 

Agreement 

Meets FAR statute requirements. We encourage the Port to 
seek and maximize additional funding from appropriate 
grants-in-aid programs in order to limit air carrier exposure 
to increased rates and charges. 

4. Perimeter Security Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

$30,000,000.00 
30,000,000.00 

Disagreement 



Ms. Patty Clark 
June 18, 2004 
Page 4 

Certification: 

Comments: 

Disagreement 

Although the proposed project appears to meet FAR statute 
requirements, we note that the Port did not include PFC 
project funding in its application for prior similar 
improvements made to Terminal A, which is similar in age 
and condition to Terminal B and raises serious questions of 
fairness and equity. Terminal A air carriers made similar 
improvements and upgrades to Terminal A in the mid-
1990's ("Relifing Project"), which could be reimbursable 
pursuant to the FAR statute. We strongly urge the Port to 
modify its application to include reimbursement of those 
Terminal A Relifing Project improvements and upgrades 
for subsequent reimbursement to Terminal A air carriers 
covering their payment of Additional Rents. Further, in its 
application, the Port attempts to justify the use of PF Cs to 
"improve airline competition" and "accommodate new 
carriers to satisfy the conditions ofEWR's Competition 
Plan for domestic carriers, and to enhance international air 
carrier competition." Today, two-thirds of Terminal B 
supports international flight activity outside the scope of 
the Port's Competition Plan. 

7. Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from 09/11/01 - 09/30/02 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

Comments: 

$9,000,000.00 
9,000,000.00 

Agreement 

Meets FAR statute requirements. 

8. Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

Comments: 

$31,000,000.00 
31,000,000.00 

Agreement 

Meets FAR statute requirements and would make Terminal 
A more competitive compared to other similar Terminals at 
the airport. 



Ms. Patty Clark 
June 18, 2004 
Page 6 

JFK International Airport: 

1. Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A and Rehabilitation of Taxiway B 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

Comments: 

$90,000,000.00 
90,000,000.00 

Disgreement 

Although the proposed project appears to meet FAR statute 
requirements, we oppose the use of finite PFC funds for 
this specific project on grounds that the amount of PFCs 
dedicated to this project are grossly disproportionate to the 
number of projected users ofNLA aircraft at the airport. 

2. Construction of Taxiway A and Taxiway P Connector 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

Comments: 

$4,000,000.00 
4, 000, 000. 00 

Disagreement 

See JFK Project #1 and comments. 

3. Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways A and B Bridges 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

Comments: 

$40,000,000.00 
40,000,000.00 

Disagreement 

See JFK Project #1 and comments. 

4. Runway 13L - 3 lR Rehabilitation Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

. Comments: 

$36,000,000.00 
36,000,000.00 

Agreement 

Meets FAR statute requirements . 



Ms. Patty Clark 
June 18, 2004 
P.age 8 

Comments: 

LaGuardia Airport 

Meets FAR statute requirements. 

. 1. Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Feasibility Study 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

Comments: 

$15,000,000.00 
15,000,000.00 

Agreement 

Meets FAR statute requirements. 

2. Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Planning and Engineering 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

Comments: 

$25,000,000.00 
25,000,000.00 

Agreement 

Meets FAR statute requirements. 

3. Runway Rehabilitation Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

Comments: 

$35,000,000.00 
35,000,000.00 

Agreement 

Meets FAR statute requirements. 

4. Perimeter Security Project 

Project Cost: 
PFC Funding: 

Certification: 

Comments: 

$10,000,000.00 
10,000,000.00 

Disagreement 

Although the proposed project appears to meet FAR statute 
requirements, we question the wisdom and need to utilize 



Ms. Patty Clark 
June 18, 2004 
Page 10 

We cannot emphasize enough the importance of using PFC revenues in a prudent 
manner, specifically to fund previous and current airport projects that otheiwise increase 
rates and charges to the air carriers. We strongly urge the Port to reprioritize its proposed 
PFC application with emphasis on prior and current airport projects, with the ultimate 
objective ofreducing the dependence on cost recovery in air carrier rates and charges. 

This concludes United's comments and certification of agreement/disagreement 
regarding the Port's proposed PFC application. 

Imm 

cc: FAA Eastern Region 
FAA/ADO (EWR, JFK, and LGA) 
Tom Browne-ATA 
UAL/GMs - EWR, JFK, and LGA 

Sincerely, 

, //lid:_o.,;Ll[gf!ffl'&W<ru~ 
Michael A. Matthews 7~ 
Regional Manager 
Worldwide Real Estate 



US AIRWAYS, INC. 
CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT/DISAGREEMENT WITH PFC APPLICATION 

NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
JFK INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

GENERAL COMMENTS: 

IN ADDITION TO THE INDIVIDUAL PROJECT CERTIFICATIONS BELOW, US AIRWAYS ALSO 
OBJECTS TO THE CONTINUED USE OF LGA PFC REVENUES TO SUBSIDIZE OTHER PORT 
AUTHORITY AIRPORTS, NOTABLY EWR IN THIS APPLICATION. PER EXHBIT B, LGA IS 
ESTIMATED TO CONTRIBUTE $205.8 MILLION OF THE TOTAL $815 MILLION OF 
COLLECTIONS, OR 25.2%, YET ONLY $135 MILLION - OR 16.6% - WILL BE SPENT AT LOA. 
ON THE OTHER HAND, EWR CONTRIBUTES $280.8 MILLION, OR 34.4% OF THE REVENUES, 
BUT WILL RECEIVE THE BENEFIT OF $433 MILLION OR 53.1 % OF THE COLLECTIONS. 
SIMILARLY, JFK WILL CONTRIBUTE $328.4 MILLION OF THE REVENUES - OR 40.3% - BUT 
RECEIVE ONLY $247 MILLION OR 30.3%, THEREBY ALSO SUBSIDIZING EWR. 

CURRENTLY, ALL OF LOA PFC REVENUES BEING COLLECTED UNDER THE PREVIOUSLY 
APPROVED (AND AMENDED) APPLICATION ARE USED TO SUPPORT JFK. ACCORDING TO 
THE FIRST QUARTER 2004 PFC REPORT, LGA'S PFC CUMULATIVE CONTRIBUTION IS $400.4 
MILLION OUT OF $1.3 BILLION OR 30.6%. YET, LGA IS ALLOCATED ONLY $7.6 MILLION
OR 0.5% - OF THE TOTAL EXPENDITURES. JFK RECEIVES THE BENEFIT OF $877.7 MILLION -
OR 68% OF THE REVENUES WHILE CONTRIBUTING ONLY 35.3%. SINCE THE FAA 
APPROVED ADDITIONAL FUNDS IN OCTOBER, 2003 FOR JFK, INCREASING THE TOT AL 
APPROVED APPLICATION TO $1.7 BILLION, LGA WILL ONLY RECEIVE THE BENEFIT OF 0.4% 
OF THE REVENUES WHILE JFK BENEFITS FROM 76.2% OF THE REVENUES. THE ONE 
PROJECT APPROVED FOR LGA WAS COMPLETED IN 1998 AND THEREFORE ALL LGA PFC 
REVENUES FOR THE LAST 5 YEARS HA VE BEEN COMPLETELY USED TO BENEFIT JFK. 

WE DO NOT BELIEVE IT IS EQUITABLE TO CONTINUE THIS PRACTICE WHEREBY LGA 
REVENUES SUBSIDIZE OTHER AIRPORTS. RATHER, WE BELIEVE THE PORT SHOULD USE 
EACH AIRPORT'S REVENUES TO SUPPORT AND BENEFIT THE USERS AT THAT AIRPORT. IN 
ADDITION, GIVEN THE NATURE OF UNIT TERMINALS AT LGA, WHEREBY THOSE CARRIERS 
ARE INDIVIDUALLY RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL EXPENSES TO OPERA TE AND MAINTAIN 
THOSE TERMINALS, WE BELIEVE THE PORT SHOULD ALLOCATE PFC REVENUES TO 
NONTERMINAL PROJECTS THAT BENEFIT ALL USERS, SUCH AS AIRFIELD PROJECTS. 

WE ALSO DO NOT SUPPORT THE EXCLUSION OF ATLANTIC COAST AIRLINES FROM 
COLLECTION OF PFC REVENUES. UNTIL RECENTLY THEY HAD BEEN OPERA TING UNDER 
A RELATIONSHIP WITH UNITED AIRLINES, AND INSTEAD THEY WILL NOW OPERATE 
INDEPENDENTLY. GIVEN THEY COMMENCED SCHEDULED SERVICE ON JUNE 16, 2004, WE 
DO NOT BELIEVE THEY SHOULD BE EXEMPT FROM COLLECTION. 
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5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

US AIRWAYS, INC. 
CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT/DISAGREEMENT WITH PFC APPLICATION 

NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
JFK INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

PROJECT: Project to Plan for Expanded Terminal A 

PROJECT COST: $20,000,000 

PFC FUNDING: $20,000,000 

POSITION: Certification of Disagreement 

COMMENTS: As indicated in our cover letter, we interpret the federal regulations 
such that PFC-funded projects must be limited to those projects for 
which a near term and justifiable need can be demonstrated. Therefore, 
US Airways cannot recommend approval for those projects, which are 
based on long-term projections of growth, or projects that do not meet 
statutory requirements. Since the Port indicates that 18% of the gates 
are available to Non-Master Airlines, and we believe that vacant gates 
currently exist in Terminal A, we cannot support this project. We also 
note that the project consists of planning and design for numerous 
concepts to accommodate future growth, including an in-line baggage 
system, which we believe should be funded from other funding sources. 

PROJECT: Modernization of Terminal B 

PROJECT COST: $178,244,000 

PFC FUNDING: $125,000,000 

POSITION: Certification of Disagreement 

COMMENTS: As with the Terminal A Project, we do not believe that a near term and 
justified need has been demonstrated for this project. We also note that 
improvements and expansions to other terminal facilities, notably 
Terminal A, were financed and paid for by those airline tenants. 
Therefore, the Port should treat Terminal B tenants similarly and use 
PFC revenues for the general benefit of all airport users. 

PROJECT: Reimbursement for Mandated Security Costs from. 09/11/01-09/30/02 

PROJECT COST: $9,000,000 

PFC FUNDING: $9,000,000 

POSITION: Certification of Agreement 

COMMENTS: Agreement is based on the understanding that these expenses were 
included in the airlines' rates and charges and therefore receipt of PFC 
revenues will be reimbursed to the airlines. 

PROJECT: Vertical Circulation Improvements in Terminal A 

PROJECT COST: $31,000,000 

4 
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US AIRWAYS, INC. 
CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT/DISAGREEMENT WITH PFC APPLICATION 

NEW ARK LIBERTY INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
JFK INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

JFK INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT: 

1. PROJECT: Relocation and Rehabilitation of Taxiway A and Rehabilitation of 
TaxiwayB 

PROJECT COST: $90,000,000 

PFC FUNDING: $90,000,000 

POSITION: Certification of Agreement 

COMMENTS: The Authority should pursue AIP and other grant funds to the 
maximum extent available. 

2. PROJECT: Construction of Taxiway A and P Connector 

PROJECT COST: $4,000,000 

PFC FUNDING: $4,000,000 

POSITION: Certification of Agreement 

COMMENTS: The Authority should pursue AIP and other grant funds to the 
maximum extent available. 

3. PROJECT: Reconstruction and Strengthening of Taxiways Aand B Bridges 

PROJECT COST: $40,000,000 

PFC FUNDING: $40,000,000 

POSffiON: Certification of Agreement 

COMMENTS: The Authority should pursue AIP and other grant funds to the 
maximum extent available. 

4. PROJECT: Runway 13L-31R Rehabilitation Project 

PROJECT COST: $36,000,000 

PFC FUNDING: $36,000,000 

POSITION: Certification of Agreement 

COMMENTS: The Authority should pursue AIP and other grant funds to the 
maximum extent available. 
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US AIRWAYS, INC. 
CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENT/DISAGREEMENT WITH PFC APPLICATION 

NEWARK LIBERTY INTERNA'IJONAL AIRPORT 
JFK INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

LAGUARDIA AIRPORT 

1. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

2. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

3. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

4. PROJECT: 

PROJECT COST: 

PFC FUNDING: 

POSITION: 

COMMENTS: 

Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Feasibility Study 

$15,000,000 

$15,000,000 

Certification of Agreement 

Agreement is provided based on the project description that this is a 
study to analyze alternatives and feasibility of various landside and 
airside access issues. 

Central Terminal Building (CTB) Modernization Planning and 
Engineering 

$25,000,000 

$25,000,000 

Certification of Disagreement 

Planning and engineering funds are premature given the requirement 
for the Feasibility Study. 

Runway Rehabilitation Project 

$35,000,000 

$35,000,000 

Certification of Agreement 

The Authority should pursue AIP and other grant funds to the 
maximum extent available. 

Perimeter Security Project 

$10,000,000 

$10,000,000 

Certification of Disagreement 

Since we do not believe these security improvements are mandated by 
law, the Port should pursue funding from the Department of Homeland 
Security or other appropriate federal agencies. 

8 



,~~~!~ 
International 
Airlines 

Ms. Patty Clark 
Senior Advisor 
Aviation Department 
The Port Authority of NY & NJ 
225 Park A venue South - 9th Floor 
New York, NY 10003 

SM-JFKJPFC/04 

June 17, 2004 

RE: Application for Authority to Impose and Use Passenger 
Facility Charge Revenue for Airside and Landside 
Development Projects at Newark, JFK and LaGuardia 
Airports 

Dear Ms. Clark: 

In reference to 14 CFR Section 158.23, this letter shall serve as Pakistan International 
Airlines' Certification of Agreement or Disagreement with regard to the projects 
specified in the Port Authority's proposed PFC Application, as presented at the Carrier 
Consultation meeting held on May 18th, 2004. 

"All PFC eligible projects must meet criteria to preserve or enhance the safety, capacity 
or security of the national air transportation system, reduce airport noise or mitigate 
airport noise impacts, or enhance competition among carriers. The projects must meet a 
near term and justifiable need, and proven to be cost effective and warranted. We urge 
the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey to apply for other sources of grants-in
aid to supplement any PFC funding on the projects." 

PIA requests that the Port Authority provide a copy of the PFC application for our file. 
We also request that we be notified of any material change or revision made to the 
application, as a result of comments received from other airlines or the Federal Aviation 
Administration during the review process. 

Very truly yours, 

AIRLINES 

TERMINAL 4W, INTERNATIONAL AIR TERMINAL• JFK INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT• JAMAICA, NY 11430 
(718) 656-4030 • FAX (718) 656-4704 
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~ PORl'AU1110Rm OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

SECTION 1 

Port Authority Board Resolution 



I, Linda Handel, Assistant Secretary, of The Port Authority of New York and New 
Jersey (hereinafter called the "Authorityn), a body corporate and politic and a municipal 
corporate instrumentality of the States of New York and New Jersey created and existing 
by virtue of the Compact of April 30, 1921, made by and between said States and thereafter 
consented to by the Congress of the United States, HEREBY CERTIFY THAT annexed 
hereto is a true and correct copy of the resolution entitled "John F. Kennedy International, 
Newark Liberty International and LaGuardia Airports - Authorization to Submit an 
Application to the Federal Aviation Administration to Impose and Use Passenger Facility 
Charges for Certain Projects" adopted by the Board of Commissioners of the Authority on 
fylarch 30, 2003, and is now in full force and effect. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand as Assistant Secretary of 
and on behalf of The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey this 28th day of 
September, 2004. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
THE PORT AUTHORITY 

OF NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY 



(Board- 3/20/03) 116 

appropriate request to combine existing authority to impose and use PFCs for existing projects 
with any new authority given to impose and use for these new projects. Thereby, a PFC at the 
level of $4.50 would be sought for all PFC projects. 

Pursuant to the foregoing report, the following resolution was adopted with 
Commissioners Blakeman, Chasanoff, Gargano, Mack, Pocino, Sartor, Silverman, Sinagra and 
Steiner voting in favor; none against: 

RESOLVED, that the Executive Director be and he hereby is authorized, 
for and on behalf of the Port Authority, to submit an application to the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) to impose and use a Passenger Facility Charge (PFC) 
at the $4.50 level for projects at John F. Kennedy International (JFK), Newark 
Liberty International (EWR) and LaGuardia (LOA) Airports that will increase 
terminal and airside capacity, reduce delays, increase airline competition, enhance 
security and improve safety; and it is further 

RESOLVED, that the Executive Director be and he hereby is authorized, 
for and on behalf of the Port Authority, by way of application, amendment or other 
appropriate request to the· FAA, _to combine existing authority to impose and use 
PFCs for existing projects with any new authority given to impose and use PFCs at 
the $4.50 level for projects at JFK, EWR and LGA that will increase terminal airside 
capacity, reduce delays, increase airline competition, or enhance security and improve 
safety; and it is further · 

RESOLVED, that the fom1 of the foregoing applications, amendment or 
other request shall be subject to the approval of General Counsel or his authorized 
representative. 
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AIP Application for Mandated Security Reimbursement 
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January 18, 2002 

Mr. Philip Brito 
Manager 
New York Airports District Office 
Federal Aviation Administration 
600 Old Country Road, Suite 446 
Garden City, NY 11530 

WIU.l,'M R. DECOTI\ 
DIRECTOR 
AVlt\TION DEPARTMENT 

PORT AUTHORITY TECHNICAL C£NrER 
241 ERE STREET 
JERSEY OlY, NJ 073IO 

(201) 216-2001 

Subject: AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM - FISCAL YEAR 2002 -
PROJECT APPUCATION FOR FUNDING FOR NEW SECURITY 
REQUIREMENTS UNDER SECTION 119 OF THE AVIATION AND 
TRANSPORTATION SECURITY ACT (P.L. 107-71) 

Dear Mr. Brito: 

This letter is in response to your January 9, 2002 letter regarding Department of Defense 
Fiscal Year 2002 dedicated appropriation of $175 million for additional security costs. The 
Port Au~hority of New York & New Jersey is hereby applying for $56,219,019 in 
reimbursement for some of the additional security costs incurred by our Pm;t 107 airports as a 
result of FAA security directives issued after September 11, 2001. 

As your know, the Port Authority, as owner and occupant of the World Trade Center 
complex, was directly affected by the attacks of September 11. Given the unique and 
devastating magnitude of these events, including the destruction of our Headquarters and the 
loss of 75 of our colleagues, including 37 police officers, coupled with the additional security 
directives for the airports and the limited time frame to produce this application, this is a 
preliminary estimate of the eligible costs incurred. 

Your review and approval of these submissions is requested. 

William R. DeCota 
Director 
Aviation Department 



Additional AIP Funding for New, Additional or Revised Security Requirements 

Introduction 

The Port Authority, as the operator of four airports, John F. Kennedy International (JFK), 
LaGuardia (LOA), Newark International (EWR), and Teterboro Airport (TBB), and a 
heliport, the Downtown Manhattan Heliport, and its airline tenants were adversely 
financially affected by the federally mandated directives to heighten security in and 
around airports. 

In the aftermath of the attacks, the agency tracked all additional police costs incurred. 
Certain police labor costs, including those that were incurred at the airports, were 
assigned a special emergency code. The Port Authority seeks reimbursement for the 
police costs incurred as a result of this federal emergency from its insurance carriers and 
the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) for the emergency period. This 
period is defined by FBMA as September 11 through November 9, 2001. 

As a result, the Port Authority does not seek funding for incremental police labor costs 
incurred at the airports through November 9, valued at approximately $14.4 million, in 
this Section 119 application. We do however seek $56,219,019 in Section 119 funding 
for other additional security costs incurred from September 11, as well as police labor 
costs incurred and anticipated from November 10, 2001 through September 30, 2002, as a 
result of FAA security directives issued after September 11, 2001. 

The following schedules provide infonnation on a consolidated basis for:. John F. 
Kennedy International Airport (JFK}, LaGuardia Airport (LOA) and Newark 
International Airport (EWR). Corresponding infonnation for the individual airports is 
attached. 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey January 18, 2002 1 
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Additional AIP Funding for New, Additional or Revised Security Requirements 

As a result ofa slowing domestic and international economy, passenger growth in the 
New York/New Jersey (NY /NJ) region was expected to fall about 1.5% in 2001 to 
approximately 91 million total annual passengers, compared to 92.4 million in 2000. By 
the middle of 2001, however, passenger growth in the region was down almost 2%, 
similar to the national decline. 

The tragic events of September 11 undermined the confidence of the flying public on a 
global basis. During the last four months of the year, passenger growth fell an average of 
20% across the nation. However, the impacts of September 11 were even more dramatic 
in the NY /NJ region while traffic fell an average of 31 %. 

Other indicators confirm the disproportional impacts of September 11 on air travel in the 
NY /NJ region. For example, seat capacity fell by 21.8% in the region while it was off by 
only 12.9% nationwide. Additionally, aircraft movements at the three airports declined 
by 22.3% while the nation's flights were off by 13.1 %. 

As a result, passenger levels at JFK, LGA and EWR dropped 11.9% in 2001. The 
region's airports accommodated 81.4 million passengers. In contrast, the nation's overall 
traffic decline for 2001 is expected to be 8.6%. This marks the first decline in NY/NJ 
passenger traffic sinqe 1991 and represents the largest annual decline in the region'.s 
airport history. Affected even more severely was international traffic, which fell 12% in 
the region compared to a drop of 5.3% for the nation. 

Further, the NY/NJ region is continuing to suffer disproportionally from the lingering 
fear of flying. A nationwide survey conducted by Y asawich, Pepperdine and Brown 
(YP&B) in November indicated that ·20% of travelers said that their business plans would 
continue to be affected by the tetTOrist events. A majority said they would not travel to 
specific destinations. Specific areas mentioned most frequently were New York (46% ), 
the Middle East (23%) and Washington D.C. (23%). 

Since 77% of the region's traffic is origin and destination, expedited recovery of the 
regional economy is critical. However, the devastation of the September 11 events on the 
NY /NJ economy has convinced analysts that the region's economic recovery will lag the 
nation's. The 2002 consensus forecast indicates the nation's Oross Domestic Product 
will grow by approximately 1.3%, yet, NYC's Gross City Product is expected to decline 
by 8.9%. Personal income is expected to grow by 2.6% on the national level in 2002, 
while NYC's is expected to decline 3.2%. 

Tourism plays a vital role in New York City's economy. In 2000, tourism was . 
responsible for $25 billion dollars in economic activity, generated $936 million in city tax 
revenues and directly supported 282,000 jobs. This sector has suffered severely and is 
not expected to recover in the near future. An analysis by the New York City Partnership 
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Additional AIP Funding for New, Additional or Revised Security Requirements 

security costs that are paid for by the airlines varies by airport and type of cost, and 
averages about 69% at JFK, 65% at LOA and is fully paid at EWR. 

Since the airlines are paying for the overwhelming majority of increased security costs, it 
is the Port Authority's intention to credit, against expense, every dollar of reimbursement 
received for security costs under this application, and thereby reduce the burden to the 
airlines through the recovery percentages in the flight fee agreements. Depending upon 
when the reimbursement is received, the credit would be applied to final 2001 
calculations, if received by early March, or 2002 rates, if received later. 

While these flight fee calculations use methodologies that are fair, reasonable and non
discriminatory in accordance with Department of Transportation policy on airport rates 
and charges, the Port Authority recognizes that these increased security costs repll'sent an 
additional cost burden on an industry that is suff erlng the consequences of reduced traffic 
and lower yields. In 2001 costs paid for by the airlines through flight fees from all 
classes of aircraft at the Port Authority's airports were about $381.5 million. In 2002, 
flight fees are projected to increase to $44 7 .5 million, reflecting in large part the increase 
in security costs. In the context of the current financial circumstances confronting the 
industry these additional costs are substantial. 

In addition to increased security costs flight fees have increased due to the steep fall off 
in air traffic after September 11. Flight fees are charged as a rate per thousand pounds of 
take-off or landed weight. The numerator of the calculation reflects costs and the 
denominator the projected level of aircraft weights operating at a particular airport. After 
September 11, the decline in traffic coupled with extraordinary-security costs have caused 

· 2002 projected flight fee rates to substantially increase. Projected 2002 rates compared to 
estimated 2001 rates at EWR, JFK, and LOA are expected to increase 62%, 28% and 
19%, respectively. At the same time, the airlines are experiencing a sharp decline in 

. passenger fares, averaging.a 15% drop in the Fourth Quarter of 2001. 

In an effort to mitigate the impact on airlines, the Port Authority has significantly reduced 
non-security operational costs where feasible. The impacts on the Port Authority has also 
been substantial as a result of the air traffic decline post-September 11. Not only has the · 
Port Authority had to bear a share of the increased airport security costs but airport 
revenues have declined as well. It should be noted that subsequent to September 11 the 
Port Authority reduced its estimate for aviation-related 2002 Gross Revenues by over $90 
million. Nevertheless, despite the Port Authority's own increased security costs and 
reduced revenues, monies received under this application will benefit the airlines through 
reduced flight fees. 
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'' 'I Additional AIP Funding for New, Additional or Revised Security Requirements 

John F. Kennedy International Airport 

Section I. Eligible New, Additional or Revised Security Requirements 
& Direct Costs 

New, Additional, or Revised Actual Direct Estimated Total Cost(s) 
Security Requirement(s) cost(s) incurred Direct cost(s) to 

9/11/01- be incurred 
12/31/01 1/1/02 - 9/30/02 

Increased Law Enforcement $4,460,745 * $9,800,000 $14,260,745* 
Officer personneVovertime 
Increased other $ 735,000 $ 735,000 
personneUovertime 
Equipment, supplies, radios, $ 435,000 $ 150,000 $ 585,000 
badge stock, vehicles, etc. 
Temporary construction, $ 50,000 $ 50,000 
facility modifications, barriers, 
etc. 
Outside services, contractor $1,411,206 $1,822,000 $ 3,233,206 

· support, etc. 
Other: Police Materials and $ 783,067 $ 783,067 
Services 

Total $7,875,015 $1,972,000 $ 5.386,273 

* Does not include $14.4 million in Port Authority Police Department labor costs incurred between 
September 11 and November 9, which the Port Authority anticipates will be reimbursed by its insurance 
carriers and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), 

Section II. Passenger Traffic Data 

Year September October November December 
2000 2.8 million 2.7 million 2.5 million 2.5 million 
2001 1.6 million (-41.1%) 2.0 million (·26.7%) 1.8 million (-29.9%) 1.8 million (-28.2%) 

2001 Budgeted Total 2001 Revised Total 2002 Budgeted Total 2002 Revised 
Passen2ers Passenaers Passengers Passeneer Estimate 
34.4 million 29.3 million C-14.7%) 34.4 million 25.5 million C-24.8%) 
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Confidential Schedule for JFK 
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Additional AIP Funding for New, Additional or Revised Security Requirements 

LaGuardia Airport 

Section I. Eligible New, Additional or Revised Security Requirements 
& Direct Costs 

New, Additional, or Revised Actual Direct Estimated Total Cost(s) 
Security Requirement(s) cost(s) incurred Direct cost(s) to 

9/11/01- be incurred 
12131/01 1/1/02 - 9/30/02 

Increased Law Enforcement $2,750,457 * $1,100,000 $3,850,457* 
Officer personneVovertime 
Increased other $ 322,700 $ 322,700 
personnel/overtime 
Equipment, supplies, radios, $ 114,500 $ 50,000 $ 164,500 
badge stock, vehicles, etc. 
Temporary construction, $ 130,000 $ 130,000 
facility modifications, barriers, 
etc. 
Outside services, contractor $ 196,500 $ 563,000 $ 759,500 
support, etc 
Other: Police Materials and $ 285,997 $ 285,977 
Services 

Total $3,800,154 $1,713,000 . $5,513,154 

* Does not include $14.4 million in Port Authority Police Department labor costs incurred between 
September 11 and November 9, which the Port Authority anticipates will be reimbursed by its insurance 
carriers and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). · 

Section II. Passenger Traffic Data 

Year September October November December 
2000 2.1 million 2.3 million 2.3 million 2.1 million 
2001 1.2 million (-44.0%) 1.5 million (-34.0%) 1.4 million (-40.9%) 1.4 million (-29.0%) 

2001 Budgeted Total 2001 Revised Total 2002 Budgeted Total 2002 Revised 
Passeneers Passeneers Passeneers PasseD2er Estimate 
25.6 million 21.9 million (-25.9%) 35.5 million 28.3 million C-20.4%) 
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Confidential Schedule for LGA 
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Additional AIP Funding for New, Additional or Revised Security Requirements 

Newark International Airport 

Section I. Eligible New, Additional or Revised Security Requirements 
& Direct Costs 

New, Additional, or Revised Actual Direct Estimated Total Cost(s) 
Security Requirement(s) cost(s) incurred Direct cost(s) to 

9/11/01- be incurred 
12/31/01 1/1/02 - 9/30/02 

Increased Law Enforcement $3 ,291,508 * $25,300,000 $28,591,508* 
Officer personnel/overtime 
Increased other $ 25,500 $ 28,500 
personnel/overtime 
Equipment, supplies, radios, $ 24,850 $ 50,000 $ 74,850 
badge stock, vehicles, etc. 
Temporary construction, $1,035,000 $ 1,035,000 
facility modifications, barriers, 
etc. 
Outside services, contractor $ 274,831 $ 750,000 $ 1,024,831 
suooort, etc. 
Other: Police Materials and $ 307,158 $ 307,158 
Services 

Total $4,958,857 $26,100,000 $31,058,847 

* Does-not include $14.4 million in Port Authority Police Department labor costs incurred between 
September 11 and November 9, which the Port Authority anticipates will be reimbursed by its insurance 
carriers and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). 

Section II. Passenger Traffic Data 

Year September October November December 
2000 2.7 million 2.8 million 2.8 million 2.6. million 
2001 1.8 million <-35.5%) 1.9 million (·30.8%) 2.0 million (-29.3%) 1.9 million (-29.0%) 

2001 Budgeted Total 2001 Revised Total 2002 Budgeted Total 2002 Re'Vised 
Passen2ers Passenaers Passenaers Passenaer F.stimate 
35.3 million 30.6 million (·13.S'II) 35.5 million 28.3 million C-20.4%) 
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Confidential Schedule for EWR 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey January 18, 2002 17 



~ PORTAlffllORRY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

SECTION 4 

TSA Support Letters for the Perimeter Security Projects and 
Support Letter for the Crisis Commend Center/Police and 

Airfield Rescue and Firefighting Facility at LGA 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports Attachment I 



September 19 .. 2004 

M, .. Arlent ~eldman 
lte,gional Adnimistn.tcr 
f eder.al A'riatioa Adminilfration 
l Avit'tion P~ 
Jama.ita, NY 114l4-4109 

Newul: ~ International Airport (EV/R) 
Pr.opo.ced Sceu.rity ProJtcu 
Lea.et cf Coneutrtnce 

Dear Adwniitntor 'Feldrnant 

\1.S. Depan,n.-ttf ffomtltad Stc1til)• 
OPk• Al tilt Ntt.AI Smr'\'t' bitfftlff'· 
N, ... &rk Ubl"' lA1tt1t,a,ul Mf'Ji~,• ,1• J'wtHap11:,ld;,. ,reaut. :f' flttr 
l'ctN~ New .tcr,tt O'U 14 

ln_ ri.s._p o_ nSt ~o ~ew v,tJJdd threat cun.ditions _and new· ~-edible .• _ intel\ur~e inf~b on, 
new en.haneed s~ncy.- po~s i:riu.st. be- :adoptsd th:ough~ut au-pl)rt.s m ~ lftn~d Stttt~s~ The 
heigh1en~d $CC,Uf'.'~.pos~e, tor tmort!i t~9ughout 1he Un1wl Sta1~a vary widely bued on ~cat 
'Vtt:tf)f vu.1nerabl1;1!CS11 ~ ho\(!·~ a)l U~UI'tly ~ounk:nnn.iure.s place a ~atef ~h~is on 
p~$Omtel and facility mft.1.strucrures dett~~ ~o prevent Md aa« aees of tcttcnsm._ Obvio.~sly~ 
tcda,)fis mha11eed count~~ures SIQ btyon~ m st.ope and cost.. thost meuurc.s required pnor to 
th~ events o!Stpta.r~tr l !, 2.001. 

. . . M ,the- Fedml. ~ti:\\rliy Diree~o1: . (FSl)) apP.Ointtd ~y the _ Tr.a.nsport.ati~n S,eeurit>· 
Ad."llintsnh~n (TS~),, ,t ts my t~_~B.itbJbty to ~Ot"lde. day·1~,Y opcrat1~nal ~ecf1on fat 
fe __ -d.et'l te-eunfY. req91t_ .. «ment. ~~ EWR, ·wJu;h ~ _ direetly m1~otved 1n lb~ n~Mna! 1.nterast. T~\::_ .. 
FSD 1s the ?tr2Jdng TSA autbonty r,is.ponsiblt f ot the leid.trsbip and cocrd.ination ot TSA scew1t)· 
a.ctivi'lles. These responsibilities and tt~ompanying ~uthonty iri-c:ludc tactieal l)lumi.~1 cx~u:ion. 
and. ~eratiorJ.1 maug~t for tco.rd1n1 ;e~mtt'/ 1t"f\'icei and other ciutic, » prel~o.ect ~Y 
the tln.der Seatt.aey of T~s~a.?-on !~t trunty. A~g tht overall seewaty r•:Pontibilit~es 
de!fflocd abo~e, '°tr~ spcctfi.t du.t~, assgne·a to the FSD 1n.:lude:: 

• Impl~tation of tht Pedtral S~iy Crim Management Aecponse Plan; 
• A.t5cnmmt of airport security r.i$k; 
• Implementation of S!eurlty U:dmologv, md maintenance "'ithin established guiddines; 
• Supe:vision of Pedm.l law cnf«cement activities within the punriew of the TS.A;. and .• 
• Coo.rdinati.on of fc.dtre11t $tatti and Jocal emergency services and law enforcement. 

~The$, mec.mt. UfPt)J.1.SibtUiiei ·re9.uiri tht. FSO. to ~loy all a.vailable. resources in order 
to pr(?~ th. _c li~ptil Htunry Jev_ e.; ~tu,_n.ab~e. To tau end, l na.,~e_ d~ the P.edo~ce. of 
,ecQ.Oty nik a.t~lT'JCn~ ,"UJ,~ab}ltty studtts s~ys and a c-~tJ.nuous ons:omg 1~ecti~n 
.»rogtGm o!E~ }n-c6t1JU.wiQb~ "M!}\ ~ EWR. ~ttport_Port Autho;ity fPA)i Vld u.tt\ !SA~ PA 
nave: ~®veloped_ I. COrrtprehcnatve htb:ng cf pl'OJCOti 'I.hat ue des1cmeo to tnbanee the ove:ra}l 
s.eounty posture of E\\i1L · · ~·· . 



Ms, Arliije Feldman 
R.e gional Admini.,1m0r 
Fi der&l 1l \tia.tio.tt Aclmuutttation 
l Aviati~ll Pim 
J11maic~.:~~ l 1434.4809 

L1.0\11Rli11. Airport 

tU. 0.1rartine"t of lftar1tla1'U SONt~ I)' 
l.• CiUll'~Aa Jll«tli'IIU0t,nt A1rpon 
.PN Offlo h, +'1 
,._..bbtt l'f\" ~l)"Q 
'7ll,,4l9,.1JO.t 

• 

TransJ:>ortatiOtl ! ~· Secuii1ty .. 
Admtn1sua.t1on 

Propostd CliLim Coml1l&lld C~tti-J .. 
PQtic~ and Airtle!d Resl!uc uui Ph·e 1-"igbting (AltP''f j Faelbty 
Letter of Co1t¢unenc: 

Dtar A.dminiatt1.tor Feldman: 

The htii;blen~d tricu.rity pos.t.urt of u.1unu tbi·ou&hout 1be United St~Jts has plaeed , a:r~titt 
empha.sh ~m pet!<HL"M!I and f.a.cility r~qU.Jl'trntnts lhan wu n,(;e.uary 01 r~qufr~d prior io th~ ~vtnt~ 
of $cpte11~b ~, l l, 2001. 

!U tho F~·.iera\ Security Di~ctor (lSD) uppoimed by 1ht !rnn.~porunion seeunty Admilli~mnion 
(TSA} it ·iimy re&ponsibilityto provide de.y .. 1l\·day opmtionel din;:tion for f,deral ikutit~·· at 
,irpcr.J w..ttetl)r involved in 1ht n1.tion&l imtnst~ The FSD is the ranking !SAtu~,'ity nspomibl~ 
for the li:.ldti·ship and.ecordinaticn o!TSA security 1A.'1ivitit&. Tittle rta_ponsi'bilitiH and 
nteQJupo1J.yinf a11thorUy include tcctlcal plannin& e~t"'"\ltion. ;n.d operitionnl ,rumagement for 
gccrtlin:li~d iOt\U'ity ~er,~ktt &ncl other d.i,i" c, ~~ibtsl \,y tb• Under Storf'to,y cf Trelnwport,?i(rn 
for Sewdty. Amcng 1hc ovtrall iccurltyrelponijibm1ic1 dticri~d,bQve. some r,pecmc du1ies: 
~'(Sign.tel ·to tbt f'S~ndudt: - · · 

• h11.plementttiCJJ ofth11 Fed.:ral Scourity Crisis Liimgtttt4nt Rt-SponH llart; 
• A, tt~cm.ent of Airport sewn~)' titk; 
• ltnp1ementation or ocw:ity ttchnology and maint~nea within ~tabli~h•d euid-elints; 
• Snpervhdon off #:·dotal liw e.~omeut :nctivit!ei; withh11ho- plin•ltw of the TSk afldt 
• C,~,ordiuation offeder.ii ilatc, and Joe1l emergency :ttttvices:tnd Iiw tnf'orctmt'1\t. 

Thue tJ)*1::itic re$pcnsibllh.its. r•qW1>t 1&e FSD 10 emplo.f :all 1:v..1il1 bit titaur~a in &-d~.i· to provi dt 
th.t lu~e~i: ,ecu.rHy level atlu.mo.blt. Toward thiA en.d. l Juwc performed ~ct\Jrity rbk · 
U!fle~,smem in:i.pcction, of ihe airpcr1 nnd bl ~qju11o1lon ~ith. the airport bD.vt dtvt!_optu a 
e6mpreh,u udv~ ~~e of projecc~ ce,iancd. to o.ocommolLlti i.he current dccurity ind re11cue 



Fanili.ty JiOt oDl, Jm"kln mfficiNt affloe • wt •bo 1~0lt'lm0dllee -~ ~rt 
of~~~·u C4U\,mo.nt~ emftpotf vtbi:1u and other.security~. 

11 ;is udttstood tat 'the Port Authority dmrll t0 mml tbt$t projtcts.with P.meqcr Fadlity . 
Chua• mrtmae. ln ••o~ •itb. PM Order Sl 00.JIB. A..#rport l"'fl'OYfltlMf h-O#M•~ 
Pampph~ plcuc-.. tu Jetter u ~•t 1hat tbit ~ mnct T!.A ,eiquumeutl 
41)1:l;. a auppordq «tome.a= ottt.e Aitpm11

1 o\Wlll ~ i:qopai. Due to SSl ffiiuirtlpnt1-
,1t,r. ,.,,,~,,, s,~,,.,.;,y ~,,,, Eg--.v,n,mt ~UYlllfffft." 'f,a~or,at,o.,,, S11111tily AdminwrOJlo,t 
C4:lc: ,dJmalM do~ daicd. Septenibet ls! :2004, it not rw pu.bll, dis.cusuon v d~.eribed hi 14 
Cf'lt ltl 

Vtaor support uthodzing PFC coUcc:tioa Hthot4'1 for thi$ projec,.t wm allow the Po11 A.u1bontr 
th(A f..nldiQQ cM~lityto imptcmtm 1hi, ptoj(:~ e1tlier thM ~tbcr -ding nt~imiama w1U 
all~W'. . < 

SirKffll)', , ... 
r::,:fw~~(!)c/A,-"'-

1.'h)ffl» H. UkiM 
Petknl S,Q.lfitY Director 
La•luudil Airport 

ec~ ·atarrcc D . .Kroeppe~ Ck=-tai l\(tutage.r. L&O\i«nlia Airport 



Tho Pott AutllMity, 1 ~ Ssurity Projld. l\lhic:h w ducribed ~- in Ille Perimf~ SICJD'il) 
SJlst• Jigu,x,,n,,,t Pr0tflfflJftllt: ~. Sctom, .ldMlrdlb-otion Coor,l;Nd'Jon rlocumem 
dattd S.fiptemw lS, 2004~ is wiped to eha.nco M;WH control afthe aiport'-1 Se.c.urity 
JdentHir;ation Am. (SmA) throup 1M {nsrahtion Ofteobm,logy for l\le df!J{-«ion Of iattuions Oll 
tb,e ~ p~ by una\lthoriacl penou. nit projm IA wally Ji,tpCrta.m tO cnhaJu:c tbe 
91curil)1 ~ ofLGA~ The updated iq~ wiU Aho Ol'Jablc itaff'kl mo~ ~uklcly r-t.spond_ tc 
incldt11ts 8lld concontratc their etrom in ,reas most s,tone to lntJUaion., For txamp~ the Ait,:.ort's 
perimeter 1$ difficult to consistently fflOmtor uui cootrol U$lnl mtn\1Ul. methods such at vtthiclt 
patzols. tkuldditiorA of high teehnology seQQrity Ul011itoring aJid ill~ ptotemon equipment 
will supplemtnt'tu existing W?Utity maau:u used to pmtact ~ AO.A, 

Jt ls uucit.ntood that the P'4'1 Authotlty 4e..\ire11 to :bid '1llse· project.s with hmqer facility Charge 
tt•tcnuc:·. ln acco.r4aace wltb 1' AA O,;dcr S 100~&.lh Avp<w.t lmpNwnum1 Pro1trJm. Paraar-.,h .5421, 
please t~t this ltttet· u co.rx:lll'J1fflce tlttt ta projects meet TSA tcq~ and are e 
wpportiJ:'IS tlemeut of we Aiq)cm'a ovmll *'1n!y prograui. D= to SSl t-equiiouwms. tM 
Ptrlrn«m· S'tt.:W"'O' System EquipmtJtt PriJCunrn,~t: TronfJH)l'IQl~ti S.curity .Admiitistrallon 
CoordlJhJtion doeu=ant dated September 1St 2004, is not for public dla:uuiort u dc.sctibcd m 14 
CP:8.. UH. 

Your suJpo.~ autborizmg PFC et>llection autbtmty iv tbe$C J)i<>j~u~ wm allow the Port Authority 
the~ ctpibiJJty 10 IUtall Ille •curlty ~nt~ ttitHer them ofbcr ~in& mec~isms 
will alle·w, 

\'our att.cnticn to thi$ project ~ greatly apprecia1td. If you ht.\" any questiol1$ or ;omme:n.tt~ pltate 
do nat iasitatt 10 call me. 

SiootrclJ. 

c:f/,w-v•1A4<fi CJ~-; 
· Thomu Ii Wilk.ins 

Fedetal Sce'~ity Direetor 
La.Ou.llidiu Airpcrt 

C~; W:attfl.l D. Kroeppcl, Oe.mol MtUll&a, IJGv.a.~ Ahport 



SI ~.fii\.i" 

1n."'""" ""''"',. 

ce: Jerry Spampan~to (PORT) 
Deputy General Ma.uq:er 
Jobn F. Kennedy International Airport 



~ PORTAU'IIIORDY OF NY & NJ Passenger Facility Charge Application 

SECTION 5 

PFC Estimated Collection Schedule 

EWR, JFK and LGA Airports Attachment I 



Projected PFC Collections and Applications 

(in thousands) 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 
Estimated level of oeerations - Passengers-Moderate Growth Scenario 
Newark 31,100 29,203 29,429 31,500 32,068 33,101 34,061 34,975 35,892 37,005 38,150 
La Guardia 22,513 21,987 22,482 23,500 23,675 24,173 24,883 25,344 26,059 26,792 27,545 
Kennedy 29,891 29,943 31,736 36,000 36,267 37,944 39,468 40,964 42,667 44,360 46,118 

83,504 81,133 83,647 91,000 92,010 95,218 98,412 101,283 104,618 108,157 111,813 

Enelaned Passengers - 1/2 of total eassengers 
Newark 15,550 14,602 14,715 15,750 16,034 16,551 17,031 17,488 17,946 18,503 19,075 
La Guardia 11,257 10,994 11,241 11,750 11,838 12,087 12,442 12,672 13,030 13,396 13,773 
Kennedy 14,946 14,972 15,868 18,000 18,134 18,972 19,734 20,482 21,334 22,180 23,059 

41,752 40,567 41,824 45,500 46,005 47,609 49,206 . 50,642 52,309 54,079 55,907 
Newark 85% 
La Guardia 92% 
Kennedy 92% 

Weighted Average Collection Rate 94% 93% 89% 86% 

Collections at $2.92 (2003 actual) until 4/17/04, 2.89 thereafter 
$3 Collections less Admin Fees Newark 36,352 39,247 

La Guardia 30,331 29,279 
Kennedy 42,428 44,853 

$3 Collections less Admin Fees 114,473 110,471 109,111 113,477 114,341 118,327 122,297 125,864 130,009 134,407 138,950 
Collections at $1.50 29,673 61,416 63,476 65,328 67,479 69,761 72,119 
Total Annual Collections 109, 111 113,477 144,014 179,743 185,772 191,192 197,487 204,168 211,069 

Exeected PFC Aeelications 
Approved 1,569,000 
15% of 1.1488 172,200 

1,741,200 

AirTrain PFC Application without Type A Amendment 1,171,910 1,281,021 1,394,498 1,508,839 1,627,166 1,741,200 

EWR Artrn Type A Amendment ifclf~~~~*§,rllf':$),~~~rr~:4r~ - ~fITit~~rr~.,!J;tw~11-g,Ji~U§f"~lll 
AirTrain PFC Application with Type A Amendment 1,503,839 1,617,166 1,734,463 1,741,200 

1,508,839 1,627,166 1,749,463 1,761,200 

New PFC Application ($815M) $1.50's - 0 80,762 144,238 209,565 277,044 346,805 
$40M Security (Operating) 29,673 10,327 
Post AirTrain $3's 114, 127 244,136 378,543 

New PFC Application ($815M) - 29,673 91,089 144,238 323,692 516,180 715,348 815,000 
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THE PORI" AIRHORIIY@[J m® ~ 

April 20, 2005 

Mr. William Flanagan, Manager 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Eastern Region - Airports Division 
1 Aviation Plaza 
Jamaica, NY 11434 

SUBJECT: The Port Authority ofNew York and New Jersey 
Passenger Facility Charge Application 
Runway Safety Area Project Status 

Dear Mr. Flanagan: 

WILLIAM R. DECOTA 

DIRECTOR 

AVIATION DEPARTMENT 

225 PA.RK AVENUE SOUTH, 9TH FLOOR 

NEW YORK, NY 10003 

(212) 435-3703 

(212) 435-3833 FAX 

The Port Authority of New York and New Jersey (Port Authority) will be submitting its application 
for authority to Impose and Use Passenger Facility Charges (PFC's) for a variety of capital 
improvement and planning projects at Newark Liberty International Airport (EWR), John F. 
Kennedy International Airport (JFK), and LaGuardia Airport (LGA). The application requests the 
FAA to grant authority for the Port Authority to collect PFC's at a rate of $4.50 per passenger. In 
accordance with PFC guidance, collection at this level requires that the "public agency'', in this case 
the Port Authority, ensure that adequate provisioning for financing the airspace needs of the 
Airports are met and are addressed in the PFC application. The Port Authority will meet these 
needs and demonstrate through its Capital Improvement Plan (CIP). 

As part of a preliminary review, the FAA suggested that the Port Authority more clearly describe 
the status of its airfield projects in order for the FAA to determine eligibility at the $4.50 collection 
rate. Specifically, a concern was raised regarding the Runway Safety Areas (RSA) at EWR, JFK, 
and LGA. The FAA noted that in the draft PFC application, there is one RSA project identified at 
EWR. The FAA further noted that funds are not programmed to address the other RSA's within the 
Port Authority's Three-Y e·ar CIP for JFK or LGA. 

The Port Authority recognizes the FAA's national initiative to upgrade all airport RSA's to meet 
new criteria by 2007. In support of that objective, the Port Authority has undertaken substantial 
steps to improve the RSA's at all four airports it currently administers, as acknowledged by your 
letter dated October 6, 2004. This effort undertaken by the Port Authority has included: 

• JFK - Installation of Engineered Material Arresting System (EMAS) on R/W 22L; 
• JFK - Investment of $30 million in enhancements to R/W 22R RSA; and, 
• LGA - Contracting of two EMAS installations on R/W 4 and 13. 
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This on-going effort has resulted in the Port Authority completing over $50 million in RSA 
improvements over the past five years. In addition to this effort, The Port Authority is currently 
coordinating with the FAA, through the AIP program, to conduct RSA improvements at: 

• TEB-R/W 6-24 and R/W 1-19; 
• EWR-R/W 11-29; 
• LGA- R/W 22 and R/W 13; and, 
• JFK- R/W 13L-31R, R/W 4R-22L and R/W 4L-22R. 

Solutions to enhance these RSA's are much more complex in terms of environmental consequences, 
potential off-airport impacts, construction costs and operational restraints, when compared with the 
RSA improvements completed by the Port Authority over the past five years. To ensure that the 
full-range of RSA options are considered, the Port Authority commissioned a comprehensive study 
by a team of consultants to examine the full range of solutions available to resolve the RSA issues. 

The purpose of the study is to analyze the existing RSA' s relative to new FAA guidance, develop a 
series of possible solutions for each RSA, and provide recommendations to the Port Authority on 
the most effective approach to achieving the new RSA objectives. An understanding of these issues 
is a key factor before the Port Authority can develop the projects and identify the resource 
requirements and document the associated environmental impacts. The preferred alternatives to 
meeting the new RSA standards will have to be addressed on a policy level and in close 
coordination with the FAA, state agencies, community groups, and the airlines. The current 
schedule calls for presenting these alternatives to the airline community this spring with a final 
report due in July. 

While the RSA study is being completed, the Port Authority will be preparing the next version of its 
capital budget. The Port Authority will prioritize the RSA projects relative to other critical 
aeronautical constrnction projects. While Port Authority staff will be working diligently towards 
the completion of the RSA projects, it is essential to carefully phase all constrnctiort work in a 
manner that will not create unbearable scheduling impacts for the airlines - delays that would 
resonate throughout the National Aerospace System (NAS) - and to ensure the judicious application 
of capital improvement funds. 

Based on these constraints, The Port Authority has developed a CIP that phases all construction in a 
manner that will minimize runway closures for RSA and runway rehabilitation construction 
projects, while applying the full resources available to the Port Authority to complete these critical 
projects. 

The schedule for completing the RSA projects for the remaining runways is as follows: 

• EWR-R/W 11-29: Preliminary Engineering and Environmental 2005, Constrnction 2006; 
• JFK - R/W 13L and 3 lR: Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Documentation 2005, 

Constrnction in 2009; 
• JFK- R/W 4R-22L: Constrnction in 2006; 



Mr. William Flanagan 
April 20, 2005 

Page 3 

• JFK - R/W 4L-22R: Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Documentation 2005, 
Construction in 2007; 

• LGA * - R/W 22 and 13: Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Documentation 2005; 
• TEB - R/W 6-24: Preliminary Engineering and Environmental Documentation 2005, 

Construction 2006; and, 
• TEB - R/W 1-19: Construction 2007. 

* A construction schedule for R/W 22 and RJW 13 has not yet been established due to the 
fact that these projects will involve substantial environmental impacts and associated 
mitigation costs that cannot be ascertained at this time. With the completion of the RSA 
Study, the Port Authority will have the cost estimates necessary to include in next year's 
CIP. 

The Port Authority, like the FAA, only approves a single year budget and approves each project 
within the budget individually. However, you have my commitment as Director of Aviation that the 
Port Authority will work closely with the FAA to develop and maintain a schedule of prioritized 
RSA Projects and implement that schedule to the best of our ability on time and within budget. 

Thank you for your continued support; I look forward to working closely with you on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

/./~,,,.,,..,,) .. ,/····"-""') 
/~~-· //"9~ 

~>~t _c ~<"~~t:-~¢~C0;, C~") 
Wilham R. DeCota --
Director 
Aviation Department 
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